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LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 
Tuesday, 22 January, 1884. 

::\[cmher Sworn.-Elect.ions an(l Qualifications Com­
mittee.-Pctitions.-Qnestions.-Qnf~Rtion wit.hont 
Xotice.-l~lections Act of 1874 .. AmenUment Bi1l­
<·ommittee.~ 1\ djonrnmen t. 

The SPEAKJ.:R took the chair at half-pa~t 
3 o'clock. 

:.\IE:.\IBRR SWOI1X. 
'\[r. Donnld Smith \Vttllace took the oath and 

Hubscribed the roll a~ memher fm· the Electoral 
Uistri<;t. '>t ClernHnJt, 

EL1<~CTIONS AND QUALIFICATIONS 
COMMITTEE. 

2\'[r. ,Justin Fox Greenlaw Foxton was sworn 
at the table as ~~ member of the l~lectinns and 
Qualificatiom Committee. 

PETITIOXS. 
Mr. BEATTIE presented a petition from 

Charles :Francis Cummings against his dismissal 
from the Public Service, and praying that the 
House would take his case into cnn,;ideration. 

Petition read and received. 
Mr. BLACK pre~ented a petition from oYer 

700 working men and others, residing at Mackay, 
protesting against the employment of time­
expired Polynesians. 

Petition read and received. 

QUESTIONS. 
Mr. ALAND asked the Minister for Works-
1. Doe:-; the running or goods trains on the Southern 

and \Vestern line on ~1111days necessitate the attendance 
of s.tation-ma~ters and other oftlrials at the various 
stations along the line? 

.2 .. Do the station-masters and other oflleiab statiOJIC(t 
'he~:ond Jps,vie1J recchc :w.r extra payment. tor sttcll 
attendance~ 

'L'he l\HNlSTElt FOlt WORKS (HoH. \V. 
l\Iiles} replied-

1. 'The attendance of station-masters and other offi­
cial::~ is not rCttnired on all stations and stop]lillg-plaeclh. 
bnt only at the -principal stations. 

2. Yes. 
Mr. JESSOP asked the Attorney-General­
\Vhat fee has been pa,id to 1\:lr. F. Sheridan for his ger-

vices in the lll'Osecution of Mr. Dart; also, what was 
]Jaid to the same gentleman for his services as junior 
counsel in the "Alfred ·vittery" case ;; 

The ATTORXEY-Gl~XEllAL (Hon. ,\, 
Rutledge) replied-

J:lifteen guineas in each case. 

QUESTIO:l\ WITHOUT KOTIGE. 
:\lr. :\iOREHJ,AD asked the Premier, without 

notice-
If he can give this House any information as to when 

the session is likely to terminate, and also whether he 
intends to keep the House sitting until the Bills now 
upon the bnsiness-pa11er have been dealt with. 
Perhaps the hon. gentleman would prefer that 
notice should be given. 

The PREMIER (Hon. S. W. Griffith) said 
he could answer the question as well now as to­
morrow. He thought it quite impossible for him 
to say at present when the session was likely to 
terminate. It depended very much upon the will 
of the House itself. He hoped it would not be very 
long; but there was a g-ood deal of business which 
must necessarily be done, such as the passing 
of the Estimates. He looked forward to a 
speedy termination of the session, especially as 
there must be another session commencing at the 
latest in June. As to whether the House was to 
sit until all the Bills en the paper were disposed 
of, that was a question he could not at present 
answer. 
EU~CTION"S ACT OF 1874 AMENDMENT 

BILL-COMMITTEE. 
On the motion of the PREMIJ~R, the House 

went into Committee to cou~ider this Bill in 
detail. 

Preamble postponed. 
Clause 1-" To be read with principal Act"-­

passed as printed. 
On clause 2--" Repeal of section 5G of principal 

Act"~~-

.!\Ir. MACROSSAN said he objected to the 
repeal of the section, and should object to every 
clause after this one. If that section were 
repealed, sections 53, 54, and fiG, whid1 wm·c 
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exempt from application to the goldfields by 
the principal Act, would be applied to the gold. 
fields; and the Premier must remember, also, that 
there was a very large portion of the people 
on those goldfields whose profession was very 
similar to that of the gold-miner-they were 
employed on the tin-mines. The hon. gentle­
man, he thought, had entirely forgotten that. 
In putting in clause 9 the hon. gentleman was, 
no doubt, under the impression that he had 
qualified the repeal of the 56th section of the 
principal Act ; but the qualification was only 
partial. He (Mr. Macrossan) explained that, he 
thought, very fully the other night ; and if he 
designated the Bill as a Bill to disfranchise 
country electors, he thli>ught that would be the 
proper term for it. If hon. members would 
take the troi1ble to read over the polling 
places gazetted at the last general election, 
they would find that the Bill did not apply to 
the principal districts of the colony, which were 
represented by hon. members on the Govern· 
ment side, such as North and South Brisbane, 
l<'orti~ude Valley, Ipswich, Rockharnpton, Mary· 
borough, Gympie, and other places where the 
population was central. It applied more espe­
cially to the \V estern and Northern districts 
which would be disfranchised. There was oniy 
one-or at the most two-polling places in any 
of those electorates which he had mentioned · 
but the Bill especially dealt with places that 
had more than two polling places. He thouuht 
if the Premier wishe~ to do his duty to all p;rts 
of the country ahke, he would wait and 
bring in a thorough Bill dealing with the 
whole question of the franchise-repealino­
the ~et of 1874, if necessary, and als~ 
amendmg the last Act, and not deal with it in 
the pettifogging manner he was adopting durino· 
the present session. At all events, he gave th~ 
ho'!· gentleman fair warning that he should not 
eas1ly allow clause 2 or any of the succeedino­
clauses to pass. He took his stand on the right~ 
of the people in the Northern districts to have it 
in their power in every way to record their votes 
which the present Bill would deprive them of: 
In the electorate of Cook, and also his (Mr. 
Macrossan's) electorate, there was a number 
of timber-getters. There was also a large 
number of carriers and carters. Then there 
waq a large number of wages men on the gold­
fields who were not holders of miners' rights. 
Th~re were men employed at machinery, and 
aSSistants .to storekeepers; ana also a large num­
b.er occaswnally employed about sugar planta­
tiOns on the Herhert, in JYiaclmy, and othm· 
places. Those men were not constantly fixed­
they went from one place to another; lle\'erthe· 
less, they had settled abodes, where they left 
their wives and families. If any of those men 
left the district and went to the i·Ierbert to the 
sugar harwst to assist in the production of 
;.mgar, and an election took place in their ab­
sence, they wnnlrl be deprived of their Yntes. 
He thought tlmt, at a reasomtble estimate 
the Bill would disfranchise 4 000 or fi 000 elector~ 
in tl~e :!'lorthern and we:tern di;tricts, anrl 
therefore he protested against the Bill being 
passed. 

The PREJUIER said he never anticipated 
that the Bill would meet with the approval of 
the hon. member for 'l'ownsville. The Bill con. 
sisted of two parts. ~rhe first part related to 
electors whose qualification was residence but 
who, ceasing to be residents, ceased to h~ve a 
qualification ; yet who, neverthelesR, had shown 
at the late election that they could crop up from 
all parts of the colony and vote in large numherr<. 
That was admitted. 

Mr. M~qRqSSAN : I put you to the proof 
of that: ,t H "unply yonr "'·"Al'tion. 

The PREMIER: It was admitted by everyone 
except the hon. member for Townsville. Yet he 
had given most ample proof of it by saying that 
fifty or sixty men who had Cf"ased to reside in his 
district, but whose names were on the roll, though 
they no longer possessed a qualification, had voted. 
The hon. gentleman said there was no proof, 
and the only hon. gentleman who disputed the 
assertion had himself supplied the proof. That 
was the first part of the Bill, to prevent persons 
who were disqualified from exercising the 
franchise. The hon. member complained that 
they were disfranchising those men, but he 
did not believe they could rightly use the term 
" disfranchising " to the procesH of preventing 
men who were not entitled to vote from 
voting. That was not the correct epithet to 
apply to that process. Disfranchising was 
preventing men who were entitled to vote from 
voting ; and that the Government would be very 
loath indeed to do. The second part of the Bill, 
however, related to an entirely different subject ; 
it related to the fact that persons personating at 
an election usually chose as the field of their 
operations places where they were not likely to 
be recognised. The second part of the Bill 
endeavoured to guard against that. In the Act 
of 1874, which had heen on the statute-book 
now for ten years, power was given to 
the Governor to institute polling districts­
that was to say, to assign to every polling place 
an area, and to make it compulsory for every 
elector whose qualification arose in that area to 
vote in it. That provision of the Act of 187 4 
had not, he believed, been enforced, but from 
that time it had never been objected to. He 
believed it had never been put into force legally, 
although some returning officers had acted as if 
such polling districts had been appointed. The 
second part of the Bill gave an additional power: 
it enabled the Governor to order that an elector 
should vote at some place near where he lived­
at some place where he was likely to be recognised. 
No objection could he made to that which was not 
equally applicable and with much greater force 
to the provision for polling districts which had 
been their law for so long. He did not care about 
tt! q1wque arguments, but the hon. gentleman sai<l 
he ought to deal with the subject in a complete 
Bill, and he might reply that although the 
Government of which the hon. gentleman was a 
member brought in a Bill dealing with elections, 
it evidently did not occur to them to deal with 
that part of the subject. The provisions con­
tained in the second pru:t of the Bill were not 
compulsory, but optional. There were many 
electorates to which he freely "'dmitted th<> 
provisions of that part of the Bill were inapplic­
able-for instance, the case referred to l1y th" 
hon. member for Bul'ke the other night. He 
freely admitted that in the case of snch an elf,,~_ 
torate it would be an injustice to make every elee­
tor vote at the placeneare,twhere his qualification 
waR. One hon. gentlmnan ou the other sidf' 
objected that the provisions should lJe mad<· 
compulsory instead of optional; the reason thev 
were not was o\ving to the circnn1stances U1 
which the hrm. m em her for Burke alluded. Th" 
hrm. member for TownR~·ille said it would 
(lisfranchise a uun1ber of people in gold-tnining 
districts. He did not think that was so, for there 
were very few rnen in gold-mining districts who 
had not miners' rights. It was true, howenr, 
that there were some who had not, and 
more especially perhaps in tin. mining dis­
tricts of the northern ]Jart of the colony ; but 
he did not think they were of so nmn!tdic 
a disposition as the hon. member for TownsviiiP 
gave them crecl;it for. He was under the illl­
pression that they were not to be found s" far 
away from where their qualification arose­
unless, indeed, they Jmdtiplier! the n11mher of 
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polling places to such an extent that they would 
have ten or twenty in an area of as mn,ny miles. 
Supposing them to be placed at a reasonable 
distance apart, he thought there were very few 
people who would not be able to vote at the place 
nearest to where their qualification arose. It 
was impossible that there could be any scheme 
formed that would absolutely prevent fraud or 
injustice. They might at once recognise that as 
an axiom. But it was possible for them to pre­
vent fraud to a very large extent, and to do as little 
injustice as they possibly coulct. He took it for 
granted that it was the de,; ire of members to 
prevent fraud as much as they possibly could, 
and several members on both sides had ex­
pre"ed th>tt as their intention. If, however, 
they did as the hrm. member for Townsville said 
he wnulcl do-namely, do their best to prevent 
the Bill passing-he did not think they would be 
shm'"ing any desire to prevent fraud at elections. 
The second part of the Bill consisted of the 
Gth, 7th, and 8th sections. The 9th section 
related to goldfields only, and therefore wonld 
not apply to any of the grievances the hon. 
member had so eloquently referred to. It 
was erJtmlly inapplicable with the 56th section 
of the principal Act. The 5Gth section of the 
principal Act dealt entirely with goldfields. 
The hon. gentlen1an referred to wages 1nen and 
wachine 1~1en on the goldfields who had no 
miners' rights, but he did not think they were very 
numerous. The object of the 5oth section of the 
principal Act, of course, was to except persons 
who might be supposed to be of nomadic habits, 
and he did not think they were as numerous as 
the hon. member seemed to think. He did not 
think much injury would be done-very little, in 
fact-whereas the safeguard provided by the Bill 
would be very great. He would say one word more. 
The hon. gentleman asked why they did not brillg 
in a complete Bill, entirely reforming the electoral 
system. The hon. member knew well that it was 
perfectly impossible to do so at the present time, 
>tnd he doubted whether it would be possible during 
the next session of the House, considering the 
heavy businc,s they were pledged to undertake. 
He hoped the hon. gentleman would not be found 
to be a maintainer of abuses, as the Bill which 
he said he would oppose struck at acknowledged 
alnmes phinly and distinctly, so as to render 
t)1eir commital in the future absolutely impos· 
s1blc. 

Mr. :i\IACJlOSSAN said that the hon. mem­
ber ought to give him credit for knowing some­
thing· more about goldfields than he did lmnself · 
for w)1ile he visited them occasionally, and only 
occaswnally, he (J'dr. lYittcrossan) had almost 
been 1·eared on a goldfield, and had been accus­
tmned to goldfields for the htst thirty years, more 
or ler-;::;, thou~·h ~ornewhat lost-1 since he had becon1e 
a member of that Hou,,e. The hrm. member 
was utterly mistaken when he said that almost 
all the people on a goldfield had miners' right,;. 
He might say tlut the time wa" when they had, 
when no man could work on a goldfield without 
one, and he could be taken up >end punished 
unle8s he had a miner's right ; but that time 
had gone, aucl he could tell the hon. gentle­
man that now there were not 20 per cent. 
of the people on a goldfield who hac! miners' 
rights. _1;-\._s to their not being non1adic, he 
could tell him that the tin-miners now were 
even 1nore non1adic than the gold-n1inerR, 
for the simple reason that there was more allu­
vial tin being worked at the present time than 
alluvial gold. At the present moment he made 
bold to say that in the electorate of Cook there 
were at least 300 or 400 men who were waitin« 
for rain; men who had heaped up their w>esh­
dirt rnonth:::; ago and gone back there in the ex~ 
pectation of the usual rains following. Those 
men worked until the water failed them; they 

then went away from the district leaving their 
washdirt registered, so that no one could touch 
it, and after remaining away about six months 
came back again. The hon. gentleman did not 
knnw those things. He (Mr. Macrossan) main­
tained that tin-miners were more nomadic than 
gold-miners. As to the Bill being a completP 
block to all fraud that might be perpetrated in 
the carrying out of elections, he had no desire to 
enter into particulars about the causes, but the 
hon. gentleman must know that by far the greater 
number of frauds had been perpetrated in centres 
of population than in the outside districts. He 
must know that an hon. member of that House 
who was no longer a member of it-a former 
Premier of the party now in power-used to pride 
himself on the number of frauds he perpetrated 
at elections. The hrm. gentleman knew to whom 
he (Mr. Macrossan) alluded; he knew also th>et. 
men had actuallv voted ten and eleven time,, 
at Ipswich, and "yet this Bill did not ttpply to 
Ipswich, bec:mse it had only one polling place. 
He could tell the hon. member that he believed 
that more frauds had been perpetrated in the 
city of Brisbane during the elections than in 
any other part of the colony. 

HONOURABLE JYIE1IBERS on the Government 
side : Ridiculous ! absurd ! 

Mr. MACROSSAN : He did not refer merely 
to North Brisbane, but included the three electo­
rates of Brisbane. The hon. gentleman also saitl 
that he (Mr. Macrossan) had furnished proof 
himself of men having voted who had no right to 
vote; but the men he referred to had a right to 
vote, and the hon. gentleman wished to depri\·e 
them of it. Tho~e men were duly registerecl 
upon the electoral roll for Townsville in Jler­
berton. They were tin-miners, and finding tin­
mining- there not profitable they left the district 
and went to Charters Towers, but had not been 
long enough there to have their names registered 
for that electorate. Their names were still upon 
the Townsville roll; they had a right to vote ; 
and no man was justified in attempting to 
deprive such men of their votes. 'rhat was his 
contention-tlutt the Bill would deprive such 
men of their votes. The hon. gentleman 
stated on the second reading of the Bill 
that no doubt men who had left one electorate 
would be registered for another one ; but he 
knew that they must be six months re,;ident, or 
perhaps nine, before they could be registered; 
and those men would be deprived of their votes 
simply becaase their habits were nomadic. \V ere 
thev not as useful citizens as the tinkers or tailors 
of 'Brisbane? He did not speak only in thn 
interest of g•Jld-miners and tin-miners. Did the 
hon. gentleman forget that the whole of the \Yes­
tern districts were peopled by persons who 
were nomadic in their habits? He held that 
the Bill would tend to disfranchise those 
men, and therefore he again entered his 
protest against it, and would do his very best 
to prevent it passing-because it could not be 
amended so as to prevent those men from being· 
deprived of their votes. He had as much 
interest in preventing frands at elections as the 
hon. gentleman or 'my other member of the 
House had. During the election at Townsville he 
did his best to prevent frauds, and succeeded 
in preventing nmny, and no doubt other hon. 
members did the same in other electorates. But 
what he wanted to prevent was the honest man 
being deprh·ed of his vote. The hon. gentleman 
knew the axiom of English law, "that it was 
better that ten guilty men should escape than 
that one innocent man should be punished" ; and 
he (Mr. l\Iacrossan) said that if this Bill were 
passed, not only would ten guilty escape, but they 
would all escape, just as before. He was afraid 
the P,~I}· gentler11an could frmn~ no lt~w thnt 
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would prevent dishonesty, if men were inclined 
to be dishonest. He might make it somewhat 
more dift:icult ; but it was easy to frame a law 
which would prevent honest men from record­
ing their votes legally, as they ought to be 
allowed to. He hoped the hon. ~entleman 
woul~ consider th~ posi~ion he occu7Jied. He 
had given no pronuse to mtroduce a Bill of this 
kind. He understood that the hon. ~entleman was 
compell~d by promise to introduce Bills to repettl 
the Indian Labourers Act and the Preliminary 
Companies Railway Act ; but he was under no 
such promise with regard to this Bill, and he (Mr. 
Macros&an) hoped that he would hold his hand 
::md not tell hiin that, because the Government 
of which he (Mr. Macrossan) was a member in 
1879 did not bring in a Bill dealino- with the 
whole question, therefore he should" not do so. 
The Government of 1879 did ·not think it neces­
sary to do so ; but they brought in a Bill to 
enfranchise, not to disfranchise-a Bill to give 
greater facilities to men to get their votes reo'IS­
tero;d--;-while this Bill :1;-;tually deprived then~ of 
their right to record their votes. As to a deal of 
work being on hand for the next session and it 
being impossible to bring in a Bill de::L!il;o- with 
the whole question this session, where w~s the 
urgency for it ? Did they expect a general elec­
tion within :1 year or two? He thouo-ht there was 
no likelihood of it ; and, therefore,"' why should 
they not W::Lit until they were able to de:1! with 
the whole question, inste:1d of tinkerino- with it 
in the present fashion ? He hoped "the hon'. 
gentleman would not press such a Bill, but 
th:1t he would take counsel with his better s~lf 
and withdraw it. 

Mr. STJ~V:KNSON : ·where is his better self? 
}fr. MORE HEAD said he should like to he:1r 

the hon. the Attorney-General on the subject 
because he represented :1 district tlmt would b~ 
most materially affected by the p:1ssing of the 
measure, if the contention of the hon. member 
for Townsville was correct, :1nd so far he thought 
tlmt hon. member h:1d the best of the argument. 
He would further point out to the Committee that 
it was :1 teclmicalquestion-theintroductionofthe 
Bill'at all. It assumed that certain irregul:1rities 
lmrl t:1ken place, which had not yet been proved 
~o h~ve occurred; :1nd pra~tic:1lly it was pre­
Jndgmg c:1ses th:1t wel'€ sniJyudice, and lmd yet 
to come before the House. He thotwht it would 
h:1ve been much wiser on the p:1rt of the Govern­
ment if they had w:1ited for the evidence that 
wou~d be t:1ke1_1 before the Elections and quali­
ficatwns Committee before ::Lttempting-]eiTis!::Ltion 
on the subject. They would then be mu,;'h better 
np in the snbject th:1n they were at present. So 
f:tr not even a p7·imd facie case had been made 
out in favour of the contention put by the 
Premier ; and without more information on those 
m:1tters they should not >tttempt to legislate. He 
thou~·ht the m:1j orityof the Committee would a '"ree 
with him th::Lt it wcmld have been much bett~r if 
the Gove':nment had wa;ited u~til they \\·ere pre­
pared. to mtroduce a Bill de;tlmg with the whole 
questwn, rather than patching up :1 most irnpor­
t::Lnt law dealing with the electoml rights of the 
people of the colony. The hon. gentlem::Ln :1sked 
why the late Government did not brin~ in such 
a measure in 187B? and, in reply, he ~::Lid that 
possibly and probably there was no necessity for 
:1ny legislation in the direction indicated by 
the Premier; nor did he see that there was any 
necessity for patching np the existing law by 
the Bill before them. As had been pointed out by 
hm~. m:m~ers, the~·e "':"s no imme<!i:1te hurry for 
legislatwnm th>ttdirectwn, as therewerenotlikely 
to be any considerable number of vacancies occL1r 
in that H<mse, unless some awful cat::Lstrophe hap­
pened which noneofthem could foresee. Therefore 
there was plenty of time for the Government to 

bring down a properly prep>tred measure. He 
thought, after the arguments of the hon. member 
for Townsville with reg:1rd to the disfranchising 
effects of the Bill upon l:1rge electorates it 
ought to be withdrawn. He hoped to ];ear 
something from the Attorney-General- his 
opinion on the question from a leg:1l point of 
view-especially as his electorate was one of 
those which would be prejudicially affected by 
the :1ction of the Bill should it become law. 

The ATTOENEY-G ENERAL said the appre­
hensions expressed by the hon. member for 
Townsville with regttrd to the injurious effect the 
Bill would have on a great many electors on 
goldfields were somewhat groundless. He said a 
gre:1t proportion of those who were resident on 
goldfields were wages men. Th:1t was perfectly 
true; but so were a gre:1t m:1jority of the 
electors in every other electorate. On the 
Charters Towers Gold :B'ield a large number of 
men were employed in connection with the 
!nines and the man:1gement of machinery; and 
m such towns as Ch:1rters 'rowers and Havens­
wood m:1ny were employed in store.s and 
various other ways, the same as in other centres 
of population. Such people were more or less per­
nmnent residents, as W::LS the £ame class of people 
in Brisbane :1nd Ipswich, and the llill could not 
therefore affect them injuriously. There w:1s a 
large class of 1nen \Vho \vere not wages 1nen and 
who were not permanent residents on the gold­
field he had the honour to represent, but 
before they could become the holders of :1reas 
for residence purposes they must, accordin" to 
the Mines Reg-ulations, be the possessors of mi~ers' 
rights. Therefore, the Bill would not disfran­
chise them. The hon. gentlem:1n referred the 
other night to those who were found now at one 
mining centre and again at another, but those 
were for the most 1mrt persons who held miners' 
rights ; m:d h_e !~ad not the least :1pprehension, 
so far as his district wa., concerned, th:1t the Bill 
\\·oulcl injmiously affect any more than the most 
inconsiderable minority. As to the feeling 
of persons engaged on th"; goldfields, he might 
st:1te that be was forced m the course of his 
candidature to pledge himself to give his assis­
tance towardR pas.s:ing a n1easure even nwre 
stringent in its provisions than the one before 
the Committee. ·whether rightly or wrongly, 
the people there had such an idea not 
only of the facility with which frauds conic! 
be perpetrated, but were perpetrated durirw 
the elections, that they insisted on hh~ 
pledging himself to assist, if possible, in 
compelling a man to record his vote at one 
pl::Lce only instead of at either of two. He 
could not see that any man's rig·ht would be 
intentionally infringed. Everybody knew that 
there could not be a law, however beneficial, tlmt 
would not opemte injuriously in some cases; but it 
was always held that they should legislate so as to 
do the gre:1test good to the greatest number, and 
he contended that it was f:u better that one 
honest m:1n should be deprived of his undoubted 
right to exercise the franchise than th:1t ten 
rogues should have facilities provided for perpe­
trating frauds. 

:Mr. MACEOSSAK said the hon. member 
represented a goldfield, and had just shown to 
J:im, who knew something about a goldfield, how 
)Ittle he (Mr. Eutleclge) knew on the subject. 
The hon. member said that every man must hold 
a miner's right before he could take up a resi­
dence area. That w:1s perfectly true, and that 
was all the hon. member knew. The wages men 
had no residencB area; thev simply pitched :t 

tent in which they slept, and they boarded at 
boarding-houses. 

The A'rTORNEY-GEl'\ERAL: Many of 
them are married men with families, 
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Mr. MACROSSAN : Does the hon. member 
know what I am talking about? 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: Yes. 
Mr. MACROSSAN said the hon. member 

knew that before taking up a residence area a 
man must have a miner's right, but there were 
hundreds who had no residence are"' and no 
miners' rights ; and those were the men on a gold­
field that the Bill would affect. There W!1S also a 
large class on the tinfields, and on the silver­
fields, who had no miners' rights. Ji'encers, 
dam-sinkers, and well-sinkers, on the \Vestern 
Plains required no miners' rights, but they were 
equally nomadic ; and the hon. gentleman had 
not answered that objection. Then, as to the pro­
mise he was compelled to m!1ke to those extreme 
individuals who gave him their support-he 
supposed the promise was reported in the news­
papers at the time, and he should like to see it 
if the hon. gentleman was able to show him the 
report. 

The ATTOR::\'EY-GEXEUAL: I will try 
and find it for you. 

Mr. MACROSSAN said the hon. gentleman 
held a good many Ineetings \Vhich \vero reported, 
and if such a promise hacl lJeen exacte<l from 
him he hoped it would be forthcoming ; but he 
doubted very much whether it could be found. 

Mr. SMYTH said he could speak with as 
much authority on the question of gold-mining 
as any other hon. member, and he represented a 
greater number of miners than any member 
of the Committee. He had been also in New 
South \Vales, where the population was of the 
description referred to by the hon. member 
for Townsville-that was, men working alluvial 
claimii-and the difficulty there was got over 
very easily. There was no impersonation what­
ever. Such a thing was never heard of or even 
thought of. On the back of each miner's 
right a proper form was drawn up, and when 
the man went to the polling place he had 
to produce his miner's right, and after voting the 
right was marked by the returning officer, and 
could not be used again. Those who practised 
the most impersonation were single men who 
lived in boarding-houses. The married class 
were compelled to have miners' rights, in order 
to secure residence areas. Those people generally 
settled clown, but it was the riff-raffwho wandered 
about, and followed up every new rush, against 
whom the Bill was directed. A great many of 
them were not miners at all, but mere wanderers 
on the face of the earth. He represented a gold­
field which had 1,700 name' ou the roll, and at 
the last election only four cases of imper.,on­
ation took place, which spoke very well for the 
mining class. The reason why there were so few 
was because the population was settled. They 
did not belong to the wandering claRs of single 
men who were here to-clay and away to-morrow­
who might vote in one place one day, and then 
record their votes 200 miles away in two or three 
days' time, supposing the election to be held on 
different days. He hoped th& hon. member for 
Townsville would consider the matter and let the 
Bill pass. He should like a clause to be inserted 
whereby the miner could vote anywhere, provided 
he could produce his miner's right, if the right had 
been held, say, three or six months previous to the 
election. 

Mr. MACROSSAN said the hon. gentleman 
had, no doubt, seen a guod deal of experience on 
goldfields ; but he had dPscribed a ~tate of things 
which existed in New South \Vales, and not in 
Queenshtnd at all. If he knew anything alJout 
voting in Queensland, he would know that his 
remarks did not apply there, but to New South 
\Vales, where the miners had special representa­
ti\'1.:>":. 

Mr. SMYTH : vV e can provide the same in 
Queensland. 

Mr. MACROSSAN said there were at one time 
threespecialrepresentlctives forth~ miners inN ew 
South \Vales· but there never had been one in 
Queensland, \~here a man was often clisfranchiserl 
because he was a miner. According to the hon. 
rnen1ber, it 'vas a criine to be a single n1an. 

Mr. SMYTH: Oh ! no. 
Mr. :M:ACROSSAN said he understood from 

the hem. member that personation was only 
practised by single men who lived in boarding­
houses. He said they were loafers and wanderers 
on the face of the earth. 

J\Ir. S::V:IYTH : I did not say so. 
Mr. MACHOSSAN said that some time ago 

an hon. member got into terrible odium for 
calling those nien '' 'vandering ~,agabonds. '' N O\V 
the hon. member called them wanderers upon 
the face of the earth." \V hat was the difference? 

11r. SMYTH: I was speaking of the persona­
tors. 

Mr. MACR088A::\ said the very faet-if it 
was 't f:tct-that there were only four cases of 
]JOr:-;onfttion runong the 1,700 elcct(Jl'S nE Gyn1pie 
wa:-~ a proof, if any was required, tha.t per:-mna­
tion was not Ruch :1 cou1nwn thing on thq gold­
fields as the Premier seemed to think. In his 
(:VIr. l\:Iacrossan's) opinion it was much more 
prevalent at Brisbane and Ipswich. If the hon. 
"entleman would bring in a Bill to apply to those 
places he would assist, but he should ·certain~y 
resist a Bill applying only to large ele?torates m 
distant places with more than two pollmg places, 
no matter how many goldfields' representatives 
might be on the hon. gentleman's side. 

Mr. HAMILTON said that, as just stated by 
the hem. member for Townsville, the hon. mem­
ber (Mr. Srnyth) had described a c~ndition of 
things which, though it existed in New South 
\Vales, hnd nothing whatever to do with 
the present Bill. The hon. member also said he 
represented a larger mining population than any 
other member of the House, which was nonsense. 
The hon. member also stated there were only 
four cases of personation at the last Gym pie elec­
tion. His (Mr. Hamilton's) committee were 
aware of twenty-five names, but did not think 
it. advisable to proceed further again«t them. 
The hem. member also argued that it was 
a crime to be a single man, and that men 
who lived in boarding-houses were particu­
larly immoral, and g·iven to personation at 
elections. All that had nothing to do with the 
question before the Committee. He (Mr. Hamil­
ton) believed that the Bill was a Bill for dis­
fmnchising country electorates, and especially the 
goldfield electorates in the North. It would 
tend not to prevent fraud, but to defraud the 
Northern miners of their votes. The hon. 
member (Mr. llutleclge) stated that he was 
rec1uested by his constituents to take steps to 
preserve the purity of elections. It was no doubt 
necessary to take steps in that direction, and the 
first step should be to prevent the stuffing of rolls 
immediately before an election. He knew of cases 
where children of thirteen and fourteen bad been 
allowed to vote. Clause 3, which insisted upon 
uonci jide residence, would be particularly unfair 
upon the miners. He recollected seeing in one 
of the Herberton pttpers, just after the last Cook 
election, that a rush lmd taken place forty 
miles from California Gully to a place which 
might have been in a different electorate. 
ender SUCh a clause 8\'ery one of those men­
and there mig·ht have been 200 or 300 of 
them-would have been disfranchised. Accord­
ing to the .~3rd section of the existing Act it was 
considered right that miners should have greater 
privilege':! than other vnterR~ <nving to i;he 
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conditions under which they liveel: they were 
not compelled to vote in one particular district, 
but could vote at any polling place on showing 
their miner's ri~·ht. But not one· half the mining 
population had miners' rights. Men working in 
poor gullies wereunableto purchase them. An em­
ployer might reC[uire half-a-dozen of his men to 
have miners' rights in onler to comply with the 
provisions of tenure ; but he might reC[uire 100 
additional men who need not have those rights. 
Under the vroposed clause the whole of those 
men would be disfranchised ; and clause 7 -·a 
good one in a :=vrtain sense-did away with the 
system of votmg by ballot. 

Mr. FOOTE said he was not of opinion that 
there was more personation in Bl'isbane and 
Ipswich than in any other part of the colony. 
The only persons fouml guilty of personation at 
Ipowich, indeed, belonged to the pctrty to which 
the hon. member who made the >tccuscttion (l\1r. 
J\Iacrossan) was allied. Those men were imported 
into Ipswich by that party for that especial 
purpose; they were brought thither from east, 
west, north, and south in order to influence the 
election. But for that party, he believed, there 
would have been no necee,,ity for the Bill now 
before the Committee. Honest men were in 
favour of purity of elections, and registered their 
votes in a straightforward manner, >tnd di< l nut 
seek to obtain votes by clandestine menns. 
They ;vanted the country to be represented, 
not nnsrepresented, nml to defeeht the efforts 
of unscrupulous men who did not care how 
they succeeded so long as they did succeed. 
He failed to see the objection to the clause that 
had been referred to. The hon. member (!Yfr. 
Macrossan) was not the only member acquainted 
with diggers, and it was well knov.:n that 
there wa.s a large cLtsR of diggers whose charac­
teristic was to be here to-day and elsewhere 
to-morrow, according >tS their interests led them. 
~For instance, they 'vould be working here to­
day, and if they he>trd of a rush somewhere else 
they woultl be off at once. Now it was possible 
for a class of people of that sort to be on every 
l'oll in the colony, and they would be if care was 
not taken. They would then become very useful 
to certnin parties on certain occasions. It was 
that state of affairs that allowed men to go 
about the country polluting and corrupting elec­
tions in every possible \\ay, and wherever th<tt 
was clone the true voice of the people was not 
obtained. He hacl no hesitation in saying that 
:tll that was brought about by drink, corruption, 
ttnd money. };very individmtl who desired the 
welfare of the colony of Qweensland should set 
his face again:-;t corruption in the 1nost :-3traight­
forward manner. 'rhe difficulties the hem. 
member for Townsviile talked about could he 
very easily met. Honest men did not want t<> 
personate. There were many respectable men 
who could not be corrupted, although it had been 
tried, but they valuer] their integ-rity and 1'8· 

spectability too much to allow themsel ved to he 
COlTli]Jtecl. The clifficnlties conld be easily 
1net. Suppose that a lot of digger:) belonged to a 
certain electorate ancl they decidecl to go to a 
certain other elcctomte. They could take their 
electoral rights with them, and if they presented 
them in another district before a court or clerk 
of petty ses'liom, he could mmcel the one l'ight 
and give them another for the district in which 
they were about to reside. An intimation to 
that effect could then be sent to the clerk of 
petty sessions of the district from which those 
men had come. Of course it was difficult to 
deal with the matter in a way to prevent fraud ; 
but he thought himself that that short Bill to 
a1nentl thE: present Act 'vr:u~ very nece>~sary. 
He certainly should like to see a Bill brought 
in, which could be very well done next 
session, to deal with the whole question, 

but in the meantime an election was not 
safe. Therefore it became an absolute necessity 
that some amendment should be made upon the 
present ~l..ct in order that when an election did 
take place they might get the voice of the people 
and not the voice of a corrupt mob. 

Mr. ST.KVENSON said there was an old 
saying thnt "Truth will out," and he was glad to 
see that the hon. gentleman who had just sat 
down had been honest enough to let the cat out 
of the bag. He was the first member of his party 
who hacl done w. He had distinctly told the 
Hot~><e that if it were not for the existence of 
his (:\Jr. 8tevenson's) party there would be no 
neces,ity for the Bill. That was exactly the posi­
tion of affairs, and the leader of the (c}overnment 
had simply brought forward that Bill as a slap 
to the people of the North, and to try to wipe out 
the Opposition party, so that he might do as he 
liked at the next election. It was a distinct strike 
at the North, and the \Vestern country districts. 
That was exr~ctlv the position of affairs, and the 
hon. gentleman had been honest enough to admit 
it. It might have been accidental on the part of 
the hon. gentleman, bnt he gave him credit for 
being honest enough to believe what he said. 
He hoped, however, the attempt to make out 
that his (:\'Ir. Stevenson's) side had done a great 
deal to corrnpt the election would be frustrated. 
He would like to ask any sensible and reason· 
able man in the colony where the organisation 
h>td come from at the late elections? Had 
anything been done on the Opposition side ? 
Kot the slightest thing; bnt they knew that 
it had come from the other side of the House, 
and his hon. friend, the member for Dnndanba, 
knew that better than any member of the 
House, and had done more in the w:1y of sending 
agents about the country to do the personat!on 
business than any other man. The firm of Cnbh 
and l<'oote had sent agents to all parts of the 
colony to work the elections. Did the hem. mem­
ber ,;ot send agents to Stanthorpe to try and 
work the elections there ? 

Mr. FOOTE: And we did work it, too. 
J\Ir. STEVEXSON said that that was where 

the personation came from. His side did not 
know.anything about personation. If he (~Hr. 
Stevenson) knew how to wor-k an election he 
would not take the trouble to do it, and if he 
could not get a seat in the House without per­
sonation he would go without one altogether. 
He would like to say something about the Bill 
itHelf. A great deal had been said in regm·d to 
the mining population, but there we~e members 
who would have a, great dea.l to :-;ay n1 regard to 
other residents of the colonv. \Vhere would the 
carriers and timber· getters he if the Bill passed? 
He would like to ask his hon. friend the m em· 
ber for Clermont-who knew the position of 
things as well as he (Mr. Stevenson) did 
-he woultl af,k him what would become of the 
carrying population of St. Lawrence, in the 
electorate of Normanhy? Perhaps it would not 
apply so much now as it did at one time, but it 
would to a certain extent. The popuhttion of 
8t. Lawrence was at one time entirely composed 
of carriers. They were seldom at St. Law­
rence, and what w"ould have become of them if 
they had not been allowed to vote at Clermont? 
Where could they have voted ? 'rhey could not 
have exercised their right at all. If those men 
were going to be bound down by the Bill so that 
they could not vote at Clermont, they had better 
give up their system of election altogether. 'l'he 
hon. member for Townsville bar! said that the 
Bill would 1 •re vent 4,000 or 5,000 persons of the 
colony from voting, but he (J\Ir. Stevenson) said 
it would disfmnchise 10,000, and for that reason 
he should give his hem. friend all the support and 
assistance he could in his opposition to the BilL 



Elections Act [22 JANUARY.] Amendment Bill. 107 

Mr. NORTON said he thought the Premier 
had made a mistake in introducing the Bill. At 
the time the Ministry took ottice there was a 
general understanding then prevalent that the 
work of the session would be confined almost to 
passing the Estimates. If that impression was 
a wrong one, then he said that nobody but the 
Premier was to blame that it w:1s not cor­
rected. \Vhen the members of the Government 
were being sworn the Premier was outside the 
bar of the House, and the question was asked 
of the hon. member for Maryborough (:Yir. 
Sheridan) as to what would be done this 
session. It was quite competent that the 
Premier could then have come to the bar 
and told the hon. member to inform the 
House what it would be called together for. 
He asked if it was fair, when some hon. members 
had gone away to the country under the impres­
sion that only the Estimates would be brought 
up for consideration-if it was fair to them and 
the House generally that those measures should 
be introduced without any notice whatever? 
That was how the thing stood. But, apart from 
that, he thought the hon. member would see 
that the Bill was a mistake, because it dealt 
with only a portion of the population-and not 
only that, but it prejudged a c:1se that was now 
under consideration. It absolut@ly prejudged a 
case that had been brought before the Committee 
of Elections and Qualifications. It had been re­
ported that a great deal of fraud took place with 
reference to certain elections ; but because those 
reports had been made, was that a reason why 
that Bill should have been brought in before the 
committee had even sat at all? "\Vas it a rea­
son, because those rumours had been spread, 
that thev should have a Bill introduced and 
passed before they knew what the committee 
had to say upon the subject? They might quite 
well believe the rumours which had been current 
with regard to the elections in other parts be­
sides the outside districts. Did they not know the 
rumours which had been alluded to alreadv 
with reference to what took place in many 
towns in the colony? And the hon. member 
for Bundanba, who spoke so readily on the 
subject, had far better have held his tongue. It 
was commonly reported that what was known as 
the Ipswich bunch of electorates were absolutely 
in the hands of Cribb and l<'oote. He did not 
say whether that was true or not ; he simply 
dealt with it as a report. It was very undesirable 
that the matter should be brought forward at the 
pref,ent time. \Vith regard to his own district, he 
was quite satisfied that if the Bill passed in its 
pre<ent form a number of electors in that district 
would be disfranchised. There were a number 
of small goldfields in Port Cnrtis, which were 
occupied by a varying n1nnber of rnen ; smne­
time,, there would be forty or fifty. Immediately 
over the border there was another fielJ which 
a great many of those men went to when there 
wn' a fall of rain-that was Cania. There were 
two fields therR within four miles of each other­
Kroombit, in Port Curtis elc>ctorate, and Cania, 
in l\lnlgrave-and the population of both was 
1nigratory, hemtuf.le a rnan who worked on one 
at one time of the year might work on the 
othe1· at another time. If the Bill passed, the 
electors in the district of Cania might go over to 
the Kroombit field; they could shift their tents 
in a couple of hours, nnd be in the Port Cnrtis 
district. They would be di.sfranchised from 
l\Tulgrave, and before they coul<l be put on the 
Port Curtis roll they might be hack in ~Iulgrave. 
He quite agreed with what had been said with 
regard to making the elections as fair as possible ; 
but he did not see how the present Bill would meet 
the case, nor did he sec how it would meet the 
case put before the committee. Although it 
1night have the effect of stopping some corrup-

tion, it would lead to the disfranchisement of 
men who had every right to vote; and it had been 
pointed out already that those men who intended 
to be corrupt, and desired to be so, would find 
means of recording votes that they were not en­
titled to, whether the Bill was passed or not. 
He ITave the hon. Premier every credit for being 
act;ated by a proper motive in introducing the 
Bill but he thought that the mensure had not 
bee;, properly cm1sidered, and he did not think 
the hrm. gentleman himself realised what the 
effect of it would be until his hon. friend Mr. 
J\Tacrossan told them what the actual result would 
be if it were passed into law. 

The PREMIEU s,:1id that, according to the 
hon. member, unfortunately he was always 
making mistakes. \Vhatever he did seemed, 
according to the hon. member, to be wrong. 
He was never allowed to have done right 
even by accident, although on the doctrine 
of chances one would suppose he might 
be right sometimes, even out of mere 
perversity. \Vith regard to the argument 
that the Bill had never been thoroughly con­
sidered by the Government, how could the 
Government bring in such a measure at all 
without considering it? All their measures were 
fullv considered. Not a single point of new 
liiT11t had been thrown upon the matter 
d~ring the discussion by the Opposition, w~th 
the exception of the hon. member for Townsv1lle 
and the hon. member for Burke; all the others 
who had objected had merely said, "Th~s is. not 
right ; we should like to improve the J<Jectwns 
Act, but not in this way, especially at the present 
time." It appeared to him that the present 
time was one when it was desirable to amend the 
law. 'rhere was no use talking of rumours of 
corruption in Brisbane; if there had been 
rumours in Brisbane, they never got into the Press 
or were circulated where anybody could hear 
them. As to the rumours of personation and 
fmud in Ipswich, there were some. 'rhe hrm. 
member for Bundanba spoke about them and 
explained how they came about. All those 
frauds that had been mentioned were strnck al. 
in the Bill and that was where the shoe pinched. 
They were' all distinctly struck at by the Bill. 
The greatest frauds during the past elections had 
been brought about by persons who no longer 
had the slightest connection with the district 
and were brought from a long distance and made 
to vote. That was notorious. It was no use then' 
shuttirw their eyes to the fact. What hewassayinp; 
had nothing to do with the Elections and Qualifica­
tions Committee. They were sworn judges irre­
spectiYe of what was said in that House. He di? 
not see that persons who had ceased to he resi­
dents of a district had any more rig·ht to votn 
there than persons who had ceased to ha1 n 
freehold there. If the clerk,; of petty ,essinm' 
did their work infallibly the Jirst part of tlw 
Bill would be unuecessnry ; but it was notorious 
that in mauv elrectomtes in the colony there were 
hundreds of names on the roll of 1;erwns who 
had long since ceased to live in the district, "'!d 
that some pers<ms had turned up to ,-ot<' m 
their names. "\Vhen a man ceased to have the 
qualification, whether of a leaseholder or a resi­
dent, he hr,d no right to vote, and no hard­
ship would be inflicted upon him by saying that 
when his legal right had gone his technical right 
should go with it. Another argument used by 
the hon. gentleman who had just sat down wa-; 
that there were some people in hiK district who 
sometimes resided in one district and sometimes 
in another. The hon. gentleman\; argun1ent 
went to show that such men had a right 
to votE' in both. He thought he had n 
right to vote in neither. Their system was 
to give a man a right to vote in the dis­
trict in which he lived, but not in two or three, 
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Of course, difficulties arose and must arise under 
that system when the men ceased to have a 
qualification. He would lose his vote for six 
months, but that was the extent of the hardship 
which had been pointed out. \Vas that a great 
hardship? They had been speaking against 
the notorious frauds they wanted to strike at. 
Could the two things be weighed together in the 
balance for one moment? A few persons would 
occasionally be disfranchised by their own act 
for a period of six or eight months. That was 
the hard case, as against a certain good. He 
was perfectly aware that the Bill would dis­
franchise hundreds, and perhaps thousands, of 
those men alluded to by the hon. member for 
Townsville ; but they had already lost their 
legal right, and now they would lose their 
technical right to vote. The other part of the 
Bill had been strangely misunderstood. Hon. 
members argued as if the Bill would disfranchise 
all electors on the goldfields who had not miners' 
rights. It would do nothing of the kind. Under the 
existing law a man may be required to vote in 
the district attached to his polling placP, though 
it was a provision thnt could not be put in 
force everywhere. \Vhat w:<s pmposed now 
was that the man who could identify himself by 
a written document might vote anywhere. That 
was much more liberal than the old provision. 
After what had been said he wa• perfectly 
willing to extend the privilege to the whole of 
those holding n1iners' rights, mining licenses, 
carriers' licenses, or timber licenses. That would 
cover nearly every case, and the hardship 
would be confined only to those of an extremely 
nomadic character. If they wished to move frmi1 
one place to another they could get a residence 
qualification by simply making application ; the 
matter was in their own hands. The number 
affected by a provision of that kind, even if it 
was strictly enforced, would probably be not 
more than 200 or :iOO in the whole colony ; while 
the nnmlwr of persons affecter! who had nn right 
to \"ote would, no doubt, be thousands. 

Mr. NORTO~ said he was sorry he always 
misunderstood the hon. gentleman. He had 
given the hon. gentlen1an credit for having intro­
duced the Bill from proper motives. He was now 
obliged to withdraw that assumption. According 
to what the hon. gentleman had said, he intro­
dnced the Bill with improper motives ; at all 
events, he presumed that was the only logical 
deduction from the hon. gentleman's remarks. He 
did not think the hon. gentleman's arguments 
had quite met his (Mr. Norton's) ca~e. He had 
now offered to include among those who would 
vote under the Bill a large number of persons 
referred to by the hem. member for Kennedy. 
He thought that fact was a sufficient answer to 
the statement that the Bill had received proper 
consideration at tlte hon. g'entleman's hands. 

Mr. ~IORIUIEAD saicl that according to the 
Premier the Bill had been introduced on account 
of notorious frauds perpetrated at the late general 
election; but whoever heard of a Bill based on 
mere report of rumour of frauds supposed to 
have been perpetrated? If there were those 
supposed notorious frauds, then let the House 
legislate to prevent a recurrence of such frauds ; 
but the present action was prejudging a case that 
had to be tried. To say that notorious frauds 
had been perpetrated in an election where two of 
the principal supporters of the Premier desired 
to succeed g·entlemen who now sat on the Oppo­
sition sicle was a most improper statement to 
come from the Premier, and on his own show­
ing ought never to have been made. The 
hon. gentleman told them that the Bill was 
introduced because of notorious frauds. The 
only notorious frauds that he (:Mr. Morehc:td) 
had heanl of were in the Ipswich district, and 

some of the electorates near there. The Bill was 
evidently introduced for the purpose of influen­
cing the Elections and Qualifications Committee, 
so that they might unseat certain members sitting 
on the Opposition side; and therefore he thought 
it was the duty of hon. members on that side to 
see that it did not pass into law. If that was 
the way the minority were going to be worked by 
the majority, then God help them ; he hoped 
the Opposition would be strong enough to pre­
vent such a thing. The Bill, he belieYed, 
was introduced for a specific purpose, and for 
that jJUI'jJOSe only. It was not to reform the 
law, ]Jut to influence the Elections and Qualifi­
cations Committee in reference to the Cook 
election. He had not the least donbt of it. The 
Premier had told them it was to defeat notorious 
frauds at elections. He (Mr. Morehead) should 
do what he could to prevent the Elections and 
Qualifications Committee from looking on it as 
an Act. 

:!\Jr. KELLETT said he was sorry to hear the 
htRt remar], ,,f the leader of the Opposition. 
ll nless it wae meant as an insult to the 
memhei'i< of the :Elections and Qualification" 
Committee, he did not know what object 
there was in bayin:J; it. The ho:1. member's 
argumentR were all bad. He Raid that the 
fraude spoken of were suppositious frauds, but 
it was well known that frauds were committed 
in most of the electorates in the southern part 
of the colony. In the Stanley electorate, when 
the returning officer examined the papers he 
found 103 double votes. There were G3 who 
voted twice, 12 who 'voted three times, 8 who 
voted four times, and one man who voted five 
times. 

~Ir. :\IOREHEAD: Not diggers. 
Mr. KELLETT said they were railway 

navvies-gangs of navvies who were brought frmn 
a certain railway line into the Stanley district. 
ThoRe were facts. A great rleal of trouhle waR 
taken to stop that sort of thing, and as many 
people as possible were prosecuted ; but unfor­
tunately some of the caRe·s were lost through 
technical points, and there were not so many 
people punished as there ought to have been. 
But it wets found necessary to do something to 
stop such practices ; becanse, for instance, if the 
Stanley election had been a close one it might 
have given further trouble; but luckily the 
polling was ne:trly two to one, and so it was 
definitelv decided. The Carnarvon election had 
been all'llded to, and they knew what had been 
done there. There was more illegality there 
than in Stanley, but the people had heard 
of frauds and they were on the lookout in time. 
In Stanthorpe every precaution was taken, and 
had not every precaution been taken the remit of 
the elections would have been the other way. 
There was not the slightest doubt about that. 
He knew himself that overseers of a railway 
contractor-one especially was nearly three 
\veeks in Stanthorpe with the exception of 
two or three days he was away, when he re­
turned each time with a lot of men who were 
not known in the district, who had not a 
vote in it, and were perfect strangers there. 
That man was for nearly three weeks in Stan­
thorpe ; and on the day of the election, not only 
the railway overseer but the engineer from the 
smne line-the Brisbane Valley Railway-was 
brought up in a special train with a number of 
men who were unknown in the district. Those 
were the reawns which made it imperative that 
a Bill of that kind should be brought iu 
and passed, even in one short se.3sion. He 
was as anxious as anyone to be out of the 
House during the hot weather, but he 
was prepared to sit there for a month or two 
long-er to see a Bill of the kind put through, 
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'l'he only thing he objected to in it was that it 
was not stringent enough. If he could alter it 
he would make it more stringent. He would 
certainly alter the first portion of the 6th clau,e. 
It said, "It shall be lawful for the Governor in 
Council, by proclamation, to order and declare 
that at any election for any electoral district 
all ehlctors, &c." 'rhat was leaving the apvli­
cation of the clause to the Governor in Coun­
cil, and they all knew what that meant. 
He did not care which party was in power 
at the time, he did not care to see them have 
the power which the Gth clause gave them. 
It was said that several nomadic individuals­
men who were continually travelling about the 
colony, and did not remain six months in one 
place-would be disfranchised by the Bill ; but 
to his mind it would be a very little matter if a 
few of them lost their votes, as the good the Bill 
would do in the other direction would more than 
counteract what loss might be "U"t"incd by a few 
of those men losing their votcc. 

The AT'rOIC\'EY-!~Ei'\J•~ !tAL said that the 
leader of the Op]""ition had said just now that 
he ohjected to the measure at that stage because 
it was b>tsed upon a rmnour, :end that the 
practice" which it wets Mlmitte<l were intemled 
to be guarded again:;t by the Bill had not been 
proved to have actually taken p]a,ce. 

::VIr. MOREHEAD : The Premier srtid so 
hirw>elf. 

The ATTORKEY-GENERAL said it was 
not necessary to prove a thing that both sides 
consented to or admitted as a fact. The hon. 
gentleman himself admitted tlutt those things 
had taken place, for in speaking on the occasion 
of the second reading· of the Bill he said this:-

"I think tha.t many of the proeec,vlings which took 
place at the last general election have shown every 
membPr of this Hon::.:n rtnd ever~r thinking man outside 
oE it that great amendmeuL is ret1uired in tlw IJre~eut 
I·~lectoral.Act. Though, however, I shall not in anyway 
oppose the second reading of the Bill before ns, I think 
it wonld lmve been very mnch better if, instead of 
amenrling one portion of the Act requiring amendment, 
the hou. member had g:onP in for a mneh lar~cr lH(I:l.Snrc 
or refor111 than is contained in the llill now before us." 

He fnrther went on to say :~ 
'·To my mind, CY<-'11 as it is now, when it gct:5 into 

<'ommittco it will require alteration. if it iR to etl'eet the 
object whieh the othcl' t-'irl.c professoR to wish to :-cc 
attained, and whieh my ;.;ide certainly desire--that i~, to 
111'eYcnt personatiou, whieh, I believe, took place to n 
lamentably large extm1t during the httP eler~iions.'' 

Mr. J\IOREHEAD : So it did, at Ipswich. 
The ATTORXEY-GEXJUlAL said it was 

plain that the hon. gentleman admitted what had 
been alleged, and there was no occasion to prove it 
for he said himself that there was a lamentable 
amount of corruption at the last elections. \Vhy 
the h<m. member should therefore say that the 
Bill was based on rumour he could not under­
stand. There was a consensus of opinion that 
snch things had occurred, and it did not require 
any legal proof of them to jnstify the Bill under 
the circumstances. 

Mr. MOHEHEAD said he did not withdraw, 
or retract, or alter a single word he said the other 
night. The state of things complained of was 
proved to exist by the committal of a good many 
persons to g·aol in the southern portions of the 
colony. He was not prepared, however, that even­
ing to hear the l're1i1ier absolutely earmark the 
reason for the Bill, which was because of irregu­
larities which took place in the northern )JOrtion 
of the colony. ~or was he prepMed to support 
tire Bill after hearing the arguments · of 
the hon. member for Townsville, whom he 
held to be by far the be,;t authority in the House 
•m the subject of miners. That hon. member 
h<td, to his mind, cunclusi,·c]y proncl th"t 
Lh~ o!IeGt d lhc !" ,, in:; uf the J.;lj)l Wc'ltid 

be to disfranchise a large nu m her of men who 
now had a right to vote. He had not been pre­
pared either to hear the hon. member for Stanley 
a"k what it mattered if a few nomadR were 
disfranchised. He held, himself, that the roving 
population of the colony were just as good 
colonists as the electors of Stanley, and they 
certainly sent better men to the House than the 
hon. member. 

The PREMIER said he did not remember 
saying anything about the northern part of the 
colony, and no one on his side of the Committee, 
he thought, heard him say anything of the kind. 
It was purely imagination. He certainly referred 
to two or three notorious cases which had oc­
curred in the colony, but he did not remember 
referring to any constituency in particular, and 
was sure he had clone nothing of the kind. 

Mr. MACIWSSAN said the hem. Premier had 
followed soon after the hon.memberfor Bunclanb><, 
who di:;tinctly st<ttecl that the Bill was introduced 
to 1neet persona,tion j n connection with the elee~ 
tion of members on the Opposition side of the 
House. The hon. gentlernan henl'd that £rmn hiK 
supporter, an<l had not denied it. Tlw hrm. 
gentleman did not say distinctly the nort.hern 
part of the colony, but he repe>etucl almost 
the same words as the hem. member for 
Bundanba. He also stated that the Bill 
was introduced for the purpose of checking 
frauds, and added that that was where the 
shoe pinched ~ >tlluding to the Opposition 
side of the House. He denied that. He was 
himself returned to the House by a larger majority 
than any hon. member but the hon. gentleman 
himself. He had been returned by a majority 
at almost every polling place in his electorate, 
and there was certainly no necessity for him to 
resort to such practic<·3. The shoe, therefore, did 
not pinch him, and he was as much opposed to 
the Bill as any hon. member on hi" "ide of the 
Committee. The bon. gentleman stated that the 
provisions they \V ere repe.n,ling ''7 ere so cum­
brous that they were never put into force. \Vhy 
did the hon. gentleman attempt to make them 
n1ore cnrnbrouR? 

The PHK\IIER : These are too simple. 
l\Ir. l\IACHOSSA::S said the hon. member was 

n1aking the1n 1nore cun1brmu.; thn..n ever. \V rLR 
the Bill another sham-pretending to purify 
elections wlwn he knew tha,t the portion he wa" 
pretending to purify was too cmnbrons to put 
into operation? The best thing the hem. member 
could do was to withdraw the Bill. He did not 
know whether the hon. membm for Stanley 
meant all he said about nomads. If he did he 
could tell him that every one of those nomads 
was as good a citizen as the hon. member him­
self, and was doing as much to redound to the 
credit of the colony as the hon. member did. 
He thought it very unbecoming· in the hon. 
member to make so light of disfranchising 
any people, whether nomads or the per­
manent residents of any portion of the 
colony. The hon. member surely knew that 
the colony had been built up by nomads, 
anclnot by dwellers in towns like himself. It 
was not by buying and selling that the colony 
was made, but by producing, and the nomads 
were producers; and the hon. member had no 
right to use such words as he had used con­
cetning thern. 

Mr. KELL'ETT sai<l that both the leader of 
the Oppositim1 and the hon. member for 'rowns­
vil!e were putting words into his mouth which 
he did not say at >tll. He said he did 
not think it would be of much moment if 
" few nomads, who travelled from one portion 
of the colony to another, were um·cpresentecl. 
He said there were onlv a few who would lose 
their Yoic:J by their twi\J;ccljc charactel\ Uc dill 
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not say anything against men on the goldfields, 
or against any of the producers of the colony. 
The hon. member for 'L'ownsville and the leader 
of the Opposition wanted to make out tlmt he 
'mid "all the nomads," anrl that he put down 
all diggers as nomads. He respected the 
diggers of the colony as much ~ts any class in the 
community, and never alluded to them in any 
~uch way. 

Mr. HAMILTON said he protested against 
the gross and unvrovoked insult that had been 
offerer! by the Premier to hon. members on 
that side of the House. The hon. gentleman 
said that all the frauds that had been committed 
during the recent elections were struck at by the 
Bill, and that was where the shoe pinched. 
Now, as the members of the Oppo~ition were 
the only ones who opposed the Bill, they must 
he the persons against whmn his rmnarks \vere 
clirecteu. No other construction could possibly 
he put upon his remarks, and he, for one, resented 
such observations coming· from the Premier of 
the colony. \Vith regard to the resiuence clause. 
the hon. gentleman actually recognised the fact 
that it virtually disfranchised a large section 
of the community ; hut stated that it must be 
pasoed bec<tuse clerks of petty sessions did not do 
their duty, by striking names off the roll. But why 
did they not make the clerks of petty sessions 
do their duty? \V ere the miners of the colony 
to be disfranchised because those officers did not 
clo their duty? If the prf'"ent occupants of the 
uff<ce did not do their duty let them get those 
who would. He was glad to see that the Pre­
mier was willing to extend the concession with 
regard to voting, not only to persons holding 
miners' rights, hnt alko to holders of timber 
licenses and mineral licenses. He thought 
every miner should be allowed to vote in 
<my part of the district in which he resided ; 
and he coulcl not see why a poor miner, work­
ing perhaps in a gully, who had not suffi­
cient 1noney to enable hiin to purchase a 1niner's 
right, shonld not be entitled to the same privi­
leg·e as the more fortunate miner. If the 
pr-ivilege wa~ one to which a 1niner \Vas 
entitled, he shoulu he allowed to exercise it 
without payment. Again, the objection had not 
1Jeen met, tluct :1ccordiug to this clause the 
principle of voting by ballot would be sub­
verted, becanse there might he many instances 
where 400 or 500 miners might go from one 
place to another, and according to this Bill they, 
if voting outside their electoral district, had tu 
~tate for whmn they were voting. 

Mr. ARCHEE deuied ·i" toto that there was 
any necessity for the passing of the Bill. It 
was perfectly evident from the tone of the 
debate that had taken place that it would not he 
passed for a long time ; that it would bo resi,tcd, 
and that it would waste a great deal of time. 
They had heard a g-reat deal about personation 
in certain electorates, and also [tbout roll-stuffing, 
which was one of the great evils the Bill did not 
touch at all. The principal electorates he had 
heard mentioned in connection with those evils 
were those of Brisbane and those surrounding I ps­
wich, and particularly the one referred to by the 
hon. member for 8tanley. But the Bill now under 
consideration would not apply to such electorates 
as J3risb[tne and Ipswich; and there was this to 
he said: that it was not only double voting hut 
roll-stuffing that was the great evil; and he had 
heard that there were per:1ons employed in Bris­
bane for the advantage of the other side uf the 
House who made it their business to stuff the 
rolk 

:\Jr. PERKii\8: Hear, hear ! 
:\Ir. _'cECHEE : It mi;;ht ho fa!Ge; and of 

cuurse he cGnld not say if it W~ls true, but 
at any rate that rumour ought to be taken 

into as much consideration a" the rumour 
about double voting in other electorates, 
J-Ie waH as anxiouH as anyone tn secure the 
purity of elections, hut he denied that it could 
be done by this patchwork legislation. He 
denied that the present was the proper time to 
introduce such a measure. They were brought 
together simply for the purpose of passing the 
Estimates and allowing the Government tu 
mature their measures ; and although there 
might be some object in passing Bills to meet 
peculiar cases, yet for the introduction of a 
measure affecting thew hole of the electorates of 
the colony it wn,s a most unfitting time, and 
it was done in a most unfitting manner. The 
question ought to he relegated to the coming 
session, when the whole Act could he dealt with 
and improved as far as possible. The advice given 
to the Premier to withdraw the Bill n,nd bring 
it in at the proper time wtts really sincere, 
and he die! not think the hon. gentleman could 
justify himself in keeping hon. members in the 
Hmme to pass measures of such :1 patchwork 
description, when they would be prepared to 
uiscuss the question fairly and fully at the proper 
time. 

Mr. :i\'IACF ARLANE said he was not present 
when the Bill passed the second reading, but he 
had taken the liberty of reading some of the 
speeches of the leaders on the other side of the 
House, and he thought both sides were very 
uuanimous in the opinion that the Electoral 
Act sadly wanted amending. But he now found 
that a new departure had taken place with 
regard to the passing of the Bill through 
committee. The leaders on the other side 
now appeared to think thttt no amendment 
was necessttry, and they denied that the 
shoe pinched on their side of the House. 
Bnt if the shoe did not ]Jinch on their side, 
why were they so very anxious to keep things 
as they were? The Bill would affect one 
side of the House just as much as it would the 
other at a general election. It had been said 
tlmt the Dill had been brought in simply because 
some rumours had been af!mtt in certain districts ; 
hut there were more than rumours-there were 
stern facts-but those facts did not all take place 
at the last general election. They had been 
working for many years past at general elections. 
It was because of the corruption in past elec­
tions that the Ipswich people took means during 
the last general election to defeat that corruption. 
l'olitical corruption was found out at Ipswich 
because precautions were taken to find it out, 
and no doubt similar disclosures would follow 
similar precautions in other places. :Many hon. 
members of the Opposition would not be sitting 
there now but for corruption. 'What about those 
special trains that were sent hither and thither 
on ]Jolling days during the last election? 
Hnndreds of men were taken from Ipswich to 
vote at 8tanthorpe and the Darling Downs. He 
knew one case of four brothers whose names 
were down on four or five different rolls, and 
they were always ready to do their duty 
at the bidding of hon. gentlemen on the 
other side. Such things would continue until 
the existing Act was amended. He did not 
contend that hon. members on the J\1ini,terial 
side \vere all immaculate, but the cases of 
political corruption that had taken place in 
connection with them were very few indeed. 
That was shown by the fact that they were not 
afraid to pass the Bill now under consideration. 
An hem. member had spoken about the'' Ipswich 
bunch." He did not know why they should he 
called the "Irmwich bunch" ',wy more than 
another <,et of members should he called the 
"Northern hunch." Now, howewr, they all 
sat on the same oide of the Hoube, as they would 
have done five years ago but for corruption. 



Elections Act (22 JANUARY.] Amendment Bill. 111 

At the late elections the Ipswich people were 
determin.ed to take every precaution to prevent 
personatwn, and they had managed to defeat 
nearly every attempt at double voting, and to 
show t.he House and the colony that by pmity 
of votmg they could always defeat the machi­
nations of evil that emanated from the other 
side .. The fact of the Opposition obstructing 
tl;e B1ll showed that the shoe pinched. Thieves 
d1d not want any legislation that would prevent 
them from thieving ; :tnd men whose craft was 
in danger were a! ways opposed to refon11s that 
would sweep it away. 

:Mr. CHUBB said that, although when the 
~econd readi!'g of the Bill w:::s mm·ed he spoke 
rn favour of It, and was not going back fron1 his 
word, yet it was too much to expect that when 
insinuations were made that the Bill was intro­
duced in consequence of malpractices committed 
by the Opposition-to expect that Opposition to 
help to pass the Bill. As long as those insinua­
tions or charges were not withdrawn he should 
oppose the Bill tooth <tnd nail. He l1irnself was 
not conscious of any misdeeds in the direction 
indicated; hut his party were charged with them, 
and they were asked to assist in passing a Bill 
to prevent them as alleged from committinoo 
those misdeeds in the future. l'\o insinuation~ 
of the kind were made on the second readinoo 
and the Opposition met the Premier in a fai{· 
spirit, some of them approving of the prin­
crple of the Bill and expressing their inten­
tion to support it. Since the socond readiniT 
time had been allowed for reflection, and {!; 
was unfair to say th<tt, because hon. members 
of the Opposition chose to criticise the details 
of the measure, therefore they were obstruct­
ing it ~or an improper purpose. After lbtening 
<tttentlvely to the speeches that had been made 
he was of opinion that the new evils which the 
Bill would create would he gTeater than those 
which it was intended to prevent. The question 
of the goldfields electorates was evidently a much 
larger one tlmn it W<ts considered to he 'when the 
Bill was introduced, for the l'rewier h<td hiwself 
expressed his \villingncss to A'O considerably 
further, and to make the !lth clause apply to 
persons pursuing other avocations than nlining-. 
It 3:lmost seemed as if they would have to go back 
agam to the old system of voters' rights. It was 
hardly fair to make a certain class of colonists 
pay 10s. to enable them to record their votes. At 
the same time, seeing the evils that had occurred, 
he intended to support the clause ; hut so long as 
hon. members on the other side declined to with­
draw the charge macle against the Oppo,ition he 
would oppose the Bill as a matter of course. 

1\Ir. JORDAN said it wns worse than a W<>ste 
of time for hon. members on either side of the Com­
mittee to accuse the other of corrupt practices. 
Although the Premier had said that the shoe ap­
peared to pinch, he (::\Ir .• Tord<>n) did not attach 
much importance to the remark, nor he thmwht 
did the Premier himself. He conter~cled thatth~ 
hon. memher for Townsville had been somewhat 
inconsistent in obstructing the n1easure now 
after the leader of the Opposition had stated th~ 
other day that the Opposition would help the 
Gnvernment to pass it through the House. 
In discussing the second reading of the Bill the 
hon. member, the leader of the Opposition, had 
st:tted distinctly the other cby that his side of 
the House \Vonld af:lsist the Govern1nent, 'vherea~ 
the hon. member for Townsville now said that 
he would obstruct the Bill <>nd oppo>e every 
clause in it. The Premier had been urged to 
withdmw the Bill, although the other day both 
side,; of the House concurred in saYing that 
it was a mcosure which reccmt evidence lmcl 
dem,mr!ed--not only justitiecl, hnt demanded 
-and they received an assurance of Gupport 

from the other side. He went a part of the 
wa.y with the hon. member for Townsville 
in , his sympathy with the class of people 
whom he said would he disfranchised by the 
passing of the Bill. He (lVIr. Jordan) did 
not think those persons would be disfran­
chised. For his own p<trt he had a very strong 
idea that the privilege was not a trust, but that 
every Englishman should possess the franchise 
as an inviolable right. He would advocate that 
every person who h<td attained the age of m<>n­
hood should have the right to vote, and have 
a voice in returning to the Legislature those 
who made the laws by which he was governed. 
Bnt they could not carry out those theories in 
practice to their ultimate issue. It was the 
six months' qualification which disfranchised 
a considel'ahle number of persons. During 
the last six months they had been having 
a very large acce"sion to their ]JOpulation by 
a great number of persons who had come 
from the home country. Those men were in a 
sense di,;franchised-that w<>s, they could not 
exercise the right of free men until they had 
resided six months in the colony. 'l'be hon. 
member for Townsville opposed the Bill on the 
ground that a number of persons who had no 
tniner's right, and vvho \Vere engaged in :1 variety 
of occupations, would he disfranchised because 
they were moving about, and becauRe of the 
six months' residence they would not he entitled 
to vote. If they in effect disfranchised a number 
of persons by taking- aw<>y from them the 
right to vote by the six months' qualification, 
why should they not proceed to legislate as the 
Premier had proposed, in the direction of carry­
ing out the principle of the principal Act-the 
principle of residence? Persons who left a 
district disqualified themselve~s, and if they did 
not cmne back again it \Vas their own lookout. 
T_hat they could _not help. He held tluct they 
d1d not drsfrancluse persons who were nomadic­
who went <>bout from place to place because they 
were obliged to do so. 'l'hey thought it wise 
to maintain the six months' qualification which 
by the Act enabled a man to vote. That was 
all. As to talking about disfranchisement, it 
W:18 ridiculoub. Then ngain, if those diggerK 
who had been mentioned valued the power of 
voting, it vvas ea~y enough for thmn to do HO hy 
taking out a miner's right. It only cost 10s., 
<>nd if they valued their privileges as free men 
it was easy enough to qualify themselves. He 
hoped that the concessions which the Premier 
had made would meet the views which lmd been 
enunciated by ;;ontlemen on the other side of the 
Committea ; and he was glad to hear the hon. 
member for Bowen state that he was disposed to 
meet the views of his side, as they had been 
modified by the hon. the Premier. He felt 
certain that ever·y member on his ('\Ir. J or·dan's) 
side was just as determined <>s the hon. member 
for Stanley that the Bill should pass. 

J\Ir. MOTIEI-II~AD said he did not know that 
the hon. member, who occupied wch a very 
curious position on the other side of the Com­
mittee, had any right to tell members on the other 
side that they were not reasonable beings because 
they did not agree with him. He (Mr. More­
hertd) could understand anv number of reason­
able beings not agreeing witlt the hon. member. 
Xow the hon. member had mid that on the 
second reading of the Bill he (1\Ir. Morehcad) 
had said that he would give it his snpport. Ho 
said nothing of the sort. 'What he did say was 
this:--

"The mensnrc before us is manifestly incom11lete. To 
llly miufl, CYCll as it is now, wllcu it gets into com­
nnttco it. will rcqnirc alteration if it i."' to etl'eet illc 
oh.]ed \vhil'h the ollwr l"itle Jn·ofed~ei:\ to \Yi~l1 to ~eo 
attained, antl \Vllich my ::;idc certainly cle::;ire-that h>, to 
prevent personation." 
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He now repeated every word of that. Hon. 
gentlemen opposite had shown that it was not 
with the intention of preventing personation or 
frauds generally that the Bill had been brought in, 
but that it was with the intention of preventing 
frauds committed on the Opposition side exclu­
sively. It was a measure of condemnation. 
Did the hem. the Premier think tlmt they would 
submit to such a charge at his hands or that of 
any other hon. member? ~What right had the 
Premier to come down there and tell them that 
the Bill was to be tt condemnation of their t>ction 
-not a measure of reform-not for the purpose of 
doing good, but that a record should be placed 
on the statute-book that thev had behaved 
dishonestly to the colony at the late general 
election. It was monstrous that any hon. 
members could be got to vote for such a measure, 
and it was owing to the J?reJnier hin1self 
the delntte that had taken phtce. The hon. 
gentleman must withdmw a great deal before 
they would assi.st him in Jlll,ssing the Bill. He 
l1opcd tlmt the hon. member for l)owen wouhl 
not tLHHist in p::tssing n rnet.t:·m.re which wati to diH­
franchise a large section of their fellow-colonif)t:·;, 
It had been almm>t said by hem. melllbers on the 
other side th"'t it was n crime to be a resident of 
ttny other district than East and \V est i\loreton, 
and Ipswich, and the thickly populated dis­
tricts around Brisbane; and th"'t a man, if 
he did happen to be disfranchised, could remedy 
that by taking out a miner's right. The hon. 
member for South Bri;;bane said, "There is no 
grievance-cannot a. n1an get a. n1iner's right for 
10s. ?" But was the hon. member prepared to 
say that every elector ,hould pay 10s. for his 
vote? \\7 hat had the digger done that he should 
be told that if he wanted a vote he must pay 
10s. for it'? That was to say, that to enable 
him to ohtain the privilege of vot.ing he was to 
pay for it while every other elector in the colony 
got the same right for nothing. For his part he 
was much more inclined to act the other way, 
and remove from the digger the disttbility that 
he was at present under, and put him on 
the smne footing as other electors by not 
compelling him to have a miner's right. As 
he said before, the whole delxtte had been 
brought to its present exa,peratecl stnte b~, the 
action of the Premier, who lmd stated tlmt "the 
shoe pinched" becaue8 the Bill lme]lJeen hl'Ought 
iu. U it were passed, would it prevent the repe­
tition of those disgr"'ceful frauds which it was 
said took place on the part of members of the 
Opposition? 

The PRK\IIER "'del he was sorry to hear 
tlutt the debate was in an exasperated condition, 
nnd should be still more sorry if he had caused 
snch a feeling. He said, when speaking some 
daY,; ago, th"'t the attention of the Government 
had been called to the frauds perpetrated during 
the last elections, and that was why the Bill had 
been brought in. He repeated the statement in 
1noving the second rmtcling. He did not intend to 
exasperate anybody, and should be sorry to 
accuse any member of the Opposition of having 
connived at corrupt practice'\, Such a thing had 
never struck him. It was of no use shutting 
their eyes and saying they could not see. that 
there had been corrupt practices ; but that 
was different to :1ccusing rnen1bers on the 
Pther side of the House. He had accepted 
the a~:-;uranee of hon. gentlenwu opposite 
the~t they were as anxious as members 
on his side of the Committee to put 
an end to fmwl. He w'ts ntther »mprisod to 
;.;ee th<' change that had somehow taken place in 
the spirit of hon. member.-. opposite. He looked 
forward to ;::etting 11,ssistancc from the hon. 
mem]Jer :tt the hcacl of the Oppo•.ition, ant! 
Lhought he had " right Ln do ''; ;cbo thttt o( 
twv ur three vil]<'T lECl'.!ber:, up t!uL ~.\d- whu 

volunteered their assistance to the passage of 
the Bill. He hoped the debate would not be in 
an exasperated condition any longer; there was 
no reason for it. 

Mr. l\1ACRO:':\SAK said the hon. Premier had 
said he was sorry that the debate was in an 
exasperated condition. It was not long since 
the gentleman got up in an exasperated style 
and said that anything that he did hon. members 
of the Opposition would say was wrong, and even 
if that side said he was right he would believe 
himself to be wrong. \Vhat style of debate was 
that, but to exasperate the other side of the 
Conm>ittee? \V ere they not to be allowed to 
criticise the hon. gentleman? \Vas he raised so 
much above the common herd by being made 
Premier, that nobody had any right to criticise 
his Bills and actions? The hon. gentleman also 
seemed to be surprise<! at the debate being in 
an exas]Jerateel condition. \Vho exasperated 
it? The hem. nwmher for Hundanbn had 
begun, all(] was followed by the hon. Premier 
himself. The hem. member for Bundanba told 
them plainly that the Bill was introduced for 
the purpose of dealing with the frauds committed 
]Jy the Opposition »icle of the Hou»e ; and he wns 
fi,llowml by the l'remier, who said the Bill was 
introduceel'to deal with frauds, and that that was 
where the shoe pinched. Another hon. member 
got up and stated, not very distinctly, that the 
frauds were committed on the other side, and 
claimed purity of election for his own side, and 
said that they spent a good deal of money during 
the elections. The Bill was supposed to be 
introduced to prevent personation, and as far as 
personation \vtts concerned he \Vas lJrepared to 
1 •revent it ; but when he (Mr. Macrossan} pointed 
out that in vreventing personation the Bill was 
disfmnchising many people, he ohjectecl to it. If 
personation was to be prevented, it should be 
tlune without disfranchising. If they had to go 
in for purity of elections, which seemed to be 
called for by both sides of the Committee, they 
must hegin at the fountain-head-at the rolls. 
The present Bill did not deal with the rolls. 
They mmt stop the practice of stuffing the rolls : 
thttt was where the fraud came in. A few per­
Honatiou.s were nothing to the ntunber of deatl 
1uen npon the rolls--~rnen \vho neYer had nny 
e~istenct'~ being pnt npun the rolls. The Bill 
diel not deal with that, or any frauds which were 
cmumitted in Brisbane or Ips"·ich. He did not 
think the hon. gentleman would deny that frauds 
were commited there as well as ebewhere. So 
br as nmwur'' were concerned, he had heard 
for the last eighteen months th"'t the Brisbane 
rolls had been perfectly stuffed by a gentleman 
actin" for the other side. \Vhv could not the 
hon. gentleman bring in a Bill to deal with that 
question? That wa.s the real question at issue. 
It was not a question of stopping "' few miser­
able, ignorant personators, bnt of dealing with 
educated roll-stuffers who were on the Commis­
sion of the Peace. It was no use the hon. 
member for Ipswich denying the fmud and 
corruption. Did they not know that that had 
been the ,·ery mother of frauds and corruption 
in regard to elections in tlu-,t pnrt of the colony? 

Mr. ]'OOTE : )[o, no! 
Mr. ::\IACJWSSAN: Perhaps it might be 

perfectly pure at present. He did not allude to 
the members who were in the House. Present 
company was alw:tys excepted. 

Mr. }'OOTE : \Vhat about Townsville? 
:\fr. ::\IACROSSAN said the hon. member who 

got np to talk about fraudH and corruptions \VaR 
acquainted with one of the late members. for that 
t1istrict, who made fraud t1nd corruptwn and 
pcr:->on~ttion n profeRtlinn, and cmTit3d it ~o far 
that he saicl ho c"nld c;o to :1ny distrid a,m] 
rctnrn an; lllGllllJC:l' he dl~..K;e, Iy war_) u~;d(,,:J 
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denying that, and they mu.,t have a Bill to deal 
with those frauds and corruptions, and not with 
only rumoured frauds. If the hon. gentleman 
brought in a Bill to deal with the whole question, 
which would strike at dwellers in towns as well 
as dwell em in the country~a Bill preventing roll­
stuffing in the first instance~he would have his 
hearty support, and the hearty support of every 
member on the Opposition side of the Committee. 
He would never get that support to a one-sided Bill 
which, whilst pretending to deal with personation, 
disfranchised numbers of constituents of members 
on his side of the Committee, under the rumour that 
fmud had been perpetrated during the election. 

'rhe PR10IIER said he hoped hon. members 
would not allow themselves to be exasperated by 
the hon. member who had just sat clown, as his 
speech was not a contribution to the amenity of 
the debate. The hon. member did not address 
himself to the Bill, but to some other Bill. He 
had called the attention of the Committee to the 
fact that during the last election, in various parts 
of the colony, persons who had ceased to be resi­
dents had voted, and the Bill was brought in to 
put a stop to that. They could not do everything 
at once. There was an evil manifested at the 
last election, and the Bill was brought in to deal 
with it. \V as the fact disputed that at the last 
elections many persons voted in electorates they 
had long ceased to he residents in ? It could 
not be dis1mtecl. This part of the Bill was ex­
tremely simple, and dealt with that subject only. 

Mr. MOREHEAD srticl that, before they pro­
ceeded :tny further, he thought they ought to 
have a distinct disclaimer from the leader of the 
(}overnment of a staten1ent made by hhn, and 
confirmed by some of his followers, that the Bill 
was introduced in consequence of corrupt prac­
tices at the late election, and that, having special 
reference to some members on the Opposition 
side, that was where the shoe pinched. 

'l'he PREMIER said he had endeavoured 
throughout to consider the Bill not as a personal 
rrmtter, but as one in which they were all equally 
interested on both sides of the Committee. He 
of course could not withdraw the statement that 
the Bill was introduced in consequence of corrupt 
practices during the late election ; but he could 
say that no particular member of either side of the 
House was thought of when he made that state­
ment. It was not intended as a measure of ven­
geance against hon. members on the opposite 
side of the House. The hon. member for Towns­
ville took exception to the expression "the shoe 
pinches." He did not remember in what con­
nection he had said that, but it must have been 
in the debate when he spoke in reply to some 
hon. member who attacked him. 

Mr. MACROSSAN : It was said deliberately. 
After saying the Bill was introduced to prevent 
fraud, you added, "That is where the shoe 
pinches. 

The PHEMIER said he knew the hon. mem­
ber for Townsville was disposed to be angry, but 
he hoped his example would not be followed. 
It was a matter which certainly ought to be dis­
cussed without angry feeling on either side. All 
were. equally int~rested in securing the purity of 
electwns. It m1ght press hard on one party at 
one time and on another party at some other time. 

Mr. JORDA~ said the hon. leader of the 
Opposition had, he thought, referred to him as 
one of the members on the Government side of 
the House who stated that the Bill was intro­
duced to prevent illegal practices such as took 
place at the election of some members of the 
Opposition. He distinctly denied having said 
anything of the kind, but he had said that it 
was a waste of time to expect members of that 
side to admit that such practices had occurred. 

1884~I 

Mr. MOHEHEAD said he was quite prepared to 
accept the disclaimer of the leader of the Govern­
ment. \Vith regard to the 2nd clause, if, as he 
understood from the hon. Premier, a large 
number of those who would be disfranchised as 
it stood at present, would be enfranchised by 
amending clause 9, he was preprtrecl to let 
clause 2 go, always preserving to himself the 
right to deal with the matter when being dealt 
with in clause 9, as they did not think it was 
sufficiently dealt with by the Premier. 

The PR.EMIEI~ said that in any case the 56th 
section of the principal Act required amendment, 
becaur;e it only applied to peroons whose qualifi­
c:ction was on a goldfield. It was only limited 
in its application, and it ought also to apply to 
persons on proclaimed mineral fields as well as 
goldfields. 

Mr. P ALMER said that the hon. Premier had 
intimated that he expected assistance and 
amendments from the Opposition in carrying 
the Bill, and in that spirit he (Mr. Palmer) had 
approached the subject. He thought that was 
the spirit in which he as a new member had 
a right to approach it. It seemed to be a 
foregone conclusion that the Bill was to go 
through, but so far as his district was con­
cerned he intended to show how each clause 
would affect the electors of it. There were 
four or five members representing outside dis­
tricts absent, and as they were representing 
districts somewhat similar to his, and were 
not present to defend their own cause, he 
would deal with the Bill as affecting his 
electorate, and it would probably affect 
theirs in the same way. The Premier had 
acknowledged that the same measure would not 
affect all parts of the colony alike. A Bill 
suited to a town constituency would be very wide 
of the nmrk when applied to a large pastoral dis­
trict or to a mining centre. Before going further 
he desired to protest against what had been said 
by the hon. member for Stanley that evening 
about the nomads in the western parts of 
Queensland. The h<m. member had been very 
unjust in his remarks respecting an inde­
pendent and honest class of people. It was 
no use the hon. member denying what he had 
said, because he added that he would like to 
make the Bill even more stringent upon them, 
and it did not even matter if they were prevented 
from voting. He would like to ask where Queens­
land would be to-day if it had not been for those 
nomads. They had carried settlement during 
his time from Canoona, beyond the borders 
of Queensland, into South Australian territory. 
N omacls had done that work~the rough, hard 
work of Queensland~ancl they had no right to be 
deprived of their vote. They were good citizens 
of Queensland, and simply because they were 
engaged in ra1nbling occupations was no reason 
why they should be deprived of their votes and 
their rights as citizens. Clause 3, which said 
that no one had a right to vote who was on the 
roll unless he was resident in the district, would 
deal hardly with the electorate in which he was 
most concerned. He should prefer that a voter's 
name might be allowed to remain . on the 
roll for six months after he left a district. His 
occupation might take him out of the district in 
which he was qualified to vote, for in many cases 
the electorates were simply divided by a creek or 
ridge, and a man might be employed for three 
months just across the creek or ridge in bul· 
lock-driving, or shepherding, or fencing, and 
when he returned he could then say he had 
only been absent for three months. His 
name should be left on the roll for six 
months after he left the district, and it 
would take quite six months for the voter 
to get his name on a fresh roll if it had to pas~ 
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two revision courts. As the clauses came on he 
would refer to the way in which they would 
affect the people in his district. One part 
of the measure did not ttppear to him to be 
very fair. It referred always to voters; it 
should haYe referred also in 'ome way to 
candidates themselves. His election was·, as 
far as he was concerned, ca,rried out all right, 
but he thought that if the candidates were 
sometimes referred to it would lJe desimble. 

Mr. JESSOP said they had heard a g<><Jd deal 
about corrupti<m, per8ntu"ttion, nornads, and u.ll 
that sort of thing, but so far as he could see the 
Bill only applied to electorates where, if they 
had more than two or three polling places, they 
were likely to disfranchise a brge number of 
electors, and for that reason he objected to it. 
As to nomads, he would like to know where the 
colony would be now if it had not been for those 
people. How would the people of Brisbane have 
developed theW estern districts of the colony ? A 
large number of people in those districts would 
be disfranchised by the Bill-bullock-driYers, 
stockmen, well-sinkers, shepherds, and others. 
A shepherd, for instance, 11:1ight be engaged on 
one station for twel 1·e months, and have his name 
put on the roll ; at the end of that time he might 
en[iage with another squatter perhaps fifty or sixty 
miles away, but still in the same electorate, and 
it would be very lutrd indeed that he should be 
obliged to go back to the polling- district for 
which his name was on the roll to vote. It would 
also be very hard on his employer and everyone 
connected with the matter, and very expensive. 
Then, supposing he offered to vote and was asked 
the questions proposed, the result would be that 
he would have to vote openly, and that would 
be doing away with the baliot-box altogether. 
He (Mr. ,Tessop) contended that such a proceed. 
ing would be an infringement of the rights of all 
true colonists, and he should object to it. l<'urther, 
he believed that the Bill had been brought 
in to assist the Government in connection 
with the work of the Elections and Qualifications 
Committee ; in fact, he was afraid those matters 
were already prejudged, because almost every­
body outside was talking about who was going 
to be put ant of the House and who was not-who 
would win the case and who would not. He 
therefore believed that tbe Bill was brought 
forward with the view of assisting the Govern­
ment at the next election, when the :Elections 
Committee threw the present members out, if 
they did so ; and that he held was wrong. If 
the Premier had let the matter rest until the 
regular session, and then brought in a Bill to 
repeal the present Act and pass a new measure 
dealing with the whole subject, he should have 
been only too glad to assist him. He was as 
strongly opposed to personation as any members 
of that House-perhaps more strongly than 
some-and he would be willing to assist in any 
mensure that would prevent it ; and he thought 
uothing would assist to that end so much as 
<tllowing each voter to ha Ye a voter's right. 

The PREMIEH said, while he was anxious 
that the Bill should be passed, he was quite 
prepared to give effect to any reasonable objec­
tion that might be made to its provisions. The 
object of discussing a Bill in committee was to 
improve it, and he was willing to admit that any 
measure might be improved by discussion. 
vVhat he now rose to suggest was that the 
objection with regard to disfranchising the 
persons referred to would be met by making the 
3rd clause read in this way :-

,, .Xo person, \V hose name is entered on the roll of elec­
tors for any electoral district in respeet of thequalifieation 
of resif1ence, shall be entitled to vote in rcs}Ject of that 
qnalitication at. ally elel'tion for such flilltrict 11nlr "s at 
some time within six moutlls before such election he ha::; 
been actually and bo1uijlde resident in the district.'' 

That would give a man who h::Hl ceased to 
reside in a district six months befme he would be 
deprived of his vote. He made the 'ugge,;ti<:n 
\vith the vie\v of tneeting r-:;oine ca::;es of ha.nh,}11p 
-he did not think there were mauy-that had 
been pointed out. 

Clause 2 put ::tnd passed. 
On clause 3-" Hesidence <pmlification must 

continue to ti1ne of electiou"-
J\Ir. MACHOSSXN said the hon. gentleman 

h:vl nutde a conceRKion ''rhich rr1et, to :1 certain 
extent, the objectiou to the residence qualifica­
tion, but it did not meet the case ent1rely. ~ie 
vvas sure the hon. gentlen1an would agree with 
him when he pointed out how it would operate. 
A mau who was on the roll for any district 
under the residence qualification, and left that 
district, must be six months in the district to 
which he went before he could be put on the 
roll-or it might be nine months. If the hon. 
gentleman was willing that no one entitled to 
vote should be dbfranchised, and at the same 
tin1e desired to prevent personntion, he tnust go 
a little further tlmn he had done. If he would 
go this far it would meet the ca>e : That any 
person should have a rig-ht to Yote under the 
residence qualification in any district if he was 
on the roll for another district under the re­
sidence cpwlifictttion. Then he could vote only 
once in the district, and at the end of six months 
his name on the roll of the district which he had 
left would of course be struck off. Did the hon. 
gentle~nan understand hin1 ·: 

The PH:EMIJU~ : Yes. 
l\Ir. MACHOSSAN: He should like every 

man who had a right to vote to be allowed to 
vote. Although it was not part 0f their 
constitutional law, still he agreed entirely with 
the hon. member for South Brisbane (~lr. 
,Tordan) that every man had an inalienable right 
to vote. That was not the British law, under 
which a man had only a statutory right to vote, 
but he held that everyman had an inalieuable right 
to vote. They provide cl that a man tc! be~ntitlet! to 
vote must be six months in the dmtnct, whwh 
n1eant, he prmmtned, six nwnthK in the colony ; 
but for the sake of convenience, the colony was 
divided into electomtes, and he must he in some 
electoral district. He (Cilr. 1\lacrossan) held that, 
a man having once fulfilled the condition of resi. 
dence in the country for six months, he should nyt, 
under any pretence, be prevented front voting 
so long as he proved that he had only one vote 
under the residence qualification. He should no 
tnore be prevented fron1 voting, once he bad 
acquired the right to Yote, th::m the man who 
a! ways remained in the district. It was to he 
presumed that they paid the same towarc!s the 
general taxation of the country as other Clhzens, 
and the only difference was that. one follow~d 
a profe~sion which compelled hnu to rernam 
permanently in one place, . and the other 
a profeNsion which compelled hm1 to move about 
the country. The mere fact of a man being 
nomadic through profession ~hould not deprive 
him of his right to vote. The only obJection to 
the Bill on his side of the Committee was that it 
was a disfranchising Bill. They had no desire 
to perpetuate fraud or personation, or to preYent 
the hon. gentleman at the head of the Govern­
ment from doinu his best to prevent it; lmt 
their object was that in so doing he should no~ do 
injustice to a large body of men who lu~d aC<[mred 
the right to vote so loug as they remamed m the 
country. 

The PHEMIEU said the suggestion of. tl;e 
hem. gentleman wuulcl be a very goo<l one 1f 1t 
were possible for the presiding of!icers to ascertain 
whether a 111an'~ tutnie W<tl:l ou any other roll. 
The condition the hon. member sugge,,ted would 
involve the necessity of the scrutineers having 
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n, copy of every electoral roll in the colony 
before them. The nmn himself could not 
srcy whether his name was on ttny other roll; 
nor could the officers verify it. In the first 
place it wonld be impossible for any scruti­
neer or other person n,t the polling booth to 
di,cuver whether tlmt was the cn,se or not; antl 
in the second place the man himself might not 
know. The rna.n\; ll<.Llne 1night have been iru.vJ­
Yertently left on two or three rolls in districts in 
which he had been resident, and that might not 
he known either to the scrutineer or to the elector. 
It was therefore necessary to find some more 
~nrnuuuy means of diticovering it, and that was 
the difficulty. That would be easy enough in 
thickly 'ettled districts, but tlmt was not the 
CfLse in large districts where it was impossible to 
communicate from one bench to another. Though 
he was anxious to meet the wishes of the hon. 
gentleman n,s far as possible, yet smnetbing was 
wanted which would work practically-where the 
person asked the question would be able to give 
an answer of his own kno\vledge, and \vhere the 
person asking the question could form some idea 
as to whether the aaswer was col'l'ect. 

Mr. ISAMBEllT 'aid the question could 
he met in this way : If an elector moved from 
one electorate to another he should apply to have 
his claim to vote transferred to the new elec­
torate. By the time the six months had expired 
the change would have been effected. 

Mr. MOREHEAD said that if the Premier 
would go a little further the difficulty would be 
overcome. Instead of six months, make it nine 
months, and that would give the elector an 
opportunity of getting his name on the new roll. 
That would be accepted, he believed, by the 
Opposition, and it would prevent any man 
frorn being di~franchised. 

The PHKMIEll said the Bill was designed to 
meet cases where the clerk of petty sessions, in 
the first place, and afterwards the revision court, 
had, from ignorance or otherwise, omitted to 
strike a name of! the roll. Supposing the clerk 
of petty sessions did his duty perfectlv, 
whenever, in August, he discovered that a man 
had ceased to be resident in the district, he 
would strike his name off the roll, even if the 
man had only gone away for a month. The new 
roll would not be used till J antmry, up to 
which time he could vote. That was the present 
law. 

::\Ir. MOREHEAD : Thn,t ought to be 
amended, too. 

The PRE}II}f;R said that of course a clerk 
of petty sessions could not know eyorybody, and 
it was impossible for him to make an accurate 
preliminary revision. He thought six months a 
fair concession, and the number of people dis­
franchised would be very few indeed. 

Mr. l\lOllEHEAD said the aim of the Oppo­
sition w:ts to enable every person who could to 
put his nmne on an electoral roll, and for that 
Hix nwnths was not sufficientl while nine months 
wn,s not more than sufficient. 

The PllEMIJ£lt said thttt after a man had 
ceased to be a resident for six months he could 
scarcely have a claim to vote for that district. 

Mr. MORE HEAD said his object was to give 
such a man time to have his name entered on 
the other roll. As to a man's right to vote, 
n,lthough he had ceased to be a resident in a cer­
tain district for six months, the man was still n, 
resident in the colony, though not in a particular 
district. 

The PllE:::IIL!£H said he had in hi' mind cases 
of people not resident in the colony. He had 
heard of pe1·sons voting a,t elections who haLl not 
been resident in the colony for many month><. 
He knew instan<oes of non-residents voting. He 

proposed now to omit the words in the 4th line, 
"the time of," with a view of inserting the words 
"at some time within six months before." 

Question-That the words proposed to be 
omitted stand part of the question-put and 
negatived. 

Question-That the words proposed to be 
inserted be so inserted-put. 

l\Ir. MACHOSSAN said he thought the hon. 
gentleman at the head of the Government went 
upon the assumption that an elector had a statu­
tory right to vote after being six months in the 
colony. He went upon the declaration made by 
the hon. member for South Brisbane, which had 
been his (JUr. Macrossan's) opinion, thateverynmn 
had an inalienable right, and that the mere fact 
of his leaving the district should not disfranchise 
him. If they had the mettns-which they had-to 
prevent him losing his vote by saying that nine 
months should he the time which would prevent 
him recording his Yote in n,n electorate, they 
should do so, and by such means give him the 
opportunity of applying after being six months in 
the district to which he had gone-he would then 
be entitled to vote. 'rhe elector could then never 
lose his vote, and he did not believe any man should 
lose his vote. There were a few men who did 
not care f,,r their vote, but the great majority 
did. Their legislation should he as far as possible 
upon the basis that every man had a right to vote, 
and when they came to consider the case of a 
new chum who could get a vote after being nine 
months in the colony, they should be careful 
that an old colonist of twenty years' standing 
should have the same right. The men that they 
were contending for had been in the colony for 
that time. They were nearly all old colonists 
who took to those occupations. New chums 
loafed, as a rule, too much about the towns. He 
therefore thought that the hon. gentlemn,n 
should not stand seriously against the insertion of 
the \Vord "nine" instead of "six." 

The PREMIER said he fully appreciated the 
force of the hon. member's argument. He con­
curred in the argument that every man ought to 
have a vote of some description, and that he ought 
not to be deprived of his vote in one district 
before he had a vote for another. He admitted 
that, rmd under the circumstances he would not 
further oppose the hon. member's suggestion, 
anrl would submit to the insertion of the word 
"nine." 

The HoN. B. B. MOllETON asked how the 
electors' names would be got off the original 
roll. The names would remain on the roll until 
the next revision court. Men would then be able 
to vote in the two districts under the residence 
ch.tuse. 

The PREMIEll "'1id the elector would not be 
entitled to vote for the two districts. Say n,n 
elector of North Brisbane were to change his 
residence and reside at South Brisbane. He 
could not apply to be put on the South Brisbane 
roll until he had resided there for six months ; 
he would then have to wait three months before 
he could get his name on the South Brisbane 
roll. At the expiration of nine months from 
his going to live in South Brisbane he would be 
entitled to vote. 

The HoN. B. B. MORE'rON: His name 
would still be on the roll for N urth Brisbane. 

The PREMIEll : Yes, hut he would not be 
entitled to vote. As to getting the name off the 
roll, it was a matter which under the existing 
scheme could not he put right. He believed the 
present mode of compiling the electoral rolls was 
utterly wrong. 

~,tuestion-That the words proposed to be 
inserted be so inoerted-put and passed. 
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The PREMIER moved the omission in line 4 
of the word "is," with 8, view of inserting the 
\Vords " has been. " 

Mr. Ji'OXTON said that, unless he was very 
much mistaken, the clause as proposed to be 
adopted would only come into operation when 
the clerk of petty sessions had not done his duty 
by already striking off the names of the men 
who had ce.<tsed to reside in the district. As the 
principal Act stood, it was the duty of clerks 
of petty sessions to strike off those names at 
the earliest opportunity, no matter whether 
the six or nine months had expired. Conse­
<]uently, the clause could only apply when the 
cl~rk of pet.ty sessions, either wilfully or through 
Jmsconceptwn, or want of knowledge, had not 
done his duty. He thought that the principal 
Act should be verv much more amended in order 
to provide that everybody on the roll £hould still 
have their votes for six months after they hacl 
ceased to reside in the district, if equal justice was 
to be dealt all round. 

The PREMIER said it would work very 
fairly. The names were marked off in Anglmt, 
ancl they were entitled to vote up to December, 
the new roll not coming into operation till 
January. Sometimes it might be six or eight 
months ; but except for a few weeks it wo;1ld 
have a perfectly uniform operation. 

Mr. SALKELD sttid it would very much 
confuse the working of the principal Act. A far 
simpler way to meet the objection which had 
been raised would be to aclopt a system or 
devise a clause whereby an elector moving from 
one district to another had a right to apply to the 
revision court for a transfer to the other place, 
and at the same time have his name removed 
from the electoral roll on which it was. That 
would mmwer two purposes : it would prevent a 
man who removed from one district to another 
from being disqualified, ancl would also remove 
the names which ought not to remain on the roll. 
The great clifliculty in the last and previous 
elections was that a great number of names on 
the roll belonged to persons who had left the dis­
trict or the colony, or who were dead and were 
not able to vote. 'l'hat had opened the door to 
evil-disposed persons to personate. He thought 
it was a simple way to remedy the difficulty. 

The PREMIEH, said the suggestion was an 
excellent one in itself, but how would it be 
worked? The courts only sat at inten·als, and 
there was no n1eans of cmnn1unicn.tion pro­
vided between one court and another. They 
could not allow the man to do it all himself. 
Then, again, the rolls were printed, '"nd if a 
man wanted to get his name on another roll he 
would have to go through all the formalities, and 
to prove that he was bond fide entitled to vote iu 
that district. All that would take a cmasiderable 
amount of time. The only proper way to do it 
was by collecting the rolls every year. He did 
not believe in leaving the names on the roll year 
after year and allowing them to accumulate. 

Mr. MOREHEAD said that if they adopted 
the transfer system a man could simply have his 
name transferred and walk away. 

Amendment put and passed. 
Question-That the clause as amended stand 

part of the Bill--put. 
Mr. CHUBB said there was one matter on which 

he should like a little information. \Vhat was the 
proof of bond fide residence ; would that be proved 
questions put by the returning officer, or how ? 

The PREMIER sttid the words used in the 
existing law, in the 37th clause, were-

.. Xo pen.;ou so rc(tuired t.o answer the qnestions 
herrinlJefore 11rovWed. or any of them, shall be ver­
mittCll to vote until he shall ha.ve n.nswered tho same 
to the satb!aetion of the returning ollicer." 

If the man did not giye a straightforward 
answer, or gave no answer a,t nll, he should not 
be allowecl to vote. 

(~ueqtion put and passed. 
On clause 4, as follows:-
"In addition to the q1wstion~ anthori.-::.ccl by the fifty­

second section of the principal J.et to be put to electors, 
the presiding offit~er may, if he think 1it., and ~hall, if 
requirct1 by auy can(lida.te or scrutineer, or if a procla­
mation to the effect hereinafter proYided is in force in 
the district,, 1mt to an.v versun claiming to be an elector 
and to vote in l'C:4IJect of tltc qualification of rt'":iiclenec, 
1Jcfore he shall have votetl, but not afterwards, the fol­
lowiug !JlW:stions, that is to '"ay---

1. J.rc you now a resident of this electoral district? 
2. lVllere is your re~iclrnce ~ 

"Xo person required to answer such qnC'st.ions, or either 
of them. shall be permitted to vote until he shall have 
answered the same in \Yl'iting, signed by him, to the satis­
faction of the 11residing ofli(~er, nor unless he shall have 
ans\vercd the 1irst of sneh quc..,tion.':i in the affinnath-e. 

"J .. ny lJCl'son required to an.s-..vcr the >.;ef~Oll(l of snch 
questions shall do so with particularity, and in sneh <L 
manner as to elearly indica1e the locality of his rm;i­
dence." 

The PREJYIIEH moved that in the first ques­
tion, in.stead of the 'vords " .. Are you now n.. 
resident of," the words "Have you been within 
the last nine months a uunc! fide resident within " 
be inserted. 

Mr. NOHTON said that the hon. gentleman 
would see that if »man had been onlY a week, 
out of the nine months, a uinu! fide resident, he 
could answer that question. 

The PRl~MIER : Yes, quite so. 
~\.mendment put and pa,sed. 
A verbal alteration having IJeen made in the 

second question, the clause as amended was 
passed. 

Clalme il"-" Section 5U and principal Act to be 
construed accordingly "-was passed with two 
verbal alterations. 

On clause o-" Electors may be required to 
vote at nearest polling place or places"-

The PRE::VITER moved the omission of the 
words "they have elected to vote," in order to 
il.1sert t?,e words "~uch qualification arises or is 
s1tuate. 

Mr. l\IOREHEAJJ said that, in a large dis­
trict like that which he represented, a con­
siderable number of voters would l>e practically 
disfranchised hy this clause. Ji'or instance, it 
would be practically clishanchi,ing an elector if 
he were compelled to travel, say, from Surat to 
Goondiwindi, a distmJCc of 300 miles, or even fr,nn 
8urat to St. George ; and there might be carriers 
who might never be out of the district and yet 
they would continually be disfranchised if they 
were compelled to vote at the one or two Jwm·e.st 
polling places to where their r1ualification arose 

1\Ir. S;}fYTH said that in the early part of 
the evening a good deal had been said about 
rniners, tin1ber-getters, and c1trriers ; and a pro­
posal was made which he thought would meet 
the clifficulty. It was proposed that owners of 
1niners' rights and carrying and tirnber-getting­
licenses might be permitted to vote in any part of 
an electorate. He thought that proposttl would 
meet the difficulty. 

Mr. STEVENS said he rlid not like the clause, 
and he could not see why the G<wernor in Conn 
cil should have power to single out certain dis 
tricts to which to apply it. If it was to J,e 
applied to one he thought it should be avpliecl to 
every electorate in the colony. 

Mr. l\IACROSSAN said the objection he ha<l 
to the chouse was the way it worked with the 
succeeding· clauses. He had also the same objec­
tion nf-l the htJn. uwruber for I_)o~-rtn, as he di(l 
not oee why oue portion should he singled 
out in which to io.me the proclamation to have 
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that portion of the Bill npplied to it, while nil 
the rest of the colony was to be allowed to ~o 
free. He did not think they should have su~h 
legislation >ts that. However, let them t>tke it 
with the succeeding clauses. If a registered voter 
did not vote at one or two places appointed by 
prodanmtiun, he nmst vote openly. If he 
voted at any other polling place, and he should 
be personated, when the votes were gone over by 
the returning officer the secret vote w>ts the 
one taken, and the open vote, although it was 
recorded by the voter himself, was rejected. 
Rectlly that \\aS in bvonr of persmmtion. That 
was the objection he took to the clause. He 
knew it was in the principal Act, but that did 
not make it any better, and as they were 
arnending he thought they 1night also mnend 
that part. 

~Ir. MOHEHEAD said that, as they were 
amonrling the principal Act chiefly to prevent 
perHouation, he took it the hon. Premier 
would allow that portion to be amended. If a 
mm1 voted openly and personated it would be 
easy enough to get at him, but if he personated 
secretly there was no chance of detecting him. 
It was the honest man who would vote openly, 
and the dishonest man who would vote secretiy 
and personate. He might personate the man 
who voted openly, and the honest man's vote 
would be rejected. He thought that could not 
be the intention of the Government, but it would 
be the result of the clause as it stood. 

The PHEMIEJ't said that what hon. gentle­
men opposite had just said was perfectly correct, 
but it was like many other puzzles in the elec­
toral law. They could not reject the secret vote, 
because they had no means of knowing for whom 
it was given. If they were to reject any it must 
be the open vote. There were, he thought, only 
three conrses to take-the proposal before them, 
or preventing thoRe 1nen voting at all, or having 
no t)rovisions of that sort at all. He believed 
himself that the proposal before tbem would be 
of great advantage, though he admitted it would 
be unfair to apply it to some districts at certain 
times. }'or instance, take large pastoral electo­
rates - Burke, G-regory, 1-litchell, W arrego, 
~Iar::moa, and Balonne : it would be unjust, 
he believed, to apply the provisions to those 
districts at shettring time, and he did not believe 
any Government would attempt to do such a 
thing. But there might be districts in the 
colony where it would be a proper and natural 
tbing to clo, and as the power to appoint polling 
places had not been abused, he had no reason to 
suppose thctt the provisions of the clause would 
ever be abused. 

:\fr. MOREHEAD said the leader of the 
Government had pl::lced three alternatives before 
them, and he thought the better course for them 
to take would be to adopt the last alternative 
the hon. gentleman mentioned. He had pointed 
nut fi vc or six electol'ateH in which gTa.ve in­
justice might be done to the electors ate a certain 
time. The hon. gentlem::m pointed out one 
season of the year, but it might occur at others. 

:Mr. HAMILTON said he could give an in­
stance where :> very great hardship would 
accrue from the operation of the clause. \Vhen 
he was in the North lately he bad been informed 
that between Herberton and Cairns there were 
about 1,000 horses belonging to packers. They 
could very well imagine from that the numher 
of the owner::-, a very great nnrnber of whmu 
resided at Herberton and \V atson ville. At 
the time when an election came on 200 
of them might be at Cairns, and, not 
being within the district, they would have 
to Vllte "(\{_)'n~1y. lt . b'~")ing known that they 
were '?Ut of the di~tri<.:t, they might be 

personated in the electorate by those who resided 
in the neighbourhood where their qualification 
existed, and the result would be that their votes, 
actually signed by themselves with their own 
names, would be rejected, and they would be 
disfranchised, because their votes would not be 
counted at all. He thought that those votes 
should be accepted where it was perfectly well 
known that they were recorded by others who 
were entitled to give them. vVith regBrd to the 
previous clause, which stated that if any person 
voted ont of hi,; district he must vote openly, 
he would show how that would be a hardship to 
the voters in an electorate like hi,; own. Between 
.i\laytown and Cooktown on one occasion there 
were 100 packers. Suppose a gentleman like the 
late member, 1Ir. vValsh, who once represented 
the Cook district, was putting up for an election, 
some hnndreds of those packers lived at May­
town, and if they were in the Cook district at 
the time they wonld have to vote openly, and the 
person to whom they were under an obligation, 
or who might have some claim upon them, would 
know how they voted. The principle of voting 
by ballot would, by that means, be capsized, 
because those men would not be in a position to 
vote according to their consciences. 

Mr. P ALJYLER said that certain districts 
should be exempted from the application of the 
clause. He quite agreed with the hon. member 
for Balonne that a great number of electors in 
the large outside districts would be disfranchised 
if the clause was strictly carried out, and he 
protested against its application to such districts 
as he had the honour to represent. 

Mr. MA CROSSAN said he hoped the hon. the 
Premier would accept the advice which had been 
given, and let chtnses o, 7, and 8 be ~1egatived. 
The hon. gentleman had already adm1tted that 
those clauses in the principal Act had been a 
dead-letter because they were so cumbrous ; 
and why should they be inserted in the 
Bill where they would be still more cumbrous? 
Seeing that there was great objection to them 
in the pastoral districts spoken of by the hon. 
leader of the Opposition and the hon. member 
for Burke, he thought they might he very well 
dispensed with. He (Mr. Macross1.tn) could give 
a number of arguments to prove thnt they would 
be equally as bad in some of the northern 
districts that were not pastoral districts, but he 
did not wish to occupy the time of the Committee, 
being anxious to get on to the Estimates, which 
was the real work of the session. Clause 3 was 
practically the Bill, and the hon. gentleman, 
having passed that in :tn amended form, ought to be 
very well satisfied with leaving out clauses 6, 7, 
and 8, and amending clause 9, as he intended to 
amend it. 

Mr. MOREHEAU said he could point to two 
members on the other side of the Honse-the 
:Minister for Lands »nd the hon. member for 
Clermont-who he was certain would agree with 
every word that had fallen from the hon. mem­
ber for Bnrke and himself with respect to the 
clause. Although it had been said by the 
Premier that the clause in the principal Act 
had remained a dead-letter, and although it 
might continue to remain a dead-letter in the 
Bill, yet should it become law it would be in the 
power of any Government to exercise it, and they 
might not always have as just and as honourable 
a Government as they had at present. They 
might have a Government who, for electioneer­
ing purposes, might make use of the ciause and 
abuse it in a way that was not now contemplated. 
He was sure the Minister for Lands would »dmit 
that in his district such a provision would be very 
harassing and embarrassing at the time of an 
election, and tlmt the hon. member for Clermont 
would say the same. 
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The PREMIER sn,id it would meet the 
case if it were provided that the clause should 
not apply to certain pastoral districts, which 
were the only ones in which any hardships were 
likely to arise. 

Mr. MOREHEAIJ said there were objections 
to specifying certain districts of the colony in 
that way. It was impossible to say when a 
pastoral district might cease to have that term 
applicable to it, and he thought it would be 
much better not to make any invidious distinc­
tions in a measure which was supposed to have 
general application ; and to omit the cln,uses 
referred to. 

Mr. FOXTON said the objection to the clause 
appeared to be that the bond tide voter, if awn,y 
from home, might have to vote openly, and that 
he might be personated elsewhere by someone 
who would vote secretly, and that on comparing 
the rolls the bomi fide vote would be rejected in 
favour of the vote which was not borui fide. It 
appeared to him, however, that the clanger 
was reduced to a minimum by the fact that 
the secret vote could onlv be recorded where 
a man was well known-that was, in one of the 
two polling places neare't to the place where 
his residence qu:-clific:1tion arose. Consequently, 
he did not think, looking at the clause in that 
light, that there was the same objection that 
would appear to obtain from the remarks that 
had fallen from members of the Opposition. 

Mr. ISAMBERT said he could not see why 
the open voter should be deprived of his vote. 
If the returning officers and scrutineers did their 
duty, then no secret vote could be recorded 
without the electors being questioned and proper 
answers given. 

Mr. MACROSSAN said there was a great 
deal of truth in what had fallen from the hon. 
member for Carnarvon in regard to voters 
being known to the presiding officers ; but 
it was pretty well known that those officers 
did not know all the voters in electorates. 
They might do so in small places ; but in large 
districts-for instance, the district he rPpre­
sented, Townsville, which was something more 
than Townsville proper, extending hundreds of 
miles on either side, and westward about 100 
miles-it would be impossible in that electorate 
for returning or presiding officers to know the 
people who were entitled to vote. But, in ftcldi­
tion to that, personators were very audacious. 
It was well known to hon. members that per­
sons who were well known citizens of Ipswich, 
Brisbane, and other phces, had been per­
sonated, and if the preoiding officers had 
had their wits about them at the time they 
could have put a stop to it. But men had not 
always their wits about them, and personators 
took advantage of that, and in the hurry am! 
bustle that was going on in the polling booth 
they were overlooked, so that the hardship re­
mained the same. The great objection to the 
clause was, that whilst the personator was sup­
ported the honest man was punished. It would 
be much better to accept the suggestion that hac! 
been made and withdraw the clauses, which were 
not material to the Bill. 

Mr. STEVENS said his great objection to the 
clause was that it would strike a heavy blow at 
voting by ballot. If they were to have open 
voting, it should be made general instead of 
partial in its application. 

~Ir. HAMILTON said he should have 
attached greater weight to the remarks of the 
hon. member for Carnarvon were it not for cer­
tain cases that had come within his own know­
ledge. In one case a man, well known in the 
district, ftlld lame of a leg n,nd an arm, was 
successfully personatec! at Ml ~l~cti!='Jt ; and in 

another case a Chinaman actually personated a 
white man. He congratulated himself that 
those men did not vote for him. 

Mr. P ALMER said the presiding officer and 
the scrutineers were often sent hundreds of miles. 
In his own electorate one Vi'U.S sent from George­
town to \Voolgar, am! another from Georgetown to 
Car! Creek, a distance of nearly 400 miles. How 
were they to know any of the electors in those 
districts ? 

Mr. NOR TON said he objected to the cbuse 
because it was not applicable to every district, 
and also becftuse a vote correctly given was to 
be disallowed because someone had previously 
personated that voter. It wonld be far better 
that ten bad votes should be allowed to pass 
than that one vote that was known to be good and 
sound should be disqualified. A man smely 
ought not to be disqualified because someone else 
had taken his place without his knowledge. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL said they had 
not only to guard against penmnation, but 
against double voting, and a Bill of that kind 
would be incomplete without a provision to that 
effect. The Bill also imposed an effective check to 
personation. The scrutineer and presiding officer 
would have an incentive to diligence in scrutinising 
every vote, and the friends of till alment vote1· 
would also be on the strict lookout-in fact, every 
man would be a scrutineer, and a check would be 
placed on any attempt to personate an absent 
man. If the clause were eliminated the Bill 
would be deprived of one of its most excellent 
provisions. 

Mr. MOEEHI~),D said that the concession 
made by the Premier showed that he, at least, 
was not so sanguine as to the wisdom of the 
clause. If the clause was inapplicable to the 
outside districts it must be more or less imtppli­
cable to every other district. No good, and very 
serious harm, might arise from the passing of it. 

Mr. BLACK said the clauses were either very 
bad ones or very good ones. If they were very 
guod-and he thonght there was a great deal 
very good in them-they should be made applic­
able to the whole of the colony. It should not 
be left in the power of any :Ministry for the 
time being to put them in force in certain dis­
tricts. He did not entirely agree with all that 
had fallen from hon. members on his own side 
of the Committee, and he believed that if the 
clauses were nmcle compulsory all over the 
colony they would do more to kill persona­
tion than anything else in the Bill. If 
voters were compelled to vote at the polling 
booth nearest to where their residence qualifica­
tion arose, personation would be almost impos­
sible. He did not consider open voting such"' very 
dreadful thing, and believed that honest men in the 
colonywerequitep~;epared tor open voting. There 
was another aspect of the question that had not 
been mentioned, and that was, that the satur­
nalia and orgies they saw at elections would be 
materially reduced if the electors were not in 
the habit of congregating in large masseR, as at 
present in the large towns. In many districts, 
during the clay of election, all business was sus­
pended, and rlrink was brought to bear to a very 
damaging extent on the purity of election><. 
Those clauses, if allowed to remain, should, there­
fore, be made compulsory all over the colony; 
but if it was to be left to the discretion of a 
Ministry to proclaim certain rlistricts, the clausP 
had better be struck out altogether. \Vhat helcl 
good for one part of the colony would hold good 
for any other part. It might lw nece~sary, 
perhaps, to exempt some of the extreme dis­
tricts of the \Vest, though he had not he.o.rd 
any ttrgnment why that shonld be done. The 
clause should be made compulsory all over the 
colony, 
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Mr. SALKELDsaid that previonstothepresent 
discussion he had a very strong objection to part 
of the Gth clause relating to the application of 
the clause to one district and not to another, but 
since he had heard the arguments of the hon. 
member for Burke, and other hon. members 
who he must ,,dmit knew tlw circumstances of 
the districts referred to better than he did, he 
was inclined to think with them. He thought 
there was gre~t sense and reason in the offer 
of the Premier to exempt certain districts. 
Injustice, some hon. members '"'id, might be 
done to a great number of electors. The hon. 
member for JHackay 'aid he had heard no 
arguments why any electoral district should be 
exempted from the opemtion of the clause. He 
(Mr. Srtlkcld) confessed he had heard very strong 
n.rgun1ents in fa.vour of that course. Ho had a 
very strong objection to leaYing a matter of that 
kind in the lmnds of the Governor in Council. 
They ought to restrict and confine as far as 
possible such powers. \Vhile he was speaking 
on the subject he might mention that it was 
f]uito possible for men to personate at the 
places where they were well known, but the 
chanceH of detnction \VerQ so great that, as a rule>, 
personators did not venture near the residence 
of the person they intended to personate. He 
lmrl had consirlerahle experience as a scrutineer, 
and he harl noticed that when an individual in­
tell(led to personate anyone he did not go to 
the place where h" was well known, nor to the 
place where the person whom he intended to 
personate n"irled, but he went to a third place­
a place at some distance away. That was the 
way so much personation harl taken place. He 
would much prefer the clause if it went the full 
length am! restricted voters to vote at one place. 
By loaYing it optional to vote nt one of two polling 
places an opportunity was gi' en to vote t\vice, and 
many of the elections would prove that. The op­
tion[!] part of the clause left the door open to per­
Honatnrs. It was seldoru a man Yoted n1ore tha.n 
t\vice-the gre::tter nun1ber of persnnations being 
double votes. If the clause was left as it was 
in that respect the door was thrown open to 
fraud. 

1Ir. l\IIDGLEY sairl he believed they were 
now principally discussing the Gth clause of the 
Bill, and he thought there was a real difficulty 
and objection in the clause. One objection had 
almady been alluded to hy the hon. member for 
Balonne. The clause read-

" It ~hall be lHwfnl for the Governor in Council, by 
llroclalllation, to order and d(•fllare tbat at any election 
for any electoral dist1·ict all electors." 

That would necessitate some elector whose 
CJIHilification was freehold going to the polling 
place nMrest to where his qnalitimotion was situ~­
ated. He might be residing scores or hundreds 
of miles away from that polling pbce. The 
clause wm; not intended to aim at the prevention 
of fraud on the part of those electors whose 
<tnalification was freehold or leasehold, yet he 
considered that it was quite as possible for a 
man whose 'lualificatiun was freehold to pereo­
nate and double vote as a man whm;e qualificr1tion 
was simply residence. It was r1uite possible for 
a freehold elector to personate. He had the 
heartiest sympathy with the objects of the Dill, 
but he thought those two points ought to be 
made perfectly clear. It would be a hardship, he 
considerecl, if an elector had to travel scores or 
lmmlrerls of miles in order to recorrl his ,-ote 
because his qualification hap] •ened to be in that 
part of the electomte. He should be glad if the 
Prmnior \vonld give then1 any inforn1ation on 
tlmt point in his pos><ession. 

l\Ir. CHU13B snid the hrm. member who had 
ju:;t sat down hall raised a. strong arglnnent 
aga.inst the clause. He pointecl out that a person 

possessing a freehold qualification was no more 
incapable of personation than a man with a resi­
dence CJnalification, and wherever an elector 
happened to be resident he would have to 
travel a long distance to record his vote­
that was, to where his freehold qualifica­
tion was situated. He agreed with the 
hon. member in that, and he would point out 
that if any elector did not choose to do that he 
ran the risk of being personated. If an elector 
holrling a freehold wished to secure his vote he 
would have to travel to those polling places to 
secnre it; otherwise, if he voted openly, and 
however careful he might be, he might find that 
he had lost his vote by reason of some person 
who happened to be near where his qualification 
was sitnated having personated him. The hon. 
member (Mr. Salkeld) furnished another good 
re<tson why the clause was an objectionable one. 
He said it would enable a person to vote at 
either of the two polling places. Of course the 
hem. member was speaking of polling places in the 
southern districts where they were not many miles 
apart; but any member who knew anything of the 
northern or western districts knew that some 
polling places were as much as 150 miles apart, 
and that that could not take place there. 
But in the southern districts of the colony 
it would be quite possible for a person to vote at 
two polling phwes. The Attorney-General had 
touched upon the question of double voting, and 
had referred to the 8th section. That was the 
section he remarked upon the other evening, and 
he pointed out at the same time that the clause 
appeared to be intended to apply to double 
voting, and not to personation. rrhe lllarginal 
note said "If elector votes secretly and openly, 
open vote to be rejected." He understood that 
to mean one and the same person. It applied to 
double voting, not to personation. The 8th 
section would not cover impersonation in all 
cases. The Premier might withdraw those 
clauses. They would place a burden on voters, 
in addition to those contained in the 53rd and 
54th sections of the pl"incipal Act. 

The ATTOHNEY·GENERAL said he did 
not think there was any great danger. A 
certain amount of discretion was allowed to the 
Governor in Council. It Wtts competent for the 
Governor in Council to appoint a polling place 
hun<lreds of miles away from the limits of the 
electorate where the polling was going on. 
There was, for example, a polling place for the 
Kennedy at Tmvnsville. which was very nearly 
a hundred miles off. The ~ame thing was done 
with reg·ard to the Logan election. Brisbanre 
was made a polling place. The Governor in 
Council, however, did not see fit to appoint 
Brisbane a polling place for the Darling Downs, 
and he, as an elector, was disfranchised on 
that account. There could be no law made by 
which some persons could not be depriver! 
of their rights. The Governor in Council had 
power to fix polling places where he liked. \Vould 
any Government be so inRane a~ to take adY:a.n~ 
tage of the peculiar circumsta.nces of an electnntte, 
such as those which had been referred to, and 
inflict a gross hardship and injustice upon them"? 
It had never been done in the past. The sections 
in the principal Act regarding polling diHtricts 
had never been put into force. It might 
transpire that the provisions of that Act might 
not be J1Llt in force either. \Vith regard to 
what the hon. member for Bowen srtid as 
to the 8th section, he had overlooked the fact 
that one of the provisions of the principal 
Act was that, where a mark should be 
placed opposite the voter's name on any rnll, 
thnt should be pri;,,Zjac~ie evidence of his ha\'ing 
voted, and it woulrl always be assumed tha,t the 
right owner of tlmt vote recorded it. If a mm1 
had hi" IH)me struck off for votinp- secretly, it 
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was p1·inu1 facie evidence that he recorded it. 
Then if he voted openly, there was proof positive 
that the man voted there. Unless there was 
some provision made by which persons could be 
controlled, as to the place where they should vote 
they would always have to contend with doubl~ 
voting. 

Mr. HAMILTON said he failed to see why 
persons should be more restricted who were 
qualified by residence than those who were 
entitled to vote under any other qualification. 
It seemed an attack upon them-the working 
class. 

Mr. MOREHEAD said there was no doubt 
that if the Committee passed the Bill they 
would be placing a limitation upon those quali­
fied to vote as residents. Why should there be a 
limitation uponthefranchise? 1rhelaw, as it. stood, 
allowed the resident elector the same privileges 
as ~he holder o! a freehold, or any other qualifi­
catiOn by wluch a man voted in Queensland. 
There must be some reason for it, but he could 
see none. Under the Bill a man with a resi­
dence qualification would only be able to 
vote at real inconvenience, and perhaps have to 
travel a great distttnce to record his vote in 
secret. The clause was against all the law of 
the land, as it stood at present. It limited the 
r!ght of t~e electors, and he did not see any par­
twular crnne that those possessed of residence 
qualification only had committed, that the 
Uo':ernment sl;ould c~Jme down and bring in 
a Bill of that kind, whwh would prevent a great 
number of p~ople giving their votes in the same 
way as their fellow-electon<. He hoped the 
Premier would not force on the clause. He had 
got the back bone of the Bill already. 

The PREMIETI said the reasons why the dis­
tinction had been made between residents and 
freeholders were two : Nearly all personation 
was done in the names of residents : that was 
one reason. The other was that residents did 
not usually reside far away from their qualifica­
tions, whereas freeholders had not their homes so 
close to the place of their qualifil"ations. Those 
were the reasons why distinctions had been 
made ; but the clause had been made as flexible 
as possible. Hon. members seemed to object to 
the system on various grounds. The system of 
having polling districts he considered an admir­
able one. The only way to prevent personation 
had been pointed out by the hon. member for 
Mackay-namely, to make people vote near 
where they were known. In a district extend in" 
for hundreds of miles it was perfectly easy for"~ 
man to turn up in an outside polling place, and 
the chances were lOO to 1 that no person would 
know whether he was the man or not. Persona­
tion was made extremely easy by the law; in fact, 
it was almost facilitated. One way to prevent it 
would be to give voters' rights, but during the two 
years it was tried the system did not work well. 
He knew that in one election in a constituency 
which he at the time represented only about one­
third of the electors were entitled to vote, the other" 
having no electors' rights issued to them. As he 
had said, he believed the system of polling districts 
to be a good one; but that now proposell would 
be better .. However, he was prepared to accept a 
comprormse 1f hon. members would agree to it. 
In a large electoral district there might be two or 
three divisions, and there might be several uol!iniT 
places in each division. That would not go so f,~~ 
as the proposal in the Bill, but it· would bP better 
than the present law, which was practically 
unworkable. If they adopted some recognised 
boundaries, such as a police district or a division, 
he believed the system might be put into 
operation, and that it would to a great extent 
prevent personation and fraud nobody coul•l 
doubt, "iVhat he had suggested would not 

make the system as complete as that proposed 
in the Bill, but it would be better than the 
system at present in force. 

Mr. KATES said the provision would in a 
great 1neasure prevent fJBrHonation. There was 
a great deal of truth in what had fallen from 
the hon. member for Townsville and other hon. 
members opposite as to the hardship that would 
be inflicted in the outside districts, and that 
men such as miners would be disfranchised ; but 
what was that compared to the great benefit 
that would be conferred on the bulk of the 
electors? Two or three districts might suffer, 
but the remainder would derive great benefit. 
The proposal would stop personation effectually. 
It was a great pity that the Premier had not 
attached to the Bill an amendment of the 
J•;Iectoral Roll Act. The evil lay in the 
compilation of the rolls. As long as the 
lDth clause of that Act was in existence 
there would be stnffing of rolk He thought 
the onus of proof should not rest on the objeetor 
but on the ap]Jlicant. Every three months 
long lists of names appeared ir1 the newspapers ; 
but who was to object? If anybody wished to 
object he had to put down 5s. ; and he ran the 
risk, if the other side employed counsel, of having 
to pay two guineas rnure. Could anybody be 
expected to risk £40 or £50 in connection with 
the stuffing the rolls? He mentioned this JU>ttter 
in the hope that the leader of the Government 
would bring in a Bill to alter such a state of 
things. \Vith regard to the clause before the 
Committee, he agreed with what had fallen 
from the hon. member for Townsville. It 
was undesirable that the man who voted 
openly should run the risk of losing his vote, 
while the man who voted secretly did not run 
any such risk. He would suggest to the Premier 
to amend the clause in such a way as to meet 
the views of hon. members on both sides of the 
Committee. 

Mr. 11TAOROSSAN said he did not think 
there w::ts any improvement in the proposition 
made by the Premier. The great objection was 
that the man who \'oted openly lost his vote if 
he was personated. They ought to do all they 
could to prevent double voting, but at the same 
time they ought to be careful not to deprive any 
elector of his rights. He recollected the time 
when the Attorney-Genera] did not like the 
Governor in Council as well as he did now. 

The PRRMIEH : How ideas do change with 
a change of sides ! No one has changed as much 
as you have. 

Mr. ::\1ACllOSSAX: At one time the 
Attorney-General thought the Governor in 
Council could not do anything rig·ht ; now he 
could not do anything wrong. He (Mr. Mac­
rossan) thought other hon. members would have 
the same objection as he had. In the Cook 
district there were hnnclreds of men who 
were employed packing, who took out no 
licenses whatever. They had horses and were 
engage cl packing goods frorn the coast. No rneans, 
as far as he could see at present, could prevent 
those men losing their votes ; they were likely to 
be personated when they were outside their dis­
trict. The effect would simply be that the vote 
of the wrong man wonld be taken. There were 
many other objections that could be urged, but 
he did not see any u.se in continuing the debate. 
He was quite sure that the Premier saw the 
objections as forcibly as they did, and he ought 
to give more weight to i.he argument that no 
honest man should be deprived of his vote even 
to prevent personation or double voting. 

The PHK\IIJ'H said that of course he was 
trying not to put any obstacles in the way of 
honest men voting. The hon. gentleman had 
given an illustration of the effect of the clause in 
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case of the packer~, but the proposal he (the 
Premier) had made would, he thought, meet that 
case very fairly. There was no don bt that in a 
great many cases of the kind great injustice would 
be done. He was quite satisfied th:tt what was 
proposed would diminish personation ; in fact, per­
sonation would be almost impossible. The question 
was \vhether the a.dvanta..ge of 1naking personation 
impossible did not outweigh the disadvantage of 
t1i,;franchising comparatively a few men. 

Mr. M:ACIWSSAN said there was no law to 
make personation impossible. The electors' 
rights, which vvere in force for two years, went as 
nearly as possible in doing that ; but even then 
there was per,;onation. 'rhey were in force in1872 
and 1873. The general election of 1873 was held 
under the electors' rights, and just immediately 
before the election the great ru;;h to the Palmer 
broke out. Hundreds of men left Chm·ters'rowers 
and went to the Palmer. At that time the 
Palmer was not situated in any constituency, and 
what did the men do with their rights? They left 
them behind with their friends. It w.cs impos­
sible, therefore, in any law to prevent per,onation. 
They agreed so far that it was right to prevent 
personating, but they were not in accord in the 
mode proposed for doing it. He certainly did 
not believe in the way proposed by the (iovern­
ment. He thought the majority of men were 
prep:tred to V<1te by ballot. It was the law of the 
land, and had been for some years, :tnd it was also 
the law of Great Britain, and the working man 
seemed to agree with it. But what he objected 
to was a voter losing his vote if he was personated. 
In that lay the great objection to the Bill. 

Mr. HAMILTON said the hon. member for 
Burke the other evening had imtanced very 
clearly cases in which personation could occur. 
He mentioned clcses where the scrutineers or 
presiding officer sen'ed in a part of a district to 
which they did not belong, and it was impossible 
for them to prevent personation. It had further 
been clearly shown that night with respect to the 
case of 200 or 300 packers living at Herberton 
when at the time of an election they might 
be at Cairns, sixty miles distant. They would 
have to vote openly i and those persons r~siding 
at Herberton, knowmg them to be away, could 
take advantage of their absence and personate, 
and then the votes of the persona tors would be 
counted and the open votes of the uond fide voters 
to which they had attached their names would 
not be counted. That was a direct proof that the 
Bill provided a premium for personation instead 
of stopping it. 

Mr. MOREHEAD said he hoped that the 
hon. Premier would see his wav to strike out the 
next three clauses. They haci carried the main 
principle of the Bill in the 3rd cbuse, and no 
possible benefit was to be derived by going on 
with the discussion. They were on the Opposi­
tion side quite prepared to complete the Bill that 
nig-ht in the event of the claus~e being taken on 
after the next three, and they would very likely be 
prepared to hear the hem. Premier's speech on the 
second reading of the Polynesian Labourers Bill. 

Mr. NORTON said that only two members of 
the Government had given their opinions, and 
he should like to hear what the rest harl to say 
in reply to the arguments of the Opposition. 
The powers sought to be provided by the clauses 
to which objection wa' made were already given 
by the present Act. The t+overnment had been 
fairly met by his {Mr. I\ orton's) side ; the 
clauses did not seem to be very important, and 
under the circumstances he hoped the Premier 
would see his way to withdraw them. 

The PR}~MIER said it was true that the 
Government already had just as much power as 
was sought by the cl:tuses in question, but by 
those clauses the power could be exercised with 

less inconvenience to individual voters than under 
the present Act. The discussion had gone away 
to some extent from the object of the clauses, 
which was in the interest of the honest voter 1cs 
well as against the dishonest voter. The proposed 
provision would entt~illess hardship than the ex­
isting law. But he did not attach so much impor­
tance to the latter vart as to the former part of the 
Bill, which was intended specially to meet an evil 
which had arisen lately. If the present were an 
ordinary session he should not feel disposed to 
withdraw any part of the Bill without full clis­
cnHsion ; but unleHs a strong 1najority insisted on 
vas,ing· them he was not sntliciently enamoured of 
the clauses at preseut to take up the time of the 
Committee. 

Mr. MOREHEAD asked whether the Premier 
intended to press the clauses? He quite agreed 
with the hon. gentlernan's reasons for not doing so. 
As he had already stated, the hon. g·entleman had 
gained all he wished, and the other clauses were 
what one of the hon. gentlem,m's colleagues 
recently described himself to be-like the fifth 
wheel nf the coach. That being so, it would be 
as well to withdraw them. 

The PREJYITER said he had no objection, but 
hon. members must not be surprised if they found 
the clauses relating to polling- di,.;tl"icts put into 
operation instead of the provisions of the present 
Bill. 

1\Ir. l\IOJU£HEAD: Nothing that you do will 
surprise us. 

Amendment withdrawn. 
Clauses 6 and 7 put and negatived. 
On clause 8-" If elector votes secretly and 

openly, open vote to be rejected"-
Mr. KATES said that the Gth clause was the 

only one that would prevent personation, and he 
was sorry that it had been withdrawn, because 
without it the Bill would be nothing-. 

Clause put and negatived. 
Clause 10 passed as printed. 
The PREMIER said that, at the suggestion 

of the hem. member for Gym pie, he would move 
the following new clause to follow clause 10 :-

Every notice by any person claiming to hnxc his 
name inscribed on any electoral list Rhall, in adllition to 
the particulars required by the 7th section of the :Electoral 
Rolls Act of 1879, specify the age of the elaimant. 

Mr. CHUBB suggested the addition of the 
words "and occupation" after the vvord " age." 

The PRKMIEl{ said age was part of the qualifi­
cation, and ought to be required under the existing 
Act. Occupation was no part of the qualification. 

New clause put and passed. 
The PRKYllER said tlw hon. member for Forti­

tude V alley and his hem. colleague the Minister 
for \Vorks had made another suggestion, which 
was this : As had been stated in the course of 
the debate, clerks of petty sessions often left off 
the rolls the name' of persons who never dis­
covered the omission until they came to vote; 
it was therefore suggested that notice shonlcl be 
sent to such persons, and he accordingly moved 
the following new clause :-

·whenever, in pnrsuancc of the eleventh sertion of 
the I<~leetoral Rolls Act of 1879, the clerk of petty se:.­
sions shall have pla<~efl the wor<l "tlcad," " left," or 
•· disqualificcl," against the name of any person on :my 
ele<·toral roll or li:-;L he sball fortlndth send by J10St to 
sueh person, at hi:-> usunl or last known place of abode, 
a notiee informing him that it is intenclecl to omit his 
nmne from the electoral roll or list. 

Mr. MOREHEAD said while he had no objec­
tion to the amendment he thought it was a very 
inconv-enient place to insert important additions 
to a Bill. It wa~ a very bad precedent; and 
although he knew the Government were not 
likely to take ad vantage of it, he hoped they 
wo\!ld nnt adopt the practice in future. 
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The PREMIER said he qnite agree1l with the 
hon. gentleman, and if there had been anything at 
all disputable in the clauses he should nothavepro­
posed them in the way he had. llnt the principle 
waP! good, and would be consented to una,nhnou::;ly. 

Mr. J\IOltEHEAJJ asked how it wa" rn·opo,;etl 
to address de<td men? How \vtmlrl thev know 
to which side they had gone ? · 

The PREMIER: Their last known address. 
K ew cl a use put and passed. 
Clause 11~" Short title "--put and passed. 
(!nestion~Th:tt the preamble staml pm·t of 

the Bill~put. 
The PilEMTER said as the preamlJle was 

unnecessllry it should be omitt.ed. 
(/uestion put a11<l negatived. 
The CHAm}!AN left the chrrir, and rep•lrtcd 

the Bill to the House with amendments. 
On the motion of thel'IlK'\IIEH, the House 

again went into Committee of the \V hole, for the 
purpose of reconsidering elau~-:;e ~. 

Clan~e 2 ha,ving been negati\·ed, 
The CHAllmAN left the chair, :md reported the 

Bill to the House with n further mnendment. 
'fhe rHJ.H<rt wa< aclopte~l, and the thirclrercdinguf 

the Bill made an Onler of the 1Jrcy for t<Hnorrow. 

AI J.JOURciMR:'\T. 
The P ltEJ\IlER, in nwving-the ~tdjonrnn1ent of 

the House, stated tlmt the bnsiness for to-morrow 
would lw the deJi,·ery· of the Financial Sbternent, 
and nfterwnrds the sccomlreading- of the Pacific 
Islands Labouren; Act Amendment Bill. He 
added that the question would prolmbly arise to­
morrow a~~ to the ruljnlU'Illll8Ht of the 1-lous:e O\'er 
Thursday. 

J\Ir. J\10REHEAD askrod how the qnestion 
could be mised to-morrow. l'\o notice had been 
given of it, and it would certainly l)e oppu~ed 
by that side of the Hmme. 

The House adjourned rct seventeen minutes to 
10 o'clock. 

Questions. 




