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LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

'l'uesdccy, 4 August, 1885. 

Questions. - Appro1Jriation Bill "So. 1, 1885-G.- Scat 
declarerl. Va1·:mt.-Pel'f.;Omtl J~xplam1tion.-l\:Iotion 
for Adjournment.- ~I:trsupials Destruction .Act 
Contiiiua.t ion Bill-thircl reading. -Crown Lands 
Act of 1~84 Amendment Bill-third reading.
lt<Lhbit Bill-second reading.-Elections Bill-com
mittee.-Adjournmcnt. 

The SPEAKER took the chair at half-past 
3 o'clock. 

QUESTIONS. 
lllr. BAILEY ccsked the Minister for :Mines
Are Chinese prohibited from mining for tin with 

miners' licenses or rights on Crown lantls which have 
been abandoned by }:uropeans for three years!-' 

The MINISTER FOR MINES (Hon. W. 
:\files) replied-

Chinese \Vho are not naturalised cannot become the 
holders of mining licen::.r-., and have therefore no legal 
right to mine for tin on an~· Crown lands, whether 
abandoned by J<;uropcltns for three years or othenvisc. 

:Mr. KORTON asked the Minister for Mines-
1. Ts it true, as stated in rrcss tRlegrarns, that }fr. 

Jack, the Government Geological SurYeyor, has gone 
direct from Gy;npie to 'l,ownsville? 

2. lYhcn will Jir .. Jack visit the Port Cm·tis and Rock
hampton districts to inspect and report upon deep 
sinking on goldtielcls in those districts~ 

The :\IIKISTER FOR MINES replied-
1. Yes; official matters requiring :Jir. Jack's presence 

in Townsville for a short time. 
2. As early as his other duties will permit, which will 

probably be in hvo or three weeks. 

Mr. SCOTT ccsked the Minister for \Vorks-
1. Is the contraetor for the railway between l~mcrald 

and Spl'in<·rsure makincr fair prorrre,.s with his \VOrk 
taking in EO consideration the ti~nc"' the contract wili 
expire~ 

2. lVhen ~,·ill the first section be opened for traffic? 

The ;\UNISTER l•'OR WORKS (Hon. W. 
JHiles) replied-

1. 'l'hc progTer;;s of the worl<s on the Springsnre Rail
w~ty i~ not of so sati~factory a .. charaeter as conltl be 
dcsirecl br the Govermnrnt. 

2. Therefore no date could be stated for opening any 
section of the line. 

Mr. BAILEY (in the absence of Mr. Smyth) 
asked the Minister for \Vorks-

-wh n tenders are likelv to be Cltllcd for the construc
tion of the railwav line Ir0m Brisbane to Cabooltnre r
abo, from Gymvie towa.rd~ Brisbane i' 

The MINISTER FOR WORKS replied
The Government hope to be in a position to call for 

tenders next month. 
A suryeyor is now engaged in' making additional 

trial surveys near Gympic ; and until the route is 
detinitely fixed and permanent surveys made, a da.tc 
cannot be fixed for inviting tenders. 

APPROPIUATION BILL Ko. 1, 1883-G. 
The SPJ:_\KER announced the receipt of cc 

message from His Excellency the Governor, 
iutimating tlmt the Hoynl assent had been given 
to the Appropriation Bill Ko. 1, 1885-ti. 
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"SEAT DECLARED VACANT. 
The SPEAKER said: I have to report to the 

l:fouse that by notice dated 27th day of ,July, 
Slt;ned by Alfred Down, Deputy Registrar of 
the ::lupreme Court, and publi~hed in the issue 
of the (Jneenoland Uuuemment Oazdte of 1st 
August insb"1t, it was publicly intim~tted that 
Thom:1s C'ampbell, one of the membe1·s for the 
eleetoml district of Cook, was on the sccicl 27th 
dc1,y of July :1djudged insolvent. I lmve also 
received a letter from Thomao C':1mpbell, one of 
the memberH for the elector:1l district of Cook 
resigning hi:-5 seat as a 1nember of the Lrghlati v~ 
Assembly .. This let.ter, I m:1y inform the House>, 
only came m to my hands five minutes ago. 

The Hox. Sm T. JVIciLWRAITH: When is 
it dated? 

The SPEAKER: 30th July, 1885. 

The PREi\IIER: Sir,~On a previous occasion 
when an hon. n1ernher was adjudged insolvent-in 
1880-a resignation was received by the Speaker, 
but subsequent to the date of notification of 
insolvency in the Gazette. On that occasion the 
pre8ent leader of the Oppo,ition, then leadinsrthe 
Government, thought it pmper to move that the 
oettt be declared vctcant bv reason of the insol
vency of the member, and that apJlears to me to 
be the proper course under the Jn·esent circum· 
~tance~~the resignation not having rencherl the 
::lpeaker :mtil >~fter the notification of im;olvency 
was pubhshed m the Gazette. I therefore move~ 

'l'ha.t the ~'eat of 'rhomas Cmnpbcll hath become and 
is now v~~eant, by reason of the insolYency of the ~aid 
Thomas Camp bell siuee his election and return to serve 
in thi~.; House a~ one of the membu·:-, for t.he electoral 
district of Cook. 

The Hox. Sm T. :'IIciLWRAITH: There is 
no doubt that that is the proper course. It 
rnight be wrong in smne caseH; but was :Nlr. 
Campbell insolvent before the 30th Jnly? 

The SP EAKEit : Ye.-;, 
The HoN. SmT. MciLWRAITH: Then there 

i:; no doubt that this is the proper course to ctdopt. 
Question put and passed. 

PERSONAL EXPLA2'1ATIOX 
.:Mr. STEVE~::lO~ said: ::\Ir. Speaker,--I 

w1sh to :;ay a few word:;, whiCh may perhaps be 
taken.ttB a pPrsonalexplanation, and if I uo beyond 
that I shall move the adjournment of the lr'ouse. 
I find that somP remarks I made Ltst week in 
reference to the Land Board have by some 
persons been corH.;trued into an attack on the 
members of the Land Board. The remark,; I 
nmde had to do with a remark which fell from 
the }fini8ter for Lands in re;;ard tn the board 
being ~ey~nd ·influence. I di8puted that point, 
:.tml SCl,Jd rt w"'s not beyond influence ; mrd I 
alluded to a c::u;e a:; being one in which influence 
had been brought to bear to the extent tlu"t 
the. board .had given a rlecision entirely at 
vanctnce wrth the report of the commi:;sioner 
the paid servant of the Government. Th:ct 
statement I do not intend to withclmw, bec,use 
! look upon it as pel'fectly true ; but how 
rt could have been construed into an attack 
on the board, or that I meant fol' one moment that 
improper influence was brought to bear on them, 
T cannot understand. I say now that in that case 
outside influence, by way of evidence, was 
brought to bear to the extent that the decision 
nf the board was entirely at V<"riance with the 
report of the paid officer of the Government. 
That cannot be denied, and I still say that such 
is the case ; lmt I deny that I made ctn attack 
on the Land Board. T say that the Land :Bnm·d 
were Yery properly influenced to gh·e the deci:-:ion 
they g~rve, a,ncl a, gre~ctt ':vrong wonld h:1ve been 
{lone ~o the 1e~~l~e.of the rnu in qne,.·;tion had they 
not :;r ven a decrswn utterly Clt 1·ariance with the 

report brought before them by the commissioner. 
I am satisfied that most people who heard 
me speak, however imperfectly I may have 
expresr,ed myself, never dreamed that I was 
nutking z.,n attack on the n1en1bers of the bmtrd ; 
and indeed nothing was further from my 
thoughts. I have known the members elf the 
board too long and too fa Ycmrably as honourable 
men, "md the la ~t thiug I should think of would 
be to make an attack on them. At the time the 
:Minister for Lands accnsed me of making· an 
attack on the board I denied it, and I deny it now. 
I have only to say that I express my utmost regret 
that my >·emarks were mctde in such a way as to 
admit of the slightest possibility of their being 
construed into an attack, or in any way casting 
reflections on the Land Board. 

MOTION FOB, ADJOURNMENT. 
Mr. HAMII .. TON said: Mr. Speaker,-I rise 

to move the adjournment of the House for the 
Jmrpose of drawing attention to a matter con
nected with the timber question. On the 24th July 
last, when that question was being discussed, it 
was clearly shown that the Maryborongh timber
getters were suffering frmn an unjust tax 
c:.used by the alteration of charges in the 
carriage of ti1nber, frmn carriage by Ineastuement 
to c:nriage by weight. It was shown that not 
only did the change result in increased charges 
for the carriage of timber at :Haryborongh and 
Bundaberg, but that they were the only two 
places in the colony where the charge was by 
weight. And Mr. Sheridan, the senior member 
for l\huyborough, subsequent to that debate, 
informed gentlemen connected with the l\Iary
borough trade that the Minister for \Vorks had 
promised him, directly after the debate on the 
subject, that the pre,ent method of charging 
by weight would be altered to that in use in 
every other part of the colony. But no altera
tion has been 1nade. I have seen connnunica
tions since that time from persons in 1\Iary
borough complaining that they are still suffering 
under the unjust charges; bnt I am perfectly 
certain that if the Minister for \Vorks promised 
}fr. Shericlan to make the alteration desired he 
will keep his word, and, as I think there must be 
some misunderstanding. I mention the matter 
now to bring it under the notice of the Minister 
for \Vorks. 

The MINISTER FOR WORKS stLid : Mr. 
Speaker,~Since the matter was brought under 
n1y notice laRt week instructions have been given 
to revert to the old practice of carrying timber 
by measurement on the lineo in question as well 
as on the other line8 of the colony. I believe 
the change was caused by the fact that disputes 
were constantly arh;ing betvveen the sawmill· 
owners of l\Iaryborough and Bundaberg and the 
rail way authorities as to the measurement of their 
timber; that was the cause of weigh·bridges being 
erected. It appears, however, that weighing in 
lieu of mea8nrement has added something to the 
price paid for freight, and, as I said before, 
instructions have been given in the 1neantin1e 
to revert to the same method of measurement 
as on other lineH. 

Mr. STEVENSON said: Mr. Speaker,~ 
Taldng advantage of the motion for adjournment, 
I beg to draw the Premier's attention again to 
the islanders returned by the s. s. "Victoria," 
and the account given by the special correspon· 
dent of the Brisuanc Cou1'ie1'. As far as I can 
see, if there is tn be any dependence placed on 
evidence, this is very independent evidence, and 
all the more reliable for that reason-~not like 
that given before the Commission, which was 
entirely got up for the occasion. T believe the 
whr)lC of thee vidcnce given before the CounuisKion 
was bbe, and that we lmve CLllother ,;om·ce more 
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likely to get true evidence from than could be 
g;ot by the Commi,sion. It is pointed out by 
the. special corre,pondent that the whole of the 
boys understood their agreements perfectly well, 
and knew that they were engaged for three years. 
There is one part of this article which I should 
like to read. After this boy had told him several 
things on his own account, the special corres
pondent goes on to say:-

"I told him he '''as close to his island and he ·would 
be landeU there in the morning whether he spoke the 
truth or he told me a lie, for that would make no 
difference 110w. He had seen the other bOYS landed 
and had nothing to be afraid of. I asked l1im if he 
remembered the labour schooner coming to hh place, 
and he replied that he did. I then asked him llmY long 
the captain had t.old him he 'vould have to stay in 
Queensland. He replied three years ; and in answer to 
~L further question said he understood hmv long that 
meant. On asking him hmv many moons there 'vcrc in 
a ymtr, he said, "All the same yam," and held np all 
his lingers. I next asked ho'v it -was, if he had been 
engaged for three years, he told the Commii"-~ioners 
that he had only been engaged for three mont,h::;, 
and he said that Cago, the missionary boy (one of 
the interpreters), had gone among them on the 
plantation and told the boys that they were to 
say three months, and that then they would all be sent 
back to their islands w·ith plenty of trart.e. lie also tolclme, 
in reply to tlucstioils, that the other boys from his island 
understood well that they were to go for three years, 
and mentioned especially Cockroach and Dixon, who 
can both speal{ l~nglish. 'l'his boy had a fair knowledge 
of English before the schooner came to his island, and 
said he had been engaged in the bflche-de-mer fishery 
and had been to Cooktown. '£he above, though di vt·~ted 
of its pig-eon-English and made intelligiblP, is a true 
and faHhful report of the brief conversation I held 
with Sandfiy. who had no motive to tell me anything 
that was untrne. I snbse(1uently, in company with 
another representntivc of the Press, spoke to two or 
three other boYs, 'vho each had the same talc of mis
sionn.ry bo~·s coining- among: them and instructing or 
advising them what to say." 

There is also a letter in this morning's Courie1·, 
from Mr. Cowley, in reference to the matter, cor
roborating what the special corre.>pondent of the 
Cmt1'ie~· says. In the face of all this, the sooner 
we hear something from the Premier and have 
the reports he spoke of the other day the better 
it will be for all concerned. 

The PRB~MIER said: Mr. Speaker, -The 
hon. gentleman may be said to be a victim to 
hasty generalisation. The Commission exam
ined 500 witnesses, made a careful investigation 
into each case, and weighed all the evidence. In 
the case of the particnlar boy Sandfly, they 
he.<trd two versions given by him and they came 
to the conclusion that the second version he 
gave was the true one. I myself believe it was. 
That is a matter of opinion. They were the 
best judges; they saw the demeanour of the 
witnesses and they saw what they reported they 
saw-that when the boy was giving evidence 
for the first time signs were being rnade to 
him from outside, and while other boys werg 
giving evidence he was making signs t"o them. 
They had all these things before them, and came 
to the conclusion that the second version gi \'en 
by this boy was the true one. It appears now 
that this same person, somewhere ne11r New 
Guinea. made a statement to the reporter of the 
Cow·ie1" consistent with his first statement, 
whereupon the hon. member infers that all the 
evidence given before the Commission was fabe 
and got up for a purpose. Surely the hon. 
member must see the absurditv of drawing such 
an inference from snch prPn1ises ! One man 
made three different statements, therefore 
the hon. member infers that the evidence 
of 500 boys was not reliable. \V ell, I do not 
draw that inference. It is, of course, n matter 
of opinion, but I agree with the conclusion come 
to by the Commissioners, and think the sectmd 
version given by this boy was the true one. 

Mr. STEVENSON: He twice made the state
ment I have read just now. 

The PRK"-IIER : I dare say he did ; and he 
may have made the other statement three times ; 
but I do not place any reliance upon his state
ments. The Commissioners were the best judges 
of the facts, and they came to the conclusion 
that his second statement was correct ; and I 
agree with them. In questions of this kind, 
where we have not an opportunity of examining 
the witnesses ourselves, and dra,ving our own 
conclusions, we must make the best of the mate
rials we have upon which to form a conclusion. 
In this case, com1'etent persons were appointed 
as commissioners, to take evidence and report. 
They have done so, and I believe their con
clusions are well founded. This particular boy, 
to whom the hon. member has referred, may or 
lllay not have lied, and the particular occasion 
upon which he lied does not matter very much. 
The Commissioners state that they did not place 
any reliance upon his evidence, nor is their 
report based upon the evidence he gave. I do 
not think there i5 anything in the attack of the 
Courie;· except that I consider it an unfair 
attack upon gentlemen who only did their duty. 

The HoN. SIR T. JHoiLWRAITH: May I 
ask the Premier when the report of the Commis
sioners will be placed upon the table of the 
House? 

'rhe PREMIER : I cannot say whether it 
will be placed on the table to-morrow, but I 
know that the greater part of it was in print on 
Saturday, though there were still some papers 
not printed. 

The HoN. Sm T. MciLWHAITH said: The 
Prernier has rnade a great mistake in going into 
details before he gave us the information we 
have asked for. I myself announ•,ed that I 
would refrain from entering upon a discussion 
on this matter until we got that information 
and until I was in a position to do so. I 
think the hon. gentleman has gone a long way 
out of his way to answer the hon. member for 
Norman by, and I can tell him that the debate 
will take a very much wider view of the matter 
than the contention that because one witness is 
discredited therefore the 500 examined should 
also be tli,;credited. The debate will take a very 
much wider basis than that. 'rhe fact is, the 
hon. member has tried to snatch ''.small victory 
by answering some of the comments of the hon. 
member for N orrnanby befor<' the House is in 
poHession of the information asked for. 

The PREMIER: The hon. member has mis
understood me. I did not refer to any ptpers 
not on the table of the House. \Vhat I referred 
to was the evidence and report of the Commi;;
sioners which was laid upon the table on the 
first sitting day of the House. 

The HoN. SIR T. JVIciL WRAITH : May I 
ask what reports will he laid on the table? The 
hon. member did not answer my question the 
other day. \Vhat information are we waiting 
for now? 

The PREMIEH : The reports being printed 
are the report of Mr. Chester and that of the 
surgeon of the ship. 

Mr. MOREHEAD : .May I ask the hrm. 
gentleman if those are the only rep•Jrts he is 
going to lay on the table? 

The PRE:iYIIER : Not if I get any more. 
Mr. MOREHEAD: The hnn. member says, 

''Not if I get any more. " Does that mean to say 
if any more are volunteered that we shall get 
them? 

The PR E:iHER : Those are all I can call for. 
Mr. MOIU;HJ~AD : All you can afford to ask 

for? 
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The PREMIER : No ; thoRe are all I can call 
for. 

Mr. l\IOREH:EAD: I suppo,;ed the hon. 
men1ber\Yas speaking the truth a.nd sc.tid, "Thm;e 
are all I can afford to ask for." \V e cannot 
expect much if tho,;e are to be the only reports 
put upon the table of the House-the report' of 
two n1en who are, so to speak, upon their trial
after the ~harges made outside the House about 
the management of that expedition. The House 
should get something more, and I hope the 
hon. gentleman will see his way to get a re
port from Captain \Vaun and o,]so reports from 
the representatives of the Courie1' and the Sydney 
"1fo1'nin[t Hcmld, though their reports do not 
appear to go square with the hon. gentlernan's 
opinion. \V e shouhl have a full report of the 
proceedings, from the initiation of the expedition 
to the landing of the islanders. I have no desire 
to precipitate the debate upon this matter, which 
will be fully discussed hereafter, and I will 
therefore refrain from making any more remarks 
at present ; but I trust th" Govemrnent will 
afford the earliest opportunity for discussing the 
question in its entirety. 

The HoN. Sru T. M:ciLWRAITH: The 
Premier will no doubt remember that he inti
mated to the House that Mr. Chester was 
instructed to put himself under Mr. Rornilly ; 
and I hope that something more will be put 
upon the table than the two reports the hon. 
gentleman has mentioned. 

The P lU~MIER : Of course, all the instruc
tions given will be supplied. 

The Hox. Sm T. :MciLWHAITH: Yes, 
but in addition to them we wa,nt more than that. 
The Queembnd Government representative was 
supposed to be under the orders of IHr. llomilly, 
and we ought undoubtedly to have a report from 
Jlilr. Romilly, otherwi,e he should not have been 
appointed to do work for the Queensland Govern
ment. vVe expect something from l\Ir. Romilly, 
in whatever w.ty the Government obtain it. 
That is their business. 

Question-That this House do now adjourn
put and negatived. 

l\IARSUPIALS DESTRL'CTION ACT 
CONTIN"GATION BILL- THIRD 
READING. 

On the motion of the PREMIER, this Bill 
was read a third time, passed, and ordered to be 
transmitted to the Legislative Council for their 
concurrence, by message in the usual form. 

ClWWN LANDS ACT OI<' 1884 AMEND
l\LENT BILL-THIHD IU~ADING. 

On this Order of the Day being· called on, 
The PUKMIIUt, in moving that it be po,'·t

poned until the following day, said: I may state 
that the reason of this motion is that, on con
sidenttion of the chluse relating to homesteads, 
it appears that there is still an ambiguity which 
may be conveniently removed, and it is desir:~ble 
that hon. members should see the amendment in 
print. It will be circulated to-morrow. 

The HoN. SIR T. l\IciL WRAITH said : Mr. 
Speaker,-Let me congratulate the Government 
on having cmne at last to a right consideration of 
the position of the homestead selector in this 
colony. The hon. member says he is deferring 
thh in order that he may frame an amendment 
to get rid of some ambiguity. If I o,m rightly 
informed, that amendment is to give the home
stead selector his old right under the Act 
of 1868. So far from that being a correction of 
an oversight, the hon. the Premier, the J\lini,ter 
for Lands, and the :Minister for \Vorb; pro
tested in the stoutest \nty, last yettr, ttgainst the 

selector being given such a privilege. There 
was a long debate, :tnd the Minister for Lands 
insisted on giving the homestead selector not lGO 
acres, but just so much as the :\Iinister chose to 
instruct the surveyor to put in the block. That 
was how it was left last year; there was no over
sight. 

i\lr. :!VIOREH.EAD said: Mr. Speaker,-! 
regret to see that there appears to be. no J\1inister 
on the other side except the Prenner. If the 
Minister for Lands has given up the Bill he 
should give up his billet too. I think it is only 
due to us in this House, after we have seen the 
Minister for Lands' fttntastic efforts at legisla
tion, tlmt we ohould have seen him eat humble 
pie. I am bitterly dbappointed that he should 
do it 1v an agent, and still more disappointed 
that tl;o,t ager;t should be the Premier. 

Mr. BAILEY said: Mr. Speaker,-! will take 
advantage of this motion to ask the Minister for 
\Vorks if a sati;factory arrangement has been 
come to by him with the timber-getters? 

The SPEAKER : The hon. member must 
confine himself to the question of the postpone
ment of this Order of the Day. 

Question put and passed. 

RABBIT BILL-SECOND READING. 
The MI="ISTJ<;R FOit LANDS said: This 

is a Bill to pro vide against a danger not yet 
existing within our boundaries. \Ye have a 
Rabbit Act, but it is practically inoperative, as 
it has never been administered in such a way as 
to provide the safeguards it was intended to secure. 
No douht it is a matter of surprise to many that we 
have not yet had this pest in our colony, for many 
attempt>< have been made to introduce it. The 
mbbits have been kept without let or hindrance 
all over the colony, and many have been let loose. 
This Bill is to prevent the pos~ibility of any mis
chief arising from this source in the future. It 
is very short, and I think its provisions will be 
snfficiently effective if they are promptly acted 
upon. I beg to move the second reading of the 
Bill. 

The HoN. Sm T. :MolL WRAITH said : Mr. 
Speaker,--I was very much astonished to oee 
this Bill introduced into the other Chamber, 
and I am still more astonished to hear it intro
duced here by such r. speech as we have just 
he:trd. Ha• the hon. member considered what 
the danger is that threatens the colony of 
(lueensland from this pest, and does he think 
this Bill touches it in the slightest degree ? 
The Act in force at pre,ent provides very 
much what this provides. The danger does 
not aris'' from tame rabbits being brought 
into the colony ; it arises from the spreading 
millions in the other colonies, and to attack that 
danger requires very different }H'OVi~ions frmn 
those in thi,; Bill. It requirestlmt money should 
be provided; and a Bill should have been intro
duced dealing with the evil as one to be radically 
extenuinated. Thio Bill provides that tame 
rabbits are not to be introduced. That was 
provided against sufficiently by the present 
Act, which prohibits the keeping of mbbits 
except in such a manner that they cannot get 
away. It givesusleaveto destroy straying rabbits. 
In our pre5ent temper we would destroy them 
without an Act of Parliament. Then another 
clause rnakes turning rahbits loose an offence 
against the provisions of the Bill, and the suc
ceeding clause describes the persons who are 
authorised to destroy rabbits. A subsequent 
provision specifies the penalties for offences 
again~t the Bill. The measure does not come 
near the evil which is threatening the colony. 
The Government, as the landlord of the colony, 
ought to rnnke provision again~t the danger that is 
th~eatening our estate-against the rabbits which 
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are comint( up in millions-and they can only 
make that provision in one way : by keeping 
the rabbits out by phy:;ieal means, which means 
will cost money. \Vhat i:; the use of discussing 
n Bill of this ,~ort? If we legislate about tame 
mbbit,;, that will not prevent mbbits coming 
fron1 the other colonit1 k and cro8sing the bonhr 
in millions. There are, l am told, three or four 
ishtnds on the coast where mbbits have been 
spreading to an extraordinary extent. It i:; 
qnite pos:::;ible that :1 person, for ruiHchief, n1ight 
carry some of those rabbits across to the main
land. Thi,; Bill does not touch a case like that, 
except in a very circuitow-: way perhap~. X o p1·ovi
si on is made to prevent those rabbits crossing their 
island boundary to the mainland. The objection 
to this Bill is that it should have be0n introdueed 
in this House, because it should provide fur the 
appropriation of money for the purpose of pre
venting the rabbits coming into the colony. 
Unless that is done the Bill might as well be 
thrown into the wastc-pa,per basket. 

The PRB~MIER FLtid: Mr. Speaker,-Of 
course no one suppose' that this Bill will be 
a compl?te measure for dealing with the rabbit 
<luestion. Xo one can suppose that. Kor do I 
suppose that anybody thinks it is, but it is 
a~ 1nnch a,~ this Hou8•: can do in the 
way of legislation at the present time. \Vhat 
el~e is vvanted is adrninistratinn or rather legb
lation in another sense by granting nwney. 
That is a matter of which the Government are 
perfectly aware. 'rhe Government have for 
smne tinu'. past been rnaking careful in()niry as 
to the progress of rabbits in ::\" ew South \Vales, 
and during- the last few weeks they have received 
various information. T received information 
yesterday or the day before in respect to one 
route by which they are expected to come
between the Paroo and the Dttrling- showing 
that thev are very much further from our border 
than is 'generally understood, the neare.<t place 
where they are being a station called Dnnlop, 
about 100 miles from Queensland ; and not 
more than twelve rabbits have been seen thm·e 
altogether. They have also been •,een a little 
north of Cobar, which is eighty miles sonth 
of Hourke. l\Ir. Davy, who is at present eln
ployecl by this Government in searching through 
that country, and seeing exactly where the rabbits 
are and the cou~se they are going, bas written a 
letter, which I received thi" morning, stating 
that they have jtmt passed Cobar, which is 
the extreme north-western limit of their 
progress. Another route by which it is said 
we may anticivate immediate danger i,; by 
the Bnlloo and Cooper's Creek. So far a,; 
I have :;~scertainetL the raiJbits are not any 
wht~re ne:tr Coopc:r\.; Creek, in South Aus
tralia-not within Hmne hundred:; of 1uilos. 
The~e are 1natters t<•) which the Govenunent have 
atltlreo,;ed themsel ve,;, tmd they will be pt'e!Jared 
at an early elate to a:;k for the appropriation 
of as nnwh n1oney as n1ay be necessa.ry 
for the purpooe of doing all that is re
'luired. In the meantime, there are rabbits 
in the colony, and while they are het'e we 
ought to have power to clestroy them. Sup
pose rabbits are discovered suddenly over our 
border, they should be destroyed. Then how is 
that to be done? In K ew South \Valec; the;~ have 
a complicated sy:;tem of requiring· the local 
authorities in some places to destroy the rabbits 
in tbeir districts; and in other colouie::; pa:-:;tora.l 
tenants are required to destt'oy any rabbits fonnd 
on their own property. Suppo~:~e we make a law 
here, cornpelling the prt:storHJ tenant to destroy 
rabbits, and he dOf'•· not, what then? You ca;1 
J>Uni.sh billl, l>nt tlmt will not prewnt the rahLits 
~preading in the colony. Tl1e only effectual way 
of denling with ralJbib·,, when they cmne into the 
culu11y in :::.nuall nu!uben~, i~ tu 111akt' pru\ i;-:;iun ful' 

the Government to destroy them. On considera
tion it has apveared to the Government thnt it 
would be premature to introduce a scheme 
requiring the pastoral tenants or local authorities 
to kill the rabhits. Therefore, it is proposed 
at pre,ent to g·ivc the tiovermnent absolute 
authority to kill every rabbit coming into the 
colony, and to P"Y any person authorised by 
them for that purpose. K o provision is made in 
this measure with reference to the expenses that 
may be incurred. IV e have left that question 
for further consideration. \Ve are certainly not 
in a position to say that, in the event of rabbits 
appearing on any rnrt of a run, the expense of 
killing them should be borne by the owner of the 
station, or by the divisional board for that dis
trict, or by the pastoral tenants in that district. 
That would be a very unfttir thing· to do at the 
pre:::ent ti1ne. 

The Ho;-;. Sm. T. JliiciLWHAITH : Or at any 
other time. 

The PREMIER: At the prec<ent time it would 
certainly not be a fair thing to do, although that 
system has been adopted iu some of the other colo
nies. Having considered the schemes which we 
found in force in the other colonies, and having re
jected those schemes, the Government came to the 
only possible alternative, which was that full power 
should be given to the GoYernment to destroy 
rabbits. The Government eannot, of course, 
exercise such a power without an expenditure 
of money, and Parliament will be asked to 
sanction the necessary expenditure when the 
occasion arises. 1 have pointed out why, at the 
present time, the elaborate schemes for the des
truction of rabbits in force in the other colonies 
would Le inapplicable. At the same time some 
legislation is necessrtry, and the Hou~e is there
fore asked to gi v8 the Government the authority 
conferred by the 5th section, which is the prin
cipal one in the Bill. It is as follows:-

"The Governor in Council may authorise any bailiff 
or ranger of Crown lands, or any other lJerson. to enter 
uvon any laud in the 0ecnvation of any pcr~on rmd 
to Llt -.troy any rabbits found thereon. And any person 
so antbori:"ed may cntt'l' upon any land, and may take 
:m eh means as appear to him most expE'dient, and ax arc 
approyed hy the l\lini::;:ter, for the destruction of all 
rabbits found thercon. 

"Any pen,on obstructing, resisting, or hindering any 
pen;on ~o authorised in the pro~ecution of his work of 
d<-'struction shall be guilty of an offence against thi:-5 
A et."" 

That io really the most important part of the 
Bill, because it confers upon the Government 
powers that they have not now-namely, to clo 
anything that may be necessary in an emergency ; 
"nd the House will be asked to supplement this 
by votillg the money required. Hut to keep 
rabhit,; out l>y mechanical means, which I, ft>r 
one, am disposed to believe is the only effcctnal 
vvay a~ we are situated now, i~ a 1natter for 
which the sanction of Parliament m uRt be asked 
in another form, as it is proposed to do. 
Tbat is a matter that cannot be dealt with by a 
Bill. What is required for that is to ttnthori"e 
the G-overnrnent to c xpend tts n1uch rnoney at:i 
rnay be nece~sary f(JI' fencing, or such otber 
means as may be considered de,irable fm the 
purpose. Hon. members may retit nssured that 
the Government are giving the rnatter every 
consideration. They are getting a great deal of 
inforrnation npon it, and that iti nece~:-;ary, 
because, supposing it was considered that the 
proper course to adopt was to erect a fence 
betw~en the rabbit-infested country and that 
which is free, we should not think of beginning 
that fence at J?oint Danger, and running it 
westward from there, as tbat wonl<1 be a, waste of 
money. \Ve want to know where is the proper 
1 •lacu to bP,~·in, ~LlHl tl1at if:l a point (111 whieh 
we ha\ G nut yet ~ut infunrmtiun, but we ohall 
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have it, I hope, in ample time to allow the 
Govern1nent, during the preHent se~sion, to 
ask for the power neCt" oary for the Jmrpude. 
It has been sugge.,ted in New South \Vales to 
erect rabbit-proof fences there, to separate the 
infested parts of the colony from the nninfested; 
but I do not know how long it "ill take them tu 
make up their minds on the subject. or whether 
we shall be able to work with them in it. I am 
disposed to think that it ould be better to rely 
upon our own resources. But with tlutt matter, 
'" I have pointetl out, Lhis Bill does not profess 
to deal, except in as far as it is capteble of being 
de>elt with immedi>etely. \Ve >ere making it 
unlawfnl for >eny man to have rabbits in his 
possession, and we are giving authority to enter 
upon any premises and kill them. That is all 
we P::m do. 'Ne cannot do anything· with the 
mbbits out;ide the colony except to take steps to 
keep them out ; anrl that we propose to do. 

Mr. MOREHEAD : In what wtey? 
The PRE:VIIER: Parliament will be asked, 

in a short tilne, in the ordinnry way, to sanction 
the necessary expenditure of money ; and in the 
tnea.ntime we are getting infonnation a"j to where 
it should be expended. I hope thltt in the course 
of probably two or three weeb we sh,tll he in 
possession of all the facts beal"ing on the subj~ct, 
when the House will be ae.kerl to take steps with 
regard to it. Until then this Bill will form " 
very nmteri>el step of protection to the colony. 

Mr. STEVENS said: Mr. Speaker,-I mu:-;t 
confess that when I fir.st saw this Bill I was 
rather disappointed with it. I thought tiL<tt some 
scheme would have been laid down in it bv which 
we could have kept the rabbit:-; ont of the"colony. 
But since the explanation ju't given by the 
Premier I feel very gn. atly relieved, and that 
will no doubt be the case with many other hon. 
members. It is now universally >edmittecl that 
the only way to deal with the rabbits is to fence 
them out, as we >ere ;ituated; in the other 
colonies they are fencing them in. I under.stand, 
from whnt has fallen from the Premier, that a 
certain sun1 uf uwncy, sufficient in the estin1ation 
of the Government to fence in a large portion of 
our ;outhern boundary, will be placed on the 
Estimates. Am I right in so understanding him? 

The PREJ\IIER: Hear, hear! 

Mr. STEVEXS: I do not think a.nything 
more can be expected from the U oYermncnt at 
the present time. A short time ago, many 
hrm. members and the public geuerally of 
Queensland were rather inclined to laugh at 
the rrmtter, >enrl it was ,;aid that many years 
would elapse before this colony woulrl be 
invaded by rabbits. But the reports from those 
persons sent out by the Government show th,,t 
the rabbits have, ;ince this time htst year, come 
somewhat over 100 miles ne>erer our border. 
The bad season kept them in check to a con
siderable extent, but the recent rains will help 
them forward more rapidly th>en heretofore. 
There is one peculiarity with regard to rabbits 
of which hrm. members may not be aw>ere, and 
that is that the doe, in breeding, gets as fat· awtty 
as she can from the reilt of the rabbits to bring 
forth her young, for the reltson tlmt the buck 
destroys them whenever he can find them. 'rhat 
habit on the part of the doe naturally impels the 
whole of the rabbits to move forward and cover 
an ever widening tract of country. I quoted 
statistics last year showing that New ;.';mcland 
had up to that time lost considem.bly over 
£7,000,000 by the rabbits, and that in 
1883 the loss amounted to £1,700,000. Sinee 
then their losses lm ve amounted to nearly 
£10,000,000. 2\Iany hunLh·eds of thousttmls of 
pnnnds have n,l:-;o lJccn lo:::;t in Victoria, :::ionth 
Australia, and .New South \Vale:;, nut only in 

grass and crops, but in money actu>elly expended 
in attempting to deal with them. Our only wise 
course is to keep the rabbit,; out of (.lneenslaud, 
and it is tedmitted by experts in the other 
colonies that the only way to do that is to fence 
them out. I neerl 1wt now go into the variou; 
schemes that ha\ e been brought forward, but I 
may say that the general idea seems to be that 
a double fence should be erected, as soon as 
possible, for abuut 200 miles along the Queens
land border. That will probably cost £40,000, 
but it is "mere flea-bite to what we shall lose 
unless immediate steps are taken to keep the 
rabbits out of the colony. 

::\fr. ::\10RJ<:HEAD said: Mr. Speaker,-I 
think it is to be regretter!, considering what 
has happened in the House to-night, that the 
:Minister for Land;, who has charge of this Bill, 
did not give us in his speech an explanation 
with regard to this very se1·ious question, instead 
of leaving it to the Premier to do so. \Vhat we 
had from the lVIinister for Lands was a bald re"ume 
of the Bill, and he made no attelllpt to dmcl with 
this most important question-a quc.,tion which 
was mentioned in these momentous words in the 
Speech from the Throne with which this session 
wns opened :-

"The danger thrcat.euing the colony of aJl inv:Jsion 
of rabbits has attracted the anxious attention of my 
Ministers. You 'vill be immediately asked to deal 'vit.h 
this snbjeet." 
The way in which we were immediately asked to 
deal with the subject was to kill a few rabbits 
that might be in captivity. It may have been 
necessary to give the Postmaster-General weak 
food, as his digAstion tnight not be strong 
in leading a Chamber to which he was 
unaccu:-;;ton1ed, but it is very dangerous for 
that gentleman or anyone else to imagine that 
the rabbit questinn is not one of SU)Jreme im
portance to the colony. Those interested in the 
welfare of the colony were naturally alarmed 
\V hen they saw that thiH n1easure was, so far as 
one could judge, the sole way in which the 
Government intended to deal with this most 
serious trouble that is impending. \Ve have 
heard from the Premier that he intends to 
take certain action, although that is not so 
cert>ein as I could wish it to be. I should 
like to hear from him in wh>et manner he 
is prepared to deal with the rabbit question in 
the direction of fencing--whether he will put a 
sum on the Estimates for immediate action to 
plTYent this invasion which, if permitted, will 
work the s~tme ruin here as it has done in the 
southern colonies. Perhaps the hon. gentleman 
may think we are hypercritical, but when we con
sider the way in which the present Government 
have dallied with this ;ubject I think he will 
not altogether blame us for trying to tie him 
duwn to a particular policy with regard to it. 
It will be in the memory of every hon. member 
that the first step takgn by the Government was 
to send ont Mr. Golden to revort on this evil. 
All credit is due to the hon. member for Logan, 
who first called the attention of the House to 
it, and when the matter was tlms to a certain 
extent brought home to the Government they 
sent out l\lr. Golden to report; and, sir, his 
report is the laughing--stock of this House and 
of the colonies. He could not find any 
rabbit,;, and therefore there were no rabbits. 
That is practically the conclusion he arrived 
at ; and the money expended in 1\Ir. Golden·s 
trip was wasted, or worse than waster!, because 
it lulled many people who dirl not know the great 
danger th>et actually existed into the peaceful 
belief that the danger had been grossly exag
~·eraterl. In th>et belief the Uovernment 
rested r1uietly aml peacefully aloo, until they 
were inducetl l1y the :tetion of 1lr. Tyson 
and some others tu send out the 0entlelll:.tll 
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whose report the Premier has alluded to 
this afternoon-that is ~lr. Davey-who it 
appears ha::; now al'rived at a certain voint 
and will be able approximately to define 
the po';ition that the rabbit has taken up 
in regttrd to the Queensland boundary. I hope, 
sir, that the Premier will not lose one day in 
taking such steps as will save the colony from 
this fearful <li::ttster which appears to be 
irnminent~a diRaHter in connection \vith \vhich a 
small amount of money expended now will pre
vent the necessity for the expenditure of enor
nwus sun1x in the future, besidP'" great loss to the 
colony. I hope that he is fully impressed with 
the importance of the question, and that he will 
tell us before the d~bate closes that he will put 
a sum of money on the }:stimates. 

The PHEMIER : I said so. 
Mr. MORKHEAD: A sum that will be 

sufficient. If the hon. gentleman would indicate 
the extent of fencing that is to be erected, and 
what the cost is likely to be, it would be all the 
pleasanter for the House. 

The PHEMIER: It will be quite sufficient. 
Mr. MOREHEAD: I am satisfied with the 

hon. gentle_tnan's as::;urance ; and I only regret 
that the Minister for Lands dirl nc>t deal with 
the question in the S;tme way that the Premier 
has done. If he had done so I am certr<in that 
the discussion would be much shorter. 

Mr. NOR'l'ON said: Mr. Spe<Lker,-I hope, sir, 
that the Government will not think that because 
it has been reported that there have been only a 
<luzen rabbits seen on one run they are not in 
that part of the country in considerable num
bers, and that there is no purticular danger of 
them increasing rather suddenly. I would poiut 
out that in lYir. Golden's report-which I do not 
think anyone can doubt so far tts that gentle
man's experience went-he savs that on seve
ral stations a few rabbits hac! been seen--in 
smne cases a dozen, in othertl six or Beven; 
and the inference which might be formed from 
that is, that they are not spreading so rapidly as 
they were expected or as it was stated they did. 
But since that time we have evidence that a 
dozen or more have appeared miles and mile' 
further east than they were then seen, and that 
is evidence which we dare not overlook-that 
nuthwithstanding the fact that only a few were 
seen twelve months ago in a certain part of the 
country, they have advanced forty m· fifty 
miles in that time. I must say that when 
I saw the Bill I was very much surprised at 
its meagreness; but I believe from what has 
fallen from the Premier to-day that the Gov
ermnent do intend to take stevs this se,sion to 
allay the fears entertained by many people with 
respect to the pest. "\.t the same time I would 
point out that, so far as the rabbits about Bris
bane are concerned, I do not think it is a matter 
of much importance, simply from the fact that 
there have been rabbits along the coa~t of 
Queensland ever since it has been Clueenslaml, 
and they have not increased to any extent and 
are harmless things. I may mention that, on 
a station next my own, rabbits were actna.!ly 
brought there sorne years ago for the ptn·pose of 
being turned out on the rnn. }1~or about eighteen 
months or two years they increased pretty 
steadily, hut afterwards decreased and eventu
ally disappeared. They were not the wild 
rabbits which have created so much devasta
tion in the southern colonies; they were a 
description which do not take kindly to the 
hush, and certainly as quickly as they increase 
they disappear. 1-'or that reason l think the 
Bill, HO far a;:; placeH about Bri~lmne are COll

ceruml, iK very nnin1portant. I believe, ho\V
evcr, that the Go\·ermnent .should have power to 

authorise any person to kill rabbits anywhere ; 
and for my own vart I hove they will take steps 
to prevent the evil, because I know that many 
people entertain the fear that they are anxwus 
to put it off until the rabbits are so close that it 
will he doubtful whether they can be kept out at 
all. 

Mr. SHERIDAN' said: :Mr. Speaker,-Ideem 
it my duty to my a few words on the 
rabbit questinn, which is one that I am very 
intimately acrptainted with. Indeed, I remember, 
sir, that when I came to Australia there were 
rabbitt< on the :B'ive Islands, off \Voollongong or 
Illawarra, and I am credibly informed thltt 
there are persons living in the neighbourhood now 
who remember rabbits being there ; they hlwe 
tell disaprwnred. I am well aware that in 
Queensland, in lSGS, rabbits were imported from 
Yictoria 11nd placed on \Voody Island in Wide 
Bay. They increased pretty rapidly for 
a whilf~, but now it is very diffic•1lt to see 
a rabbit there. They are decreasing, for 
sollle reason or the other, rather suddenly. I 
myself have taken rabbits from \Voody Island 
and turned them out on Eraser's Island near 
Inskip Point, and they have disappeared. Rab
bits lmve been turned ont on the Northumber
land Islands, on Percy Islands, at Kilkivan by 
the late Mr, McTaggart, at Tingalpa by the 
Hon. \Villiam Henry \Valsh, and, as jJointed 
out by the hon. m em her for Port Curtis, in his 
neighbourhood, and I am perfectly satisfied that 
they have not increased or multiplied. In fact, 
it seems to me that the coast climate of ~2ueens
laml does not agree with rabbits. I do not make 
use of the~e ren1arks, sir, with any wit-:h or 
notion that the nece9Sary measures should not 
be taken to prevent the rabbits from invading 
queensland. It seems that in the interior they 
ha Ye increased very rapidly, and spread over the 
country in an extraordinary 1nanner, and sorne 
stel'; are nece8sary to prevent them from getting 
into the colony; but I merely point out that, 
from my experience, rabbits will not increa·l<J in 
the coast districts. In 1868, I believe, the Vic
torian people were quite proud of their rabbits. 
In fact, l was invited to Barwon Park to shoot 
rabbits becnnse they were a great rarity, but 
nnfortuna,tely they have become a great scourge. 

1\lr. :MAC:B'ARLAN'E said: Mr. Speaker,-I 
almost feel inclined to put in a word for ''bunny." 
This Dill seems to be levelled at ta,me rabbits in 
the possession of the little boys of the colony, 
and it nutkes no provision a.t all for paying con1-
pemlation to those little boys. I am not in favour 
of cornpensation, rrlind vou ; I only wish to 
draw the attention of the llouse to the fact that 
therei,;nosuch provision. I may here refer to what 
took place in the Pine Mountain district in ltlu3. 
:,t that time a number of rabbits-about a dozen 
or twenty-were let loose there, and they luwe 
never been heard of since. It seems that rabbits do 
not propagate in that district, or are killed down. 
\V e are actually legislating for a thing which 
does not exist. According to the best informa
tion we can get, the rabbits are lOO miles 
from our borders, and therefore we are legis
lating for a thing which does not exist within the 
bounds of the colouy. I shall be very glad to 
1cssist in passing a Bill through this House that 
will apply to wild mbbits, which are very 
destructive, as we know from returns from New 
South \V ales and Victoria, where they have 
done a grp,a,t a1nount of da1nage ; and the only 
way to get rid of them is to entirely exter
minate them. \Vith reference to tame mbbits, I 
do not see that they wili do any hal'ln to the 
country; and the htw at ]'resent on the Statute
book, pa~~sed some two or three ~·eal'::; ago, }Jro
hibiting otnyone from 1dlowing these rabbits to g-o 
looo;e, appears tu me to answer >;11 the purpuses 
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of this Bill at the present time. \Ve can rely 
upon the present Act with reference to tame 
rabbits, and pass some better mPasnre for the 
purpose of exterminating any wild mbbits. I 
do not think this Bill will do much good. 

Question~'rhat the Bill be now read a second 
time~put and passed. 

On the motion of the :HIXIRTER FOR 
LANDS, the committal of the Bill wa.s made 
an Order of the Day for to-morrow. 

ELECTION'S BILI,~COMJYIITTEE. 
On the motion of the PREMIER, the Spee~ker 

left the chair, and the House went into Com
mittee to consider this Bill in detail. 

Preamble postponed. 
Clmmes 1 and 2~" Divisions of Act" and 

"Short title" -passed as printed. 
On clause 3-
'"l'his Act shall date from the 1st December, 18>;3"
The HoN. Sm T. MciL\VllAITH a.ske<l if 

that wets the earliest date at which it could come 
into operation ? 

The PREMIER sairl the sooner the Bill 
came into operation the better. From the begin
ning of August till the end of November opera
tio_ns. would be continually going on under the 
ex1.stmg Act, and the Government did not intend 
to change the mode while those oper:-.tions were 
going on. Therefore, that seemed to be the 
earliest date they could fix. 

Clause put and passed. 
Chtuse 4 ~"Repeal schedule"~ passed as 

printed. 
On clause ii-" Interpretation clause"~ 

The HoN. Sm T. MaiL WRAITH said that 
the hon. member for Bowen had given notice of 
se1·eral amendments in the Bill that he intended 
to propose. One of them came in the clause 
before the Committee; but it was not of very 
great importance, and he did not think it 
advisable to lead to a discussion upon the 
principle which underlaid the whole of those 
amendments on the present occasion. The object 
of the bon. gentleman was to substitute a judge 
of the Supreme Court in place of the Elections 
and Qualifications Committee. He would not 
raise the question now, became the clause was 
not of sufficient importance to justify a debate. 
He hoped the hon. gentleman would 'be pre,,ent 
in time to move his amendments. 

Clause put and passed. 

On cbuse 6~" Qualifications of electors"~ 
The HoN. Sm T. MaiL WRAITH said he had 

not compared the clause with the Elections Act 
of 1874, but he wished to know whether the 
qualifications were the same as in the existing 
Act or whether any change had been made. 

The PRE~1IER said the only change was that, 
while the Elections Act cf Ui74 was passed on 
the basis of the rolls being compiled each year, 
there was no provif$ion for 1naking- clairns. The 
3rd proviso was not in the Act of 1874, hut it was 
in the Electoral Rolls Act of 187G, which was an 
amendment of the former Act. 

The HoN. Sm T. M oiL WRAITH asker! if 
ther? woulrl be the same time between thP time 
the roll we~s commenced, compiled, anu com
pleted under the old Act as there wonld he 
between making the claim and having the roll 
completed under the proposed Bill? The old Act 
did not allow the compiler.-; of the rolls to allow 
a certain time as the probable time for the ,ix 
nwnths' residence to cmn1nence. 

The PREMIER said the change "·as in form 
and not in substance. The only way of fixirw 
the time was from the time the Claim 'was made~ 

They could not allow a man to make a claim 
under the belief that he wonld be entitled to 
vote at a certain time. He ha<l called attention 
to the change before, on the Recond reading. 

'.Ir. SCOTT said the 3rd subsection read:~ 
"It shall not be neccssa.ry that a person claiming- to 

ha ye hi-- name iu rte:l on an elf' "1oral roll as ~L 
ncttnralisod ~ulJjcet of Her Jiajost.r slwnl1l have been so 
natnrali::-;c'(l fur the period of six months before making 
the claitu." 
He thought that was a step in the wrong direc
tion, and tlmt foreigners got on to the electoral 
rolls of this colony very much to<l easily alto
gether. So fa.r from doing away with any 
dhability, additional ones should be put on if 
possible. Foreigners cmne to these colonies who 
knew nothing a bout the laws, habits, or usages 
of the country ; they became naturalised 11t 
once, and became entitled to vote or even sit in 
the House. X ow, he thoug·ht that was not as 
it ought to be, as he considered thnt men who 
ha<! been born >tnd brought up in the colony 
ought to be placed on 11 better footing and have 
t;Teater privileges than foreigners. He dared 
say his ideas on the subject differed very much 
from those held by other hon. members, but for 
all that he did not think the chtnse should be in 
the Bill. 

The PRE~1IE R said he would point out that 
the clause made no change in the nresent law. 
The clause before them was the present law as 
declared by the Act of 1879. 

Mr. MORE HEAD said he thought there was 
a very great deal in w hut had fallen from the hon. 
member for Leichhardt. He considered that 
the conditions of residence in reg<trd to foreigners 
should commence from the period of naturalisa
tion. _\foreigner should start afresh as from that 
tin1e, and perfonn the conditions of residence ; 
and he was convinced there \VaA never any 
other intention when the Act of 1870 was passed. 
He could not conceive that the Premier would 
object to having the clause so altered after hear
ing the very cogent reasons urged by the hon. 
member for Leichhardt. He did not see, e"<tend
ing pri vilegcs as they did in the most liberal 
way to those who reached these shores, why 
those 1 n'i vileges should be so far extended that 
foreigners should be put in " better position than 
their own countrymen. Although such a clause 
existed in the Act of 1879, he did not sec why it 
should not now be removed. 

The HoN. Sm T. MciLWRAITH said the 
Premier had told them that to alter the clause 
would be to alter the law as it stood. Hon. 
members would remember a controversy which 
took place between the memb,er for Townsville 
and the Premier with regard to the fact as to 
whether the clause as it stood was brought about 
by the late Government or the present. He had 
been exa1nining how the clause got into the __ Act, 
and he could quite understand the ignorance ofthe 
hon. member for Townsville on the cmbject. He 
himself, although Premier when the Act was 
introduced, was not aware that the clause was in 
it until within the last two or three weeks, and 
had he ,,,cen it passing through it certainly would 
not have got through so easily. The history of 
the cl:-.me was this-but before mentioning that 
he might say that there had never been a 
Bill so much amended and mangle<! as the 
Electoral Rolls "'\et of 1879 :~During the mang
ling operation, n1any hon 1Tie1nbers got disgusted 
and went out of the Huuse. He himself had 
done so temporarily, and during that time the 
clanse had got into the Bill. It was nut often he 
indul;s·ed himself, but at that mon<ent he was 
out at the \vrong thn\·4 and when he O'ot 
back he found that this clame was in the 
Bill. It w~ts constrnctcd by the Premier <tncl 
put into the hands of the then member 
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for Charters Towers, Mr. Stubley. It was 
proposed by him, having been formulated by the 
pre:-;ent . Prernier, and during the uutngling 
proce.sR rt Hornehow or other got passed; but 
there were many hon. members who had good 
re:tsons for its being elin1inated no\v. They asked 
some considerntion from their own subjects before 
they got on the electora,l roll-they asked that 
they should reside for six months in an electo
rate ; and surely in the case of foreigners who 
came here, being mostly working men, it was 
not too much to ask that they should be natural
ised for six months before they got on the roll. 

:VIr. MOREHEAD said, in connection with 
the discussion, he might refer hon. members to 
the !lth clause of the Aliens Act of 18G7, which 
read as follows :-

"Any alien being a native of a }~uropean or :\>Torth 
Amcric m St:lte and not being an alit·n enemy who shall 
attend before one o1· more justices of the pcac>e in petty 
sessions a''"Pmbled and take and subscribe the oath of 
allegiance to Her .Jlajesty contained in the schednle to 
this Act annexed shall thenceforth be a natnt'ali~od 
British subject within the meaning of the laws nmv in 
force and such justir:: or justices is or are hereby 
anthoriscd and required to administer the said oath." 

That, taken in conjunction with the 3rrl 
provieo of the Gth clause, put naturalised 
:mbj ects in a very much better position than 
native-born residents of the colony; that was 
to say that under the present system an alien 
who was registered under the Act he had quoted 
became an elector without six months' residence, 
while a natiYe-born coloni::it, or any coloniBt, 
had to go through the six months' <1ualification. 
He was open to correction if in error, but he 
believed that in America, befnre naturalisation 
could take place, there must be twelve months' 
residence; whereas it was proposed by the clause 
that in a short time, without any of the quali
fi<'o,tions hitherto considered essential, an alien 
could have his name placed on the roll. He 
did not think that tlu1se who held different 
opinions from his with regard to the introduction 
of aliens-even tlwBe who held that the colony 
should be taxed for their introduction-would 
go so far as to say that an alien should have 
superior privileges to those enjoyed by a British 
subject. 

The PREMIER said an elector must have one 
of the qualifioations mentioned in the subseetions 
from 1 to G; if he hnd the <1ualification of six 
months' residence it WD8 not necessarv that he 
should in addition have been naturalise"d. 

:Yir. :'\fOREHEAD snicl that six months after 
naturalisation was the very first period at which 
an alien should receiYe any consideration as an 
elector. 

Mr. SCOTTsa.id the firstpartoftheclausewonld 
not work together with the proviso. The first 
part of the clause spoke of "a natural born or 
naturalised subject of Hor Majesty " whose 
qualifications were then enumerated'; but the 
proviso said that if an alien had resided in the 
colony for six months lw could claim to have his 
name pla.Ped on the roll, though he had not been 
previously naturalised. He contended that, 
though an alien could be naturalised the day 
after he landed in the colony, until he was 
naturalised he was nol1ody nt all. 

The HoN. Sm T. 1IoiL WRAITH said the 
contention of hon. members on his side was that 
a foreigner was under no disability so far as 
voting was eoncerned, \.Vhereas he onght to be 
given son1e tinlf~ during \vhich to becon1e ac
qnainted with the langnnge spoken in the colony 
before h.; was allowed to vote. It was not too 
much to ask the~t he should have so much interest 
in the colony as to have been natumlisecl six 
months before making his claim to vote. That 
was asking little enough. 

The PREMIER snid the contention of hon. 
members was perfectly intelligible, but it was 
not a matter of much consequence. The proviso 
was inserted to remove any doubt that might 
exi,t. The hon, member for Townsville had stated 
that the <>pinions of the late JVIr. Justice Pring, 
::\Ir. Heal,. an cl himself (the Premier), had been 
taken as to whethernaturalised foreigners after Rix 
months' residence were entitled to vote. He remem
bered giving an opinion on the point, but he did 
not remember now what that opinion was. The 
clause W~ki inserted to rmnove doubts. Various 
opinions had been given as to the meaning of the 
Act without it, and it was far better that it 
shou!J be clmtred up and decided one way or 
another. He did not see any objection to the 
clause as it stood. 

The Hox. Sm T. MoiLWRAITH said the 
opinion given by the hon. member was that, 
according to the old Act before 187!l, they had 
not a rig·h t to be enrolled unless they had been 
naturalised for six months before. That was the 
opinion the hon. gentleman gnve on the Charters 
Towers case, nncl on that opinion the election 
was conducted. 

Mr. MOREHEAD said that a naturalised 
subject or native-born subject should have his 
rights conserved, ttnd the proviso interfered 
with them. 

The PREMIER said the proviso was neces
sary in some form or another-that or some 
other form-to clectr up the doubt. 

Mr. MO HE HEAD : \V ell, strike out the word 
''not," in the 1st line of the 3rd paragraph of the 
proviso. Tluct will settle the question. 

Mr. TSAMBERT said there could not he the 
least doubt that every nation had a right to 
make the laws under which it would receive 
foreigners to be incorpm·ated into its body 
politic ; but, once incorporated, .they ought to 
have the snme rights ns everybody else. Once a 
foreigner was naturalised, the~- cuuld not attach 
any clisquctlification or disability to him that did 
not attach to other pereom. The h,m, member 
for Balonne was perfectly right in say'ing that a 
foreigner should not have the right to become 
naturalised until he had been six months in the 
country ; hE' was right in n1aking those conditions 
if he thoug-ht fit ; but, once naturalised, he shoulrl 
have the smne privileges a8 anyone e]::;c. 

ivir. MOREHEAD: No one disputes that. 

Mr. ISA::\IBERT said every country had the 
right to make those cumlitions. A person in six 
months might show that he would not be a desir
able subject. The question was a very wide one. 
The qualification' entitling a man to the right 
to vote; and the disqualifications which should 
deprive him of that right, had occupied a great 
many minds and had never received a satisfactory 
answer. For instance, there VilGre certain dis
q nalifications mentioned in the Bill, according to 
which no jwrson who '' is in the naval or military 
service of the British J<:mpire or of (..lueenslancl 
on full pay, or is an officer or member of 
the Police lcor<B," wns allowed to vote. To his 
mind tho8e were very unjust disqualifications. 
He coulrl not see why a naval or military man in 
the service of the British Empire or of Queens
land, or an offic~'r or member of the Police Force 
should l1e di"~ualified from voting, while a 
foreigner cmning here, a8 soon as he was natural
ise,!, was all owe<! the privilege. The clause 
said:-

" Proyjded that uo aboriginal natiYe of A.nstTalia, 
Indb, China. or of the ~onth Sen [slands shall be 
entitled to be entered on the roll e'\.cept in respect of a. 
freehold tJlULli1icltion. '' 
\Vhat would be a freehold qualification in that 
case? VV as it the qualification described in the 
previous chapter? Any nation had a perfect 
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right to exclude any persons from its body 
politic if they found that they did not amalgamate 
with them ; and they found that many of the 
Chinese would not amalgamate with them in this 
colony. 

The PREMIER: \Ye do not want them to. 
Mr. ISAMBERT : Then that aualifieation 

should be erased; it should not be in 'the Bill. 
1\Tr. l\IOllEHEAD: Why not'? 
}fl'. ISAMBERT said that if they could not 

become one with themselves they should not have 
the right to vote. 

Mr. MOREHEAD: We tax them. 
Mr. ISAMBERT said that, if that was an 

argument for their being allowed to vote, wmnen 
should not be debarred from voting if Chinamen 
were allowed to vote, becctu"' they were t~xed. 
\Vhy was it that men were allowed to vote 
:md women were not? It was because to 
the right of voting was also attached the 
duty of defending the country. No one should 
have a right to vote who was not prepared and 
in duty bound to l'ear the eonseC[uence;; of his vote. 

:Nir. l'\ORTO::'{ said he agreed with the hon. 
member that when a foreigner became n:ttnral
ised he should have the full rights of a British 
snbject, but under the provi8o they were discussing 
the foreigner 1vas given a right no Briticlh subject 
was entitled to. l'\o British subject was entitled 
to be placed on the roll until he had resided 
for six months in his district. A foreigner did 
not become a British subject until he was 
naturalised, and the proviso should apply to him 
then and not before. That was the contention 
upon the opposite sicle of the Committee. He 
thought it a nliBtn,ke to make a provision entitlincr 
a. foreigner, Gn cnn1ing into the country to vote {f 
he made up his mind the day before· to become 
naturalised. 

The Pl-t:EMIER said a 1nore analo<rous a.rgu~ 
ment wonlcl be to compare the· ~aturalised 
foreigner to a rnan who h::td just reached the age 
of twenty-one years. They did not reC[nire a man 
of twenty-one years of ag·e to wait for six months 
after his coming of age before he could vote. 

, Mr .. ::\~OREHE~'\D s~id th;"~· .accnrcling to the 
lrem1er s explanatwn, lf a Br1tlsh sn bJ ect came 
to the colo~y from Great Britain or any of the 
other colomes he would have to do his six months' 
~esiden.ce, whilst, in the c~.~e of a foreigner, 
nnmed1ately he was naturahsed that obli"ation 
was waived. He wished the cl:mse amenZ!ed so 
as to nutke it neceRsary for a naturalised foreicrner 
to reside six rnonths before being registered. 

0 

The PRE:VUER said he would suggest that 
the hon. member should propose the omission of 
tl;o words "It shall not be necessary that." Ho 
d1d not mean to move that amendment himself · 
but he suggested it as a 1neans of carrying out 
what the h<m. member desired. 

Mr. MOREHEAD said he would move the 
mnendtnent sugge;;;ted by the hnn. nlCinber. 

::\Ir. GHIMES saicl that forei£rner;; verv seldom 
seerw,d to understanJ their political p1:ivilege", 
and they hardly ever applied to be natumlised 
for the 'ake of voting. They made application 
only when they wished to become the proprietor>' 
of land. I! wo~rld be rather hare! on a foreigner 
who had res1dc;d m.the colony perhaps three or four 
years, and pa1d hiS taxes all that time, that he 
should have to reside six months after mtturallsa
tion before he could apply to have his mcrne put 
on the roll, and three months after that before 
he could vote. He must be on the roll and pass 
the next C[Uarterly meeting before he could 
claim his vote, and it might be eighteen months 
or two yea1·s before he would have another 
opportunity of exercising' hi~ privilege•. He 
should support the clause as it stood. 

Mr. :YIOREHEAD said the hon. member 
coulcl surely not have reCld the !'ith clause nf the 
_1\._ct of 18G7, which gave foreignerH the rig-ht to 
be natnmlised immediatelv they lmulecl. lt was 
their own fault if they did. not take adYantctge of 
the lJrivilege thf1t belonged to thmu under the Ltw 
of the land. 

l\Ir. ,TOHDXJ\: s>tid he would be «lad if the 
hon. ruen1ber would be kind enough t'o re:1d the 
clause he had alluded to. 

lYlr. MOREHEAD said it waR the 5th clause 
of "An 1.-\ct to arnend the laws relating to 
_._L\.liens," JXtssed in 18G7 :~ 

'_\_ny alieu being a natiYC of a Em·op.; "~n or Xorth 
_-\ lllf'riean :':'ltate an-1 uot being an alien enemy \vho 
Rllall attend before one Ol' mor(' jn~ticcs of the pcaee 
in pctt)" sessions a.:_;:somblcd anfl take and subscribe 
the oath of alleg-iance to Her ::\Iajc-.;ty cnntainc(l in the 
:-;<'hctlnle to this _\_d nnnexed Mlmll thenceforth be a 
naturalised British sulJjcet ·within the mraning of the 
la\YS now iu forec and snch jn:-;t.iec m· jn:-;tiecs is or arc 
hm·cby authorised aud required to :ulm1ni:5tcr the said 
oath.'' 

:\fr. JORDAN' said in that case it did seem as 
if nlienR were being vlaced in a better position 
than British subjects. 

The PHEi\IH:n s>tid the C[ualifications were 
contained in tho firc;t part of the clause-

" E\Tery man or the ago of hveuty-ono ye~trs. heiug· a. 
natural-born or natnrnlised snhjeet of Her l\Iajet->ty, 
.-;hall, subject to the provi~,,ions of this Aet * * * 
be entitlecl to he entered on the roll of electm·s:"-
if he had been resident in the district for six 
months, if he had a freehold estate in the district 
for six months, if he had held a lea>-,,hold estate for 
eig·hteen months, or if he held a leasehold estate 
w hi eh ha<1 eighteen n1onths to run. Then there 
were cettain prnvisoeq, one of which \Vas that it 
\VaR not nece~sa.ry for fL 1)erson to have been 
natnr:tlise<l for six months; but he must bave 
been r<"<ident for six months to bave a residence 
qualinc:ttion, or he must have held a freehold 
for six months to lmve a freehold qtwJification. 
The only case where a difficulty could occur 
would be where a man had a leasehold with 
eighteen months to nm ; in that case it would 
not matter how long he had been in the colony. 

The HoN. Sm T. MoiLWRAITH said the 
h<m. member did not seem to understand the 
contention of the hon. member for B:tlonne or 
the hon. member for South Brisbane. The clause 
did give rt privilege to foreigners that was not 
given to J~nglishmen. It first stated in a general 
way that all British subject;; shonld have certain 
privilege~ subject to certain conditions, aucl then 
the proviso Raid that the conditions should not 
app:y to naturalised foreigners. One condition 
was tha.t of residence for six months. According 
to the 3nl proviso, if a naturalised subject had 
not been resident for six months he certainly 
had a privilege beyond thctt gi\'en to " natural· 
born British snbjed. 

The YRE::YII~~R said the hon. member read 
the clause as if it said it shonld not be necessr,ry 
f,n· a natnrilJisecl snbject to ha,·e been re,ident 
for six months. The eh use >aiel it should not be 
HeceS'fll'J" that he should have been natmalised 
for six n1onths. 

The Hox. Sm 'T. MciLWRAITH said it 
seemed aR if the hon. member would not sec 
wha.t \Vas 1ncant. Clau,...;e G gave certain privilegP"::l 
to a natnml-born or mtturalise:l subject of Her 
.Majesty under certain conditione,, One of those 
conditions \Va~ residence for six n1onths; but a 
naturalised ~ubject, according to proviso 3, 1night 
not ha.ve resided :;ix n1onth;;;. 

The PRE:VIIER: Then he would not ha\'e a 
vote. 

'L'he Hox. Sm T. MciL\VRAITH said he 
contenrled that under the 3rd paragraph of the 
proviso a naturalised subject of Her :Majesty 
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need not reside for six months in the colony, 
because, according to its provisions, he might be 
naturalised just a month before he claimed, and 
he would be entitled to have hib name entered 
on the roll. The first pn,rt of the clause provided 
that a mctumlised subject must reside six months 
in the colony before he could make his cbim, but 
the proviso was inconsistent with that provision. 

The PREMIER said the hon. gentleman was 
not as clear on that occasion as he usually was. 
Being naturalised for six months was no qualifica
tion whatever. The qualification was something 
else. In the case of a naturalised subject there 
were two things necessary : he must be nntural
ised, and he must have resided in the colony for 
six months. Then, if there was no further pro
VISIOn, it might be asked, "1Iust he be natural
ised for six months as well as reside here for six 
months?'' The proviso answered that question 
and said, " X o ; he need not be naturalised for 
six months if he has resided in the colony for 
six months." There might possibly be a doubt 
on the part of some hon. m em hers as to the con
struction of the clause withnut this definition, 
but he thought the construction he had gi nm 
was correct. The clause sairl that a man must 
be twenty-one years of age and a natural-born or 
naturalised subject of Her Majesty, and that he 
must have one of the <1ualifications enumerated 
in the six subsections, but he need not have 
been naturalised for six months. 

Mr. SCOTT said it appeared to him that the 
natural-born British subject had to reside for 
six months in the colonv before he could make 
his application for registration, and that under 
the proviso to the clause the time of the natural
ised subject began before that. The naturalised 
subject, therefore, had a privilege which wa,s 
not enjoyed by the natural-born subject, because 
the former could make his claim to have his 
name inserted on the electoral roll as soon as he 
was naturalised, if he had only been in the colony 
two or three days, while the latter must reside 
here six months before he could he registered. 
If it were provided that a British subject who 
had been residing in England or in any British 
colony previous to his arrival in this country 
should be allowed to make his application when 
he came here, he would then he put on er1ual 
terms with a naturalised subject. A foreigner 
could not have resided in the colony as a British 
subject for six months until he had been natural
ised for six months. He (Mr. Scott) thought the 
clause should be amended as suggested by the 
hon. member for Bttlonne. 

Mr. MOREHEAD said the Premier had ad
mitted that he did not want to place the natnral
ised subject in a better position than the British 
subject, and that that was not the intention of 
the Bill. The hon. gentleman had also admitted 
that there was a doubt as to the meaning of the 
clause. 

The PREMIER: I have no doubt as to its 
1neaning. 

Mr. MOREHEAD said there was some doubt 
abont the matter, and the alteration suggested by 
the hon. gentleman would meet the case, but he 
would suggest that instead of " a person " they 
should insert ''any person." He believed the 
hrm. gentleman said he would not oppose the 
amendment. 

The PllEMIER: I said I would not under
take to accept it. 

Mr. MOREHJ1~AD said that there mnst be 
a strange echo in that House, for he ceetainly 
understood the Premier to say that he would not 
oppose it. 

l\Ir. NOllTON said there appPared to be 
some misunderstanding in the matter. He heard 
th@ hon. gentleman at the head of the Govern-

ment say that he would not promise to accept 
the amendment, but he also stated that he would 
not oppose it. 

Mr. BEATTIE: The Premier said he would 
not propose it. 

~Ir. NORTON : 1'he hon. gentleman might 
have said that; but whatever he sctid, it certainly 
appeared that there was some misunderstanding 
ttbout his remark. He (Mr. Xorton) thought the 
proposal made by the hon. member for Balonne 
was a reasonable one, and that it should be 
adopted by the Committee. It simply amounted 
to this: that they should insist upon every 
foreigner residing -,ix months in the colony after 
h0 ceased to be a foreigner; in other words, 
that he should start on exactly the sttme terms 
as an ordinary British subject. 

Mr. MORE HEAD : That is all we ask. 
The HoN. Sm T. MciLWRAITH said he 

would draw the attention of the Committee to 
the statement made by a member on the other side 
of the Chamber, the hon. member for Oxley, 
which was that Germans did not, as a rule, 
become naturalised until they had a prospect of 
becoming proprietors of free holds. Now, if by 
legislation the Committee could do anything to 
force the residents of this colony who were 
men1bers of foreign cmn1nunitics to become 
naturalised subjects, he thought they would 
be only doing their duty, and if the amend
ment proposed by the hon. member for 
Balonne were passed it would have that effect. 
\Vhy should they not become naturalised when 
they had the whole of the privileges of living in 
the country nnd might claim at any time the 
exemption of a foreigner if any necessity for 
that should arise? He thought they ought all, 
at the first opportunity, to come under the laws 
of the colony and be naturalised. The effect of 
the amendment, as he had said, would be to 
hold out an inducement to such people to 
become naturalised sooner than they other
wise would. He did not think that too 
much to ask. Indeed, he was of opinion that 
they had dealt too leniently with foreigners. 
Re did nnt believe that nine-tenths of the 
foreigners who caine here could give an intelli
gent vote on the subjects brought before that 
Legislature when they had been in the colony 
only twelve months. In saying that, he thought 
he was snying what must be admitted by almost 
every member of that Committee. \Yith the 
ordinary education foreigners had it would, 
in nine cases out of ten, require a longer 
period than twelve months to become ac
quainted with the English language, and in the 
meantime they "ere subject to all the influences 
of most pernicious papers, which were written in 
a language unknown to the great body of the 
intelligent electors of the colony. 

Mr. ISAI'IIBJGRT said the remark about 
pernicious pttpers was the opinion of one hrm. 
gentleman. Other hon. members entertained a 
different opinion. 

J\Ir. MOllEHEAD ,aid the question really 
before the Committee was this-\V ere they going 
to put alien race.-; in a position ~UlJetior 
to their own race? \V ere they to enjoy 
superior facilities for returning representatives 
to their own kith ,md kin-their own flesh and 
blood, so to speak? It appeared to him that if 
the clause were carried as it stood a large 
ntnnber of cheap fo~~eign labourers lvho were to 
be imported into Yorthern Queensland might 
be employed as an electioneering element to 
return members to that House and swamp the 
votes of those men who had borne the heat and 
burden of the day. Those cheap labourers, what
ever their nationality might be, would he at once 
taken by some unscrupulous agents and naturalised 
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before the first justice of the peace they could find. 
With that advantage those men might become a 
voting power dangerous to the State, for the 
reason that they knew nothing whatever about 
the laws or anything else in the col,my. If the 
Premier was really in earnest in what he said 
he would accept the amendment. If, on the 
other hand, he wished to put aliens in a more 
favourable position than those of their own race 
he would he making a mistake which would not 
tell well for the future of the colony. His object 
was to make definite what the hon. gentleman 
himself admitted would bear two different con
structions, and to prevent aliens possessing advan
tages which were denied to British or native-born 
subjects. 

The PREMIER said the hon. member seemed 
to think there was something in the clause which 
gave an alien an ad vant;tge over a British-born 
subject which he as not entitled to. \Vhat was 
required was that a man should be ]Jhysically 
present for six months. 

The HoN. Sm T. MoiL\VRAITH: The 
naturali:;ed subject should be physical!)• present. 

The PREMIEB: That ie what the hon. gentle
man says. 

Mr. MORE HEAD: That is what I wish it 
to mean. 

The PRE:viiER said that in the case of a 
British subject he was required to be physically 
present for six months, and the naturalised 
subject must also be physically present for six 
months, and the proposition of the hon. member 
was that he must also be all the time a natu
ralised subject. 

Mr. MORE HEAD: That is exactly what I 
want. 

The PREMIER said the alien was there 
although he was not legally qualified. But a 
closer analogy would be in the case of a man of 
twenty-one. A man must be twenty-one when he 
claimed, and he might have been twenty-one for 
over six months; but if he had he could not say that 
the man who happened to be exactly twenty-one 
when he claimed had a privilege which he did 
not posqess. The present system had been the 
law for a long time and he saw no reason for 
changing it. But it was not a matter of vital 
importance, and was open to discussion. It was 
quite correct that a man should be considered as 
an alien until he was naturalised. 

Mr. :;>IOREHEAD sccid that was the gist of 
his contention, and therefore the alien should 
not have a privilege which was denied to the 
British subject. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL saicl the clause 
applied not only to Germans but to L'<mericans. 
A case occurred in New South \Vales some years 
ago, in which a gentleman of great ability, high 
character, and considerable property, and who had 
been resident in one district for twenty-five years, 
was elected a member of the J'\ ew South \Vales 
Assembly. The case was that of Mr. Dean, of 
the Manning River. After Mr. Dean's election 
somebody discovered that he originally came 
from America and had never been naturalised 
in New South \V ales. The cons,"'quence wa:; that 
a pPtition was presented against his return and 
he was unseated. 

Mr. J\:l:OR:l<:HEAD: Hear, hee~r! 

The ATTOR)TEY-GEXERAL said a man 
who hatl been ,•o long in the colony, and who had 
assL<ted to make it what it wt~s, had certainly as 
good a cbim to be on the electoral roll as a 
young man who had only just emerg·ed out. of 
boyhood. The clause was meant to deal wrth 
persons who had improperly got on to the roll ; 
and it would be unjust to many foreigners from 
the Continent and from America, who might 

1885-s 

have been years in the colony, to deprive them 
by a technicality of a right to which he thought 
they were entitled. 

Mr. 1'\0RTON said he failed to see what the 
hon. gentleman's argument had to do with th<1 
question. The clause was not one to enable 
an alien to be removed from the roll ; it pro
fessed to he a clause to enable persons to get 
on the roll. If they got on improperly they 
could be removed. As to the gentleman in New 
South \Vales, mentioned by the Attorney
General, being unseated because he was an 
alien, he was very properly unseated. If ~he 
gentleman did not take the trouble to make hrm
self a British subject, what else could he expect? 
He was simply getting elected under false 
pretences. 

The Hox. Sm T. MoiLWRAITH contended 
that the case mentioned by the Premier was not 
at all arwlogous to the present, because the fJU';li
fication of being twenty-one years of age applrecl 
to aliens and to Her JHajesty's subjects alike; 
and all they asked in addition to that was 
that before 'a man asked for that qualification 
he should have been naturalised for six 
months; and he (Sir T. Mci!wraith} did not 
think that was asking too much. The words 
had got into the Bill in some extraordinary 
way, and he was surprised to hear the Pre
mier my that he had advised, or that it was 
his opinion, that the construction of clause G 
was that thev would have to be naturalised six 
months befo~e they could claim. He understood 
that that was the hon. gentleman's advice. 

The PREIYIIER : That they need not have 
been. Mr. MacroBsan said that I said so. I do 
not remember it. 

The HoN. Sm T. MciLWRAITH: Mr. 
Macro•-san said that his (the Premier's} opinion 
was that they required to reside six months. 

The PHEMIER: He said the other way. 
The HoN. SmT. ::\foiLvVRAITH: However, 

it was not a matter of importance. It had 
nothing to do with the fJUestion, and if the words 
had not got into the Bill, and but for the other 
significant fact that the aliens referred to were 
for the most part blind voters for the present 
Government, he did not think there would be 
two opinions on the subject. If it had happened 
that the votes of those aliens were pretty fairly 
distributed between the different parties in the 
House there would not be two minutes' discussion 
on it in any British community. 

Mr. JOHDAN saicl he understood that they 
n1ight eX}Ject to see a very large increase of 
German immigrants to be employed on the 
sugar plantations in the 1'\orth, and if they were 
not obliged to remain six months after being 
naturalised they might be made instruments of 
great evil. He thought the Opposition had for
gotten their own interest for a moment, because 
if a large number of those people were employed 
on the sugar plantations in the North it would 
be about twelve months before they understood 
our language, and they might be made use of as 
instruments to strengthen the position of the 
Opposition party. For that reason he was 
disposed to agree with the hon. member for 
Balonne. 

Mr. MO HE HEAD said all he had to state with 
reference to the German vote, the Irish vote, or 
anv other vote~ vvas that as soon as it became an 
ele'ment to be considered by one side or the other 
-he did not cc;re which side it was-as a factor 
in politics it becmne dangerous. 

Amendment-omitting the words "It shall 
not be necessary that "-put and passed; and the 
clause-having been further amended by the sub
stitution of " must" for " should " in the same 
subse~tion--was agreed to, 
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Clause 7-"\Vhere joint owners and occupiers 
shall be entitled "-put and passed. 

On clause 8-
"Disqvali.ficntioJv;. 

"}~very pel'"iOn nevertheless shall be dist1ualitied from 
being entered or retained on the roll, who--

1. Is of unsound mind, or in tbe receipt of aid from 
any charitable institntion ; Ol' 

2. Has been at tainted or convicted of treaRon, 
felon~', or other infa.n10n~ offence in an~· part of 
Her Majesty's dominion8, uule"'s; he has received 
a free or conditional llal'don for such offence, 
or has undergone the sentenced pa~-..cd on him; 
or 

3. Is in the naval or military service of the British 
E:mpire or of Queensland_ on full pay; or 

4. Is an officer or memller of the Police Force." 

The Ho~. Sm T. MciLWRAITH said that 
on the second reading of the Bill he drew 
the attention of the House to the claus0, and 
intimated that subsections 3 and 4 required 
a little consideration. He could see no reason 
why naval and military officers on full pay, or 
members of the Police Force, should not be allowed 
to vote; at all events, any reason that might 
have been given in old days was certrtinly not 
applicable to more modern times. He did not 
see why they should not be enfranchiseLl. The 
reason that had been given was, in his opinion, a 
very weak one, and was only applicable to the 
Police Force. It was that, as they were the officers 
to keep order in case of any riots or disturbances 
taking· place at elections, it was necessary that 
they should be kept free from any party bias, 
and that could only he done by keeping them off 
the roll. He did not think that that object wtts 
attained by keeping them off the roll. He 
knew no reason why naval or military officers 
,;hould not be upon the roll, and with reference 
to the Police Force, as he had said, there was only 
one argument advanced against their being 
allowed to vote-namely, that if a disturbance 
arose, they, being the peacemakers, should not be 
reduced to party men by being voters themselves. 
Now, he did not think the object aimed at-if 
that was the only object aimed at-could be 
attained by any such means, because he did not 
think the simple exclusion of the names from 
the voting lists would make the men less party 
men than they otherwise would be. He saw 
no reason whatever why those men should not 
have the right of voting for members of Parlia
ment. He had pointed out that there might be 
reasons why all Civil servants should be excluded, 
but at the time they considered the question 
formerly they might have taken too narrow a 
view. On a previous occasion, he not only 
voted but spoke in favour of Civil servants 
being deprived of the right of voting ; but 
the arguments upon which his contention 
was based had become of less importance 
as the colony had grown, because the Civil 
servants had become a less important factor at 
elections, and therefore the arguments in favour 
of excluding them had become weakened. But 
there was no argument that could apply to the 
Police Force that did not apply with equal force 
to the whole of the Civil Service. Clanse 3, he 
believed, would include the members of the 
Permanent Defence Force, and he saw no more 
reason for depriving them of the franchise than 
the Police Force, or Civil servants generally. 

The PREMIER said that genemlly there v.as 
some good rea,on for things that had stood the 
test of long experience. He did not think it had 
ever been proposed that members of the army 
should have votes. He never hem·L1 of that bei11g 
allowed in any country in any part of the world, 
and it was scarcely necessary for him to go back 
to the first beginning of things to discover the 
reason why. Could they conceive anything more 
unseemly than, say, the members of a military 

force marching down from their barracks to 
vote probably in n body -and for whom? 
Probably the candidate for whom their officers 
wished them to vote. Could anything be con
ceived rnore unseen1ly, or rnol·e likely to cauRe 
injmy to the pnblic welfare? \Vould it be 
desirable that men of the army, or, in onr case, 
the Permanent Defence :F<ll'c~, should take part 
in electioneering contests-that they should go 
to election meeting·s and there get excited, as 
men sometimes did on such occasions? \Yonld 
it be de.simble ? W onld it be likely to 
tend to the general interests of the country ? 
\Yould it not be likely that a military force, 
instend of being considered a purely impar
tittl arm of the service of the country, would 
be reo·arded as enemiPs of one side or the other ; 
and that, as soon as the question of continuing 
thern or reorrraniRing thmn was discussed in 
Parliament, that they would be considered as 
enemie>< of one side or the other ? He thought 
that the Defence Force ought to be a purely 
non-political body. Nothing could be more 
inimic:tl to the interests of the country than 
that it should be supposed that the officer>; or 
men of the Defence Force were to be regarded 
as political partisans. Suppose, for instance, 
that a particular officer was unclerstr,od to be a 
political partisan. \Vhen the rpestion came on 
to vote his scohtry, if the party whom he sup
ported were in power, they might be d_isposed to 
give him an increase, and the 'JUeBtwn would 
be how were thev to treat this man-regard 
hi:X1 as an enemy, or a friend? The same 
argument ap11lied to the Police Jfr~rce. They 
were to a certain extent a tmhtary body, 
employed for the purpose of keeping order. 
At elections there was no doubt that order would 
be disturbed · and he asked any hon. member who 
had seen a c~utested election, would it be desir
able for the police to take up the position of 
partisans for one side or the other? It seemed 
to him most undesirable. How they could give 
a man the right to vote and ask him not to be a 
political partisan, he could not understand. He 
did not, as he had said, want to go back to the 
beginning of things to discover why officers of 
military forces and police had never been allowed 
to vote ; but the reasons were apparent on the 
surface. \Vhat the hon. member proposed was 
a radical chan"e which he thought was seriously 
to be deprccat~d. 

The HoN. Sm T. MclLvVRAITH said there 
was not one sino·le word that httd been uttered 
by the hon. gentleman against giving the 
naval and military forces of the State the 
ri"ht to vote that did not ef[ually apply to 
e;ery other branch of the Civil Service. ~he 
hon. member had asked how they would hke 
to see the Defence Force marching down 
from the barracks in a body and voting, very 
probably as their officer told them. \V aB the 
fact that they were likely to receive direc~ion 
frmn an offic·cr how to vote any reason agarnst 
their voting? And besides, he did not s~c any 
wav in which an officer could influence h1s men. 
unless he openly and to ~heir l~nowledg.e exe:
cised authority that was mcons1stent w1.th h1s 
position ; and that he had not the shghtest 
doubt would be resented bv the House. There 
was no reason why the Defence Force should 
march down in a body and vote. There was no 
reason why they slwuld not appear at the polling
booth, just tts. the Premier or himself would do, 
and give their votes-nobody knew for whom. 
The hon. gentleman gaYe another illustmtion
asking how they would look upon members of 
the Police :Force excitedly going- ttn1ong a crowd 
as political partisans during an election ttnc1 in
ducing men to vote one way or the other? The 
answer was plain. How should they look t:pon 
Civil servants doing exactly the same thmg? 
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\Vas it not always considered that a Civil servant 
should have :1 vote, but that if he brought 
influence to bear on the Ci,-il oervants 
under him the Government would be forced 
to see that he should he t:wght his posi
tion-to vote as he thought proper, but not 
openly, ostentatiously, or in such a way as to 
control or curb those under him? The Com
missioner for Railways, no doubt-though he 
had no reason for supposing so-exerci.-;;ed the 
franchise in the same way as any other citizen; 
still he had far more influence over the men 
under him tlutn the Commandant of the Defence 
Force. He could, without reference to the political 
ideas of his subordinates, control them by the 
exercise of his power. He could pnt them 
out of their billets, put other men in their 
places, or pLtce them in an inferior position 
without assigning any canse or v;ithout any 
cause being detected; <Wd all the "-hile 
the cause might be politicc>. In tlmt reo ]Jed 
his power was greater than that of an 
officer high in the .Police Department. There 
wa~ no reason to suppose that the pulice would 
be worse than they had been d nring election tirnes, 
if they had in fnture the power to vote. They 
W"re an admirable body of men, subject to clisci
pline, and had always done their duty \\"ell; 
and the Committee had no right to assume 
that they would perform the fnnction of a 
citizen, so far as the '"body politic"-as the hon. 
n1ernber for Fassifern would t;ay-\Yas concerned, 
worse than other citizens. They had opinions 
on political affairs, and why shonld they be 
debarred n fm·tiol'i from exercising the fmnchise 
any more than the Civil servants of the colony: 

Mr. STJ'<~YENS said: How would the clause 
apply to members of rifle corps? 

The PHEJ'IIIl~R : They are not on full pay. 
Mr. STEVEl\S ;mid, with reference to the 

remarks of the Premier concerning the police, 
that the members of that force were far more 
likely to fail in their· duty at election times 
through not having votes than if they had 
votes. 

The HoN. Sm T. MciL\VRAlTH said he 
supposed "full pay" meant that such pay was 
the only source of livelihood a man had, becanse 
volunteers were ~m full pay though they only 
got £2 a year. Subsections 3 and 4 ought to ]Je 
omitted from the clause. 

Mr. MOREHEAD srtid the Premier had 
surely something to say in reply to what had 
fallen from the leader of the Opposition, who lwr! 
pointed out that the rights of the police were, at 
any rate, equ>tl to thooe of other Ci vi! servants. 
If the Premier would proprwe the disfran
chisement of the whole Civil Service he (Mr. 
]\forehead) would agree with him, but he took 
exception to the police or members of the De
fence Force lJting debarred f1·on1 exercising the 
frctnchise-a l"ight which ought to apportain to 
them in a gre>tter degree than to many of those 
who were qualified under preceding sections. No 
one could deny that the police were intelligent ; 
that they had passed an educ>ttional test, which 
almost no other body of electors, with the excep
tion of Civil sen>tnts, had pn.,sed; and to talk 
about thern being rnarched down and voting in 
a ce-rtain direction-being coaxed to vote for 
anybody they did not belie Ye in -was an 
ah-mrclity. He conlcl not sr., why thoc;e men 
should be debaned from the priYilege of vnting·, 
nor could ho see what clitficulty was likely to 
arise, even in the extren1e case of a riot, as 
mentioned by the Premier, where their servires 
would be rerruired in C[Ue!iing the disturbance. 
The members of the Police Force might dis
agree on political subjects; possibly they 
had strongly pronounced opinions on those 

subjects ; and to assume that trouble would 
take place because they would go in a solid 
voting mass-whether at the command of the 
party in power or of other officers or anyone 
else--to "'Y that the police were not as likely to 
perform their duty in a case of trouble issuing 
on the declaration of the poll, was to say what 
the hon. member knew himself to be utterly 
ab~urd. If it pleased the Committee to debar 
the whole of the Civil Service, he would not raise 
his voice for or against it. If it were said 
that they were in such a position that their 
votPs might be influenced by members of the 
House voting increase of salary-that was the 
low level they were brought down to by the 
Premier--there might be some tangible reason 
for rlisfranchising them altogether; but there 
wa::; no reason why the Police l·i'orce in particular 
should bo disfmnchbed. He had something to 
say no\v in reference to another nl3tter, and in 
rloing 'o it would be ndce>'sary to refer to a 
snb,;equent p"'rt of the Bill, in order to point out 
the inconsistency. 'rhe 2nd subsection \Vas a 
renewal of n portion of a cla.use in the existing 
1\.ct, providing th~tt after a pert·mn had undergone 
the sentence pa,;,;ed upon him for treason felony 
or other infamous offence he should be rehabili
ta tecl and allowed to exercise the franchise. No 
one would deny that such was the case. But 
under the 3rd wb,c:ction of clause 03 any person 
convicted of corrupt practices-rneaning certain 
things done in the heat of politics, which had 
always been looked upon as venial offences--· 
any such person certainly was not to be rehabili
tated after serving the sentence of the court, 
but for se\·en years afterwards was not to 
be allowed to exercise the franchise. The 
two clauses were utterly incompatible, and he 
believed the Committee would agree with him. 
In clause 8 they had a disqualification for a man 
convicted of treason, felony, or other infamous 
offence, unless he received a pardon or had 
served the sentence passed on him, and then he 
was put back into the world with a clean sheet 
so hr as his electoral qualification was concerned, 
and he might become a member of that Par
liament or anything else; but if they looked to 
the 93rd clmm<' they would see that if a man 
committed an offence against that Act he was 
not only to be punished, but was further to be 
debarred from exercising his electoral qualifica
tion for seven yen.rs. :Nothing 1n<.we n1onstrous 
was e;·cr put before a Parliament. Could the 
Premier justify it? The clause they were dis
cu::-.:5incr ran to a certain extent in cmn1non with 
the 03~cl and succeeding clauses, and the Premier 
should g-ive some reason for the distinction he had 
drawn-a distinction that had never been drawn 
before. \Vhile the disrrualification clause was 
under discussion they should have some reason 
given for the dLtinction drawn, and why the 
breaking of the law under the conditions con
tained in the 87th and succe,,ding cbuses should 
be considered greater >md deserving of greater 
punishment than was at present accorded for the 
conunission of infamous offences. 

The PREMIER said they would discuss the 
93rd clause when they got to it. Hon. members 
1night think its provisionR too severe, and smne 
hlm. members mig-ht hold a different opinion; 
but it had nothing to do with the clause at pre
sent under discussion, which dealt with certain 
persons who were to be dic>qualified. 

:Mr. :1IORJo:H.EAD : It deals with disqualifi
cation,~. 

Th.-, PREMIER .,:1id the hon. gentleman said 
no distinction should be drawn between the 
Police I•'orce and other members of the Ci vi! 
Service. Hon. memhers opposite said all the 
Civil servants should be disfranchised. 



260 Elections Bill. [ASSEMBLY.] Elections Bill. 

HoNOURABLE MEMBERS of the Opposition : 
No, no! 

The PREMIER: \Vel!, some hon. members 
opposite said so. 

The Hox. SIR T. MciLWRAITH said the 
only one who referred to it wa., himself, and he 
had said thr,t he was once in favour of it, but 
admitted that the circumstances of the colony 
were changed. He had given the hon. gentle
man no indication whatever as to whether he 
believed in it now or not. 

The PREMIJ~R said he inferred from the 
speech of the hon. gentleman opposite that that 
was the opinion he held. If, however, he had 
no opinion upon it, he could not refer to it ; and 
if the hon. member had an opinion and was 
afraid to express it he could not refer to it in 
that case either. 

Mr. MOREHEAD said the hon. member 
might refer to what he had said. He had said 
distinctly that if the Police I<'orceweredisqualifiecl 
the wh0le of the Civil Service should be disfran
chised. 

The PREMIER said that if hon. gentlemen 
had convictions, and were afraid to expre's them, 
there was no use in attempting to reply to them. 
He believed there was a great distinction be
tween the police-who were really a military 
force-and other members of the Civil Service. 
He had heard no argument from the other side 
on the subject; all they asked was, why the 
Police Force should not be allowed to vote a' well 
as the rest of the Civil Service? He had giYen 
some reasons, which were apparent, and he did not 
need to repeat them. He did not want to go to 
the beginning of things, or he might give fifty 
reasons, and carry on the discussion for a conple of 
clays. He believed thitt the conduct of elections 
would be better if the Police I<'orce were under
stood to be entirely disas8ociatecl with politics, and 
he further believed that the efficiency of the Police 
Force as an important arm of the civil power 
of the colony would be much more apparent if 
they were entirely disassociated with politics. 
\Vould it not be very undesirable to see a candi
date in a cotmtry town going round to the police 
barracks and canvassing for the vote of the 
sergeant in charge, and trying to get him and 
his men to vote for him? He did not care to 
discuss the thing. 

Mr. MOREHEAD: "\Ve know you do not. 
The PREMIER said the reasons were so 

numerous that it was not worth while to discuss 
it; and the reasons were so apparent that hon. 
members who asked for a chltnge might fairly 
be asked to give their reasons for desiring it. 

The HoN. SIR T. MciLWRAITH said he 
would put it in another way-an hon. member 
who introduced a Bill should be l1ble to give 
some reasons for the clauses he was advocating. 

The PREMIER : I haYe given the universal 
practice. 

The HoN. SIR T. MciLWRAI'TH said the 
hon. member hltd taunted members of the Oppo
sition with holding opinions which they had not 
the courag~ to express, and he suggested that 
they had opinions upon the disfranchisement of 
the Civil servants and had not the conmge to 
express them. "\Vhatever his (Hon. Sir T. 
Mcllwraith's) opinions were on that subj-ect, he 
had not been Citlled upon to express them; but 
if he were called upon he would have the 
courage to do it, whether hie opinion went one 
way or the other; so that the hon. member's 
arguments on that subject were not justified by 
the facts. The hon. member asked as an argu
ment what they would think of a candidate who 
would go round in a small country town and 
canvass for the votes of the sergeant of police and 

the police themselves? He thought himself it 
would be indecent for him to do it, and he would not 
think it likely that nny candidate would do it. 
He had, however, seen the very san1~ thing 
happening in connection with the Civil 8erYice. 
He had s,,en the hon. member for Bundanba 
openly canvassing for the votes of the men in the 
Ipswich workshops. He had seen the hon. mem
ber there himseif, and the hon. member had told 
him that be was doing" it. In those workshops 
there were 200 or .300 men in the one 
pla<'e, and the hon. member was present with 
the (':1mliclate, and endeavom·ed to secure their 
vote' for the candidate. They knew that they 
\V ere receiving wages from the Governn1ent, and 
would understand that if the candidate was elected 
that would continue to do so. The bon. member 
wa·'3 openly canvassing for those 1nen's votes, and 
in their own time, and he said such a thing as 
that would not be likely to occur with the police. 
He could not help referring, therefore, to the 
squeamishness of the Premier, who had seen that 
sort of thing going on under his eyes for so long 
a time, and now raised it as an argument for the 
disfmnehisement of the police. 

Mr. EOOTE said he was not quite snre that 
he remembered the time the hon. gentleman 
referred to. 

l\Ir. MORE HEAD : You have done it so 
often. 

Mr. FOOTE said he certainly remembered 
seeing the hon. leader of the Opposition in the 
Ipswich workshops, and he believed he was on the 
same lmsinc';s. He believed he had beaten the 
hon. gentleman on that occ'lsion also. He harl 
been successful, and put the hon. gentleman out 
of court so far. He might say that at the time 
he did not look upon those parties as belonging 
to the Civil Service at all, as they were artisans 
and mechanics on weekly wages; he did not 
place them in that category. 

An Hoxol:RABLE )1Eo!BEll : They are paid by 
the Government. 

Mr. FOOTE said he remembered when the 
police had the franchise and were permitted to 
vote, and he also remembered seeing them 
march clown in a body from the barracks 
to the polling-booth, and they polled as one 
man for a certain candidate. He knew that 
some of them voted against their convictions 
because they were afraid to do otherwise. He 
should add that at that time it was open voting, 
and he believed the ballot would shield the men 
to some extent in places where there was a large 
number of voters; hut, as mentioned by the hon. 
the Premier, in small electorates where there 
were not many voters it could easily be seen for 
whom the police had voted. The hon. the leader 
of the Opposition knew very well how to 
manipulate an election; he knew how and where 
to give the word, and had a full understanding 
of all those things ; and if the party he (Mr. 
J<'oote) supported had learned to do it well also, he 
was sure that they had gathered a great deal of 
information from the practices carried on by the 
other side. 

The HoN. SIR T. MaiL WRAITH said he did 
not desene the credit which the hon. member 
gave him for the management of an election. He 
had never got a vote from Ipswich in his life, 
and he was sure he hacl" never asked for it. The 
hrm. the Premier marle an assertion that since 
that sta.te of things was funnd to an.-:;wer in e\ ery 
civilised state in the world there must be some 
reason for it; but one would think that in that 
cuse the reason ought to be apparent. The hon. 
member, in his position as Premier, had actually 
told them that no soldiers voted in any civilised 
country in the world. "\Vhatever was the practice 
in France now, certainly under the Empire every 
soldier had a vote. 
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The PREMIER : Is that a good thing? 
The HoN. Sm T. MoiL\VHAITH: That had 

nothing to do with the C[UeRtion. ..\Vhat the 
Prenlier said \VUS not true :1~ avplied to ]'ranee. 
In the next place, the so!tliers had votes in 
.. A.n1erica at the present tin1e. G-eneral Grant 
would not have been President three times, or 
twice, m even once, if it had not been for the 
votes of the army, who put him in. They did 
not require to go to other countries, but he just 
wished to challenge the wholesale statement of 
the Premier, that soldiers 'wd policemen did 
not have votes in any other civilised country. 
That was the Premier's argument; and the hon. 
member contended that, therefore, the Queens
land police am! military should not have votes. 

.Mr. HAMILTON said the argument of the 
Premier was not a good one-that preventing the 
policemen from having votes prevented them 
from exercising their partisanship in an indecent 
way. It really prevented their exercising it in 
the only justifiable way. Another objection was 
that members of the Police ·Force would be 
liable to have their pay reduced for voting in a 
particular way. 'rhat was simply absurd. They 
would only have their pay reduced for exerci8ing 
their parti,anship in a way which depriving 
them of their votes would make it impoosible to 
r,revent. If members of the Defence Ferce 
were not allowed to vote, then volunteers 
should not be allowed to vote either. The 
same argument :<pplied to both. It was 
pointed out that volunteers were not 
receiving full pay ; but how did that affect the 
principle? The reason given for not allowincr 
the Defence :Force to vote was because they 
might be required to keep order ; but might not 
volunteers be equally required to keep ord,,r? 
The statement that it would be very indecent to 
see a body of policemen sent down to vote in a 
solid lwdy as their commanding officer directed 
was :-;intply nonsE'nse. He did not think any 
ntern l1e1· of the Conunittee had Hueh a po<n· opinion 
of the police, who were generally regarded as an 
intelligent body, as to think they would go in 
that way and vote like a flock of sheep at the 
request of their cornnutnding officer. 

The PHK'tUER said h~ had never made any 
suggef3tion as to the police going to the poll in a 
body ; he had referred to the Defence :Force 
marching down from their barracks to vote. The 
leader of the Opposition had said that the 
soldiers of the "C"nited States put General Grant 
in. That was true in one sen,;e, but not in the 
sense the \Vords \Vere nlCant to convey. No 
doubt the men who had fought in the United 
States army put General Grant in, but the 
soldiers of the army at the time they voted did 
not put him in. The hon. member must know 
that the number of men in the army was far less 
than the majority which elected General Grant. 

Mr. MOREHI~"'o\.D : What about the French? 
The PREMIKR: Even if what the hon. gen

tleman said was true about the French soldiers 
having votes-on which point he entertained 
some doubt-he did not think it was '"n argument 
in favour of allowing ooldiers to vote. 

The Ho:-~. Sm T. MciLWRAITH said the 
hon. member had told them it was not the 
United States soldiers who put in General Grant, 
but the men who had fought in the United 
States army. The hon. gentleman was just as 
far from the mark, because those two bodies to
gether could not possibly have made up General 
Grant's majority; but they were a material influ
~nce .in putting hirn in, and he would not have got 
m without them. As for policemen not havin~ 
votes iu any other part of the world, he would 
go back to the most civilised countrv in the 
world-Scot!tmd. He did nut know !w\v it was 

now, but he had seen policemen voting there be
fore he came to thi' country. They were wise 
in their day, and no doubt they were wiser now. 
He did not know whether the matter had been 
agibted among the men, but he looked upon it 
as a well-grounded grievance that while other 
Ci vi! servants had votes the police and military 
officers should be excluded. Not one argument 
had been used by the Premier against giving them 
votes that did not apply with ten times more 
force to a large section of the Ci vi! servants. 

The PRE:VIIER said he supposed the hon. 
member knew as well as any other hon. member 
of the Committee that the police force in Scot
land was on an entirely different footing from 
that in this colony. The men were not officers of 
the general Government at all ; they were not 
appointed iu the same way, nor subject to the 
same discipline or organisation. They were 
servants of the districts in which they were 
appointed. 

The HoN. Sm T. MaiL WRAITH: But they 
were the police officers at the elections, and that 
was the only ground the hon. member had for 
denying the franchise to the force here. 

:lYir. KATES said that something had been 
said about the French soldiers having votes, but 
that was only since the Republic. They had no 
vote under the Empire. 

The HoN. Sm T. MoiLWHAITH: Napoleon 
got hi~ throne by the voteg of the J!'rench soldiers. 

Mr. KATES : In Germany the soldiers had 
no vote, and Germany was as civilised a country 
as even Scotland. 

Mr. MOIU~HJ<~A.Dsaid that Scotland was civil
iseellong before the Germans were 1\earcl of. The 
Premier had said, or had led them to infer, that 
if the same results followed here from letting 
policemen vote as had followed in France from 
letting the soldiers vote, he should be very sorry 
for it. For his own part he did not see that 
there wasanythingtoprovethat great damage was 
done by giving votes to the French soldiers, and it 
was an impertinence on the part of the Premier 
towards a great nation to make such an assertion. 
Unless he intended to use that statement to 
back up an argument, there was absolutely 
nothing in it. He thought the hon. gentleman 
was going to base smne argun1ent on it, but 
instead of tlmG he simply said that he did not 
know, or did not believe, or was not sure, that 
the J!'rench soldier had a vote. Then, when it 
was proved that he had, the hon. gentle
man said, "\V ell, if he has, I hope the 
police here won't have one." His (.Mr. More
head's) opinion was that the police here were 
as highly qualified and better entitled to have 
a vote than the bulk of those who had the 
franchise. The remarks of the hon. member for 
Bundanba were quite beside the question. The 
hem. member said he had seen a body of police 
in this colony march down from their barracks 
and vote as one rnan. 

Mr. FOOTE : It is quite true. 
Mr. MOREHEAD said he would like to 

know whether that occurred in Ipswich? 
Mr. FOOTE: In Ipswich. 
Mr. MOHEHEAD s~id he was aware that 

there had been strange things clone in Ipswich. 
The hem. member, unfortunately for him
self, went a little too far in his argument 
and told too much. He said the incident 
referred to occurred before the clays of ballot. 
Then what was the worth of his argument? 
If what he had related took place before the 
ballot was in operation here his argument did 
not apply now, when those men could Yote in 
absolute secresy. \Vho could tell now how a 
policenmn voted, if he did vote, in any part of 
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the colony? He (JI.:Ir. Morehe>td) did not care 
how small the electorate might Le, but maintained 
that it would Le utterly impossible to tell how "' 
policem<tn voted any more than how <tny other 
Ci vi! servant voted. All that was aoked in this 
matter by the le<1der of the Opposition was that 
policemen should be put on the same footing as 
other members of the Civil Service, and he did 
not think the Committee would be justified in ask
inganything less. If it were a question of whether 
any Civil servants should vote, there would be 
something to argue about ; but when they had to 
deal with one section of the service, the mem
bers of which were debarred from voting-for no 
earthly reason so far as he could see-he did 
think it was time that they wiped the absurdity 
out of their Statute-book. Did they imagine 
that the police were more liblly to prove untrue 
to their trust than the riff-raff who got on 
electoral rolls? \V ere not those men more likely 
to vote on the side of law and order who lmd 
been educated and tutored to keep and observe the 
law? Were those men their worst citizens ? 
Were they to be debarred from having a vote, 
when any man about whom they knew nothing, 
who had been six months in tbe colony, was 
entitled under certain conditions to vote for a 
member of that House'! He thought the men 
who were disfranchised in that c<tse were the 
men whom they should be proud to have on the 
electoral rolls, and he did not believe any coer
cion would force them to vote against their own 
convictions. He certainly hoped the hon. member 
for Mulgrave would stick to the position he had 
taken up and preos the matter to a division, so 
that it might be seen who were in favour and 
who were not in favour of a considerable and 
intelligent section of citizenR having a right 
which pertained to many others who were less 
worthy of it. 

Mr. :FOOTE said the hon. member who had 
just sat down seemed scr;rcely to credit the 
statement he had made with reference to the 
voting of the police, but the circumstance lmd 
occurred. As far <ts his memory served him it 
was somewhere about 1834 or lSiJG, when what 
was now the colony of Queensland was con
nected with New South \Vales and returned 
two members to the Pal'liament of that 
colony to repre;;ent it <es the county of 
Stanley. As a body of men he had not one 
word to say against the Police lo'orce. As far ao 
the exercise of the franchise W<ts concerned, they 
were quite c<tpable of exercising it intelligently. 
The Police I<orce in this colony comprised a body 
of men of whom any hon. member who knew 
anything about them felt proud. At the same 
time he was of opinion that they, being officers 
of the peace, should be removed from anything 
like political partisanship. He was quite 
aware, as the hon. member for Balonne lmcl 
"''id, that the ballot would shield them from any 
consequences that might follow their vote, but 
like all other persons they would have very 
strong views on political questions, which they 
would no doubt discuss in their barmcks and at 
other pl<tces, and that would not tend to the 
efficient discharge of their duties. He felt sure 
that the officers who had the supervision 
of the police -the Commissioner and in
spectors - would much r<tther that their 
men were kept free from all political 
partisanship. And he was further of opinion 
that in the interests of the colonv and in the 
interests of elections it was desirable that the 
law which had worked so well hitherto should 
be continued, and he should certainly vote for 
the clause as it stood. He hoped t'be matter 
would come to a division, as he was desirous 
th<tt it should be seen who were in f<tvour of it 
and who were not. 

:Mr. NORTON S<tid he had been listening 
tu the discussion in the hope of hearing son1e 
solid reason advanced for disfranchising the 
Police J<'orce, because it had always been a 
wonder to him that they had not been allowed to 
exercise the franchise ; but he was sorry to s<ty 
that no ,mbstantial reason had been brought 
forward for their disqualification. There were 
good reasons why they should not be disqualified, 
and equally good reasons also why members of 
the Defence Force should not be disqualified. He 
would point out that in many instances mem hers 
of the Defencfl Force were Austmli<tn born, and 
when they grew up to manhood exercised the 
right to vote. Those men had come forward in 
the hour of danger and entered into the 'ervice 
of the Government as members of the Defence 
Force, prepared to risk their lives for the benefit 
of the whole country. \Vhy then, when they 
took up that position-when they took upon them
selves the noblest p<trt that any man in the colony 
could unclert<tke, should they be disfranchised? 
Had they done anything wrong that they shonld be 
disf[ualified from voting? No ! Inst;;ad of being 
disfranchi><eLl they should have every facility to 
exercise the franchise like other citizens. The 
provision in the clause before them meant that 
those men were not to be represented in that 
House ; that they were not to have any 
vote or the right to claim any member 
of that House as their representath·e. On 
the face of it, it was "' cruel thing that men who 
came forward in that way for the benefit of the 
whole colony should be placed in that ignominious 
position. Then, with regard t'' the Police Force, 
tlmt was just as much a defence force as the men 
serving under Colonel :French. The only differ
ence was that thev were at continual warfare 
with the criminal class of the population. There 
was not one man of that body who would 
lwsitate, if called upon, to risk his life, and he 
did it for the protection of society. \V as that a 
reason why they should be disfranchised ? If 
those men had had votes, he ventured to say 
they would not hav<J been turned out of 
their barracks <ts they were the other day. 
They would not have been turned out of 
their comfortable <JUarters to make room for 
another force which was new to the colony, 
and which no one was in a position to "aY would 
do what was required of them. There was every 
reason why those men should be represented in 
Parliament. Inste<td of the Governm.ont making 
the Police Fnr~c satisfied with their position, nml 
giving thmn every rca.·;on to regard their \Vork a~ 
't pleasure as well as a duty, they were turned out 
of their banacks, and their homes broken up; they 
were rendered di,contented, and they were now 
scattered all over the town. 

The PRK\IIEH: Ko, they are not. They 
are in barracks. 

liir. NORTUN said they were turned ont of 
their ba.rracks befm·e pl'ovh;ion was made fur 
settling then1 anywhere else, and for ~mne 
time they were located in different parts of 
the town. He would ask hon. members to 
comp<tre the position in which those men were 
phtced with that of aliens, whom, until the Gth 
clause was amended, it was proposecl should, 
from the day they landed in the colony, acquire 
the right to be on the electoral roll. Even now 
they were entitled to vote <tfter being here six 
months rmd becoming naturalised. \Vhy should 
so much regP~rd l1e lJaid to rnen ·who were aljens 
in e\·ery sense of the word, while men of their 
own race-men who in many instances had been 
born and brought up in the colony-should be 
treated in a manner which, as compared with the 
other>;, he could only style as ignominious? 

Ji'Ir. :\IIDGLEY said they all regarclcd the 
passing of the Defence Act last year as som~-
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thing very opportune and useful; and the events 
which occurred immediately afterward~ gave 
tlmt measure a degree of favour which perhaps 
it would not otherwi,;c have receive<! from the 
people. He always held that the Act was a good, 
::;ound one; an10ng:~t the best ever passed by that 
Legislature. They all felt the fullest confidence 
in the men who so readily and in such numbers 
responded to the eo,]] of duty in a time of clanger ; 
and they would continue to feel confidence in 
them so long as they were kept out of the arena of 
politics. If they were allowed to engage in 
politics that confidence would very likely be 
materially diminished. The state of things was 
very different in small communities like those of 
Queensland from large cornmunities where there 
were millions of inhabitants, and where a few 
yotes given to one side or the other would have 
no effect on the result. But in a place like 
BriRbane, for instance, ':vhere the greater part 
of the Defence Force would very likely be 
located, and which in time of dang·er would he 
very largely increased, they would have the power 
of turning an election whichever way they chose. 
Being only human, they would in all probability 
generally vote for what they deemed to he for 
their own interest and advanta-ge, and very like1y 
other matterR of State of greater importance 
would he lost sight of in considering what would 
be best for the army. ~With regard to the Police 
Force, individually he believed them to be 
as worthy of respect and of all the rights of 
citizens tts any other class of men in the colony. 
But the same line of ttrgument would apply to 
them as a body that might he applied to the 
Defence Force. If the Committee did what 
the leader of the Opposition asked them 
to do in his amendment they would be in
crea!-3ing and aggravating an already Herious 
existing evil. He could not under,tand the 
hesitancy, the reluctance of the Opposition 
to give expression to their opinions with regard 
to the entire disfranchisement of the Civil 
Service. A matter of that kind should be dealt 
with, not only from the critical but also from 
the constructive voint of view, and if memhero of 
the Opposition thought they could propose some
thing thttt would 1naterially irnprove the rneasnre, 
avart frmn 1nere criticis1n of what it cont<tined, 
they were perfectly free to sugge·,t anything for 
it' impi"Ovement. He could not under.stancl the 
hesitancy on the part of the Opposition in giving 
expression to what they thought with regard to 
the entire Civil Service. He should refuse to vote 
for the amend ment~not because he distrusted 
the Police Force, not because he did not believe 
that they would conduct themselves as orderly 
and as well as any other class in the community, 
even in the excitement of a contested election ; he 
believed they would~but he shoul<l oppose it be
canoe it would be increasing an eYil that already 
existed. If they did anything in the matter at 
nil, instead of increasing· the elective power of the 
Civil 8ervice iu any of ih; branches they ought 
to cut it off altogether from the exercise of 
electoral rights. He was perfectly certain that 
in many elections they were a very powerful 
factor in deciding the result~: and he w'ts also 
certain that whatever policemen might do, Civil 
servants, pending an election, used their influence 
politicaJly~used it to the utmost~uoed it some· 
times in a, way to bring strong lHHVer to bear in 
some hidden form upon those over whom they had 
influence; and seeing that the Ci\il servantH 
were perpetually at their door,;, perpetu
ally demanding something, perpetually be
conling greater burdens HlJOll the colony, 
the direction they ought to take in their 
legislation ought not to be as contained in the 
mnenclment of the hon. member for 1\Inlgmve. 
The ruernben; of the Ui vil Servic(3 generally were 
creature>s of the existing Government. If the 

Government remained in power for any con
siderable time there was likely to be a large 
number of those creatures put into the Civil 
Service, who, he \Vas convinced, would use their 
influence a,t the next election for the outgoing 
::\Iinistry just as they did for the Ministry that 
was defunct during the last elections. He should 
oppo"e the amendment, because he thought it was 
going entirely in the wrong direction ; another 
reason was that there would have to be a very 
material alteration in the constitution of the 
Police Force, both from a national and sectarian 
point of view, before he would consent to having 
the franchise given to them. 

Mr. ISAMBERT s:1id the Opposition, and 
particularly their leader, in defending the right 
of the police and military men to vote, had failed 
to point out why they should or should not have 
that right. The leader of the Opposition failed 
to see that there was a great difference between 
a man who was a soldier for a short time and a 
professional soldier. The soldier of Germany 
was a citizen soldier, not a professional. There 
were no professional soldiers in Germany
the men only holding· arms for a certain 
time and then retiring again into private life. 
There was as much difference between the soldier 
of Germany and other countries as there was 
between the militia of England and the profes
sional soldier of England. He certainly said 
that the professional soldier of England was not 
fit to have a vote, because, as the hon. member 
her for Fassifern had said, he would always vote 
in the interests of the army ; and if they were to 
have profesr.ional soldiers here the sooner they 
did away with the Defence Force the better, 
because instu•d of being a source of protec
tion they would bec<nne an element of clanger. 
·with reference to whether the police should 
have a right to vote or not, the.y were certainly 
as intelligent a body of men as any in the colony, 
and were fully as much entitled to have a vote 
as the members of the Ci vi! Service. The only 
reason that might he advanced in favour of their 
di,;franchisement was that if they were given the 
right to vote their efficiency as a force might he 
leosenecl in the interests of the country. That 
waR the only reason he could see~that they 
might he tampered with and exercise as 
much political influence at elections as the rest 
of the Civil Service, who were ready to promise 
their vote and their interest if they were 
remembered for a rise in salary. He thought 
that if the Police Force were disfranchised the 
Civil Service deserved it quite as much. 

The HoN. Sm T. i\IciLWRAITH said they 
were ttll learning something, and he was not 
ashamed to learn something from the hon. member 
for Rosewond, who had said that there were no 
professional soldiers in Germany. It was the first 
time he had ever heard such a statement. He 
knew that he had stood in the streets of Berlin, 
near some of the public offices, and had come to 
the conclusion, from what he had seen, that all 
Germans were professional soldiers. Every 
young Gern1an was bound to serve ii! the army 
for three years ; the Defence Force here had also 
to serve for three years, and where was the differ
ence, so far as the professional part of the 
bu;;inetJs was concerned? However, that was 
entirely beside the question. The hon. gentleman 
had been defending an argument that had nothing 
whatever to do with the point at issue. In moving 
the amendment, he (Sir T. Mci!wraith) should 
take it in two motions : first, in relation to persons 
who were in the naYal or military ser-vice of the 
British Empire, or of queensland, on full pay; 
and then with reg·ard to the Police Force. Be
fore moving the amendment, he would like to 
he<tr from the Premier to whom the 1st line of 
suboection 3~" Is in the mwal onuilitary service 
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of the British Empire, or of Queensland, on full 
pay "-would apply. He thought it was 
scarcely worth while putting those men under 
the disqualification. It was not at all likely, 
but highly improbable, that men in the miii
tary or naval service of Great Britain on full 
pay would come under the residence qualifi
cation ; and if they came under the freehold 
or leasehold qualification it would be very 
hard that they should be deprived of the 
privilege that every other member of the British 
Empire had got. He did not see that there was 
:my use in making such a distinction as that. 
Any member of the British J;;mpire had a right, 
under the freehold or leasehold qualification, 
to come in without six months' residence, and 
why go to the extraordinary expedient of 
disqualifying a member of a country where 
disqualification would almost certainly never 
apply? He should like to hear why those words 
had been inserted. In fact, it was '"remnant
the Premier had got back to his old Toryism, and 
did not like to :>Iter anything that had been in 
an Act of Parliament for a long time. Those 
words had been in the Act for a long time ; but 
he did not see that they wer€ at all applic<tble at 
the present time, or why they should be retained. 

The PRE:YIIEH said that no doubt it had 
been law for a long time, and it was law at the 
present time. There was an instance in the 
neighbouring colony of New South Wales. The 
"Nelson" had been lying in Svdney harbour 
for twelve months with the same crew of men, 
and, if such a case happened here, every man 
in her crew would be entitled to vote under 
the residence qualification if the clause were 
struck out. Would that be a desirable thing? The 
men were simply there without any interest in the 
country-simply as soldiers and sailors on full pay. 
It was absurd. Such a thing might happen, and 
very likely would happen. They had not had it 
for the last few years ; but it might happen. 
They fortunately did not require soldiers here at 
the present time; but it was not certain that 
they should never want a garrison. \Vas it cer
tain they should never have any troops be,,ides 
those now in the colony, and was it desirable 
that a regiment of English troops quartered in 
Q11eensland should be entitled to vote because 
they happened to be six months in the colony ? 
Of course it was not. 'fhe clause applied to 
persons who had no right to a vote, but who, by 
the existence of the residence qualification, might 
be entitled to vote if they were not excluded. 
Under the residence qualification the mere fact 
of being present in the colony for six months 
would give them a vote. That was quite a suffi
cient reason why exception should be made. 

The HoN. SIR T. MciLWRAITH said the 
bon. gentle1nan hacl given a very good reason in 
that case, and he would withdraw anything he 
had said about that. He would now move that 
the words "or of Queensland" be omitted. 

Question- That the words proposed to be 
omitted stand part of the question-put, and the 
Committee llivided :-

AYEs, 22. 
:Messrs. Rutledge, Miles, Griflitll, Dicl\:son, Dntton, 

Brookes, Aland, lRambert, Jordan, ·white, Anncar, 
J. Campbell, Sheridan, Foote, Wakefield, Rnekland, 
Bailey, Salkcld, Grimes, Beattie, ::.\1idgley, and I.Vallace. 

KOEB, 9. 
Sir T. l\Icilwraith, Messrs. Archer. Xorton. )Iorchcad, 

Stevenson, Govett, Ferguson, Stevens, and Hmnilton. 
Question resolved in the affirmative. 
The HoN. SIR T. MciL 'WRAITH moved that 

the words ''or is an officer or member of the Police 
I<'orce," in the 12th and 13th lines of the clause, 
be omitted. He thought the matter had been, to a 
certain extent threshed out ; but there was one 

point, however, that had been omitted, and it was 
one that he ought to call attention to. There was no 
section of the community that figured so well in 
the Savings Bank returns of the colony as the 
Police Force. The first and best quality of work
ing men was that they should make something 
more than a bare living out of their wages, and 
there was no man who had any knowledge of 
the police who did not know that fact-that the 
best bank depositors, as a section of the com
munity in (~neensland, were the Police I<'orce. 
That must be pretty well known to the Treasurer; 
at all events, it was very well known to anyone 
who had had anything to do with the savings 
banks. There was scarcely a policeman in the 
interior who had not a deposit or a banking 
account. 

The PRJ<;JYIIBR said he believed that the 
Police Force were an extremely efficient body of 
men; but whether they had more money in the 
savings bank than any other people receiving 
similar wages he did not know. He knew they 
were an efficient body of men; but he believed 
that the Committee would strike a very serious 
blow at their efficiency if they left those words 
out of the clause. 

Mr. MOREHEAD said perhaps the hon. 
gentleman, who dealt in fine phrases, would 
explain his last phrase-that they would strike a 
very serious blow at these men? 

The PHEMIER: At the efficiency of those 
men, I said. 

Mr. l\IOREHEAD said he would like the 
hon. gentleman to elaborate upon his text. He 
believed he was born to preach, and he woulcl 
like to !war him preach there. 

;yrr. HAMILTON @id the Premier gave his 
testimony in f:wour of the police by s.:tying that 
he believed them to be a respectable body of 
men, but at the same time he deprived them of 
the franchise, which every respedable citi~en 
was entitled to. The reasons given by the Pren:Ier, 
he (Mr. Hamilton) really could not think couid 
be real reasnns, simply because they were utterly 
absurd. They, would not hold ·water. ];'or 
instance, he gave a reason that those men might 
come down in a bodv and Ynte. But supposing 
they did, how on ea;th would that fact prevent 
them exercising their vote conscientiously ? So 
long as they voted conscientiously, it would not 
matter if they came down in a body or singly. 
There was no. reason why those men should not, 
as conscientious men, he ju:;t as much entitled 
to vote as anv other person. The other reason 
given was that by depriving the men of their 
votes improper partisanship would be prevented, 
but he could not see how that would be. 
A respectaLle body of men-men who had a 
stake in the country-men whom, as the leader 
of the Opposition had said, were shown to be as 
thrifty a class as any other class of colonists
were now being deprived of their right to vote ; 
while, at the same time, men who had no stake 
in the country-who were foreigners and aliens 
-had a voice in the affair,; of the State as soon 
as they put their foot on the soil. 

Question put, and the Committee divided:-

AYES, 22. 
:J.Iess1·s. Rutledge, jfiles, Griffith, Dickson, Shcridan, 

Dntton, I~ootc, Beattie, Grimes, Salkcld,llailey, :\lidg-!cy, 
·waJlace, Kates, Bnckland, 1-:Vakefield, Annear, Vrhite, 
Jordan, Isambert, Aland, and Erookes. 

NoEs, 9. 

Sir T. )Icllwraiih, Jiessrs. lltforehead, Norton, Archer, 
Hamilton, Fcrgnson, Govett, Stcvens, and Stevenson. 

question resolved in the affirmative. 
On clause 9-" University of one hundred 

graduates, when established, to return member"-
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The HoN. Sm T. MciLWRAITH said that 
clause was one of those fancy clauses of the 
.Premier's, and he might as well say at once that 
he was going to strike it out. They were asked 
to provide for the representation of a university 
that was not established, and probably would 
not he for a considerable time. 

The PREMII~R said the clause was one he was 
unwilling to part with. It had been an old friend, 
but he was afraid it must go. 

Mr. MORE HEAD :I object to its being with
drawn. 

The PRKMIER said the clause had been done 
away with in a neighbouring colony. He should 
not like to take upon himself the responsibility 
of letting it go. 

Mr. MOHEHEAD: I object to the withdrawal 
of the clause. 

The PREMIER: It has to be negatived, not 
withdrawn, 

Mr. MOREHEAD: Then I shall divide the 
Committee upon it. 

Clause put, and the Committee divided:

An:s, 3. 
:r\!essrs. Rntledge, )lorclwad, and 1Yallace. 

Xmcs, 28. 
The Hon. Sir 1'. ~fell wraith, l\Iessrs. Dickson, )Iiles, 

Archer, ~m·ton, Griflith, Brooke"', Dutt0n, l"ootn, 
Sheridan, IstLmbert, 1Yhitc, Salkeld, \\raketield, Crimes, 
llnckland, Katcs, Govett, Beattie, Fcrgnson, Hamilton, 
Jordan, Bailey, Annear, Stevens, Stevem;on, Aland, and 
)Iidgley. 

Question resolved in the negative. 
On clause 10-" llegistration courts"-
Mr. MOREH:B~AD said he wished hon. mem

bers to understand the reasons why he divided 
the Committee on the last clause. It was not 
because he believed in having a member for a 
university, but in order to show that the Govern
ment had no heart in backing up their own 
opinions. They brought in a clanse with a gre,ct 
flourish of trumpets; told hon. members wh"t 
it would do and what it would not do ; and then, 
because a few members on their own side 
objected to a member for a university, they 
ratted, turned tail, and left onh· the rat's tail 
of the Ministry, as it were, to sit on the benches 
to the right with him. He was happy to say 
that they were able to make a division ; and he 
only rose to say that the Government, whenever 
they got any pressure from their own side, 
abandoned what they themselves had introduced. 

The PHEMLER: ,J uot so. 
Clause put and passed. 
Clause 11-" Electoral registrar" -passed as 

printed .. 
On clause 12-" How constituted and presided 

over"-
The HoN. Sm T. J\IoiLWTIAITH said the 

clause was very much the same as that in the 
existin law. 

The PREMII~R : The 2nd paragraph is new. 
The Ho~. Sm T. MaiL WHAITH said the 

tendency of that paragraph was bad. He saw 
no objection to judges acting on smne occasions, 
but did not see any use in Crown prosecutors 
acting; and, after all, the best system would be 
to leave the people in each district to manage 
their own business. If hon. members opposite 
believed in their own protestations they would 
not agree to police magi ,~trate'~ going to the 
district courts to take part in the proceedings of 
the registration courts. 

The PRE:HIER said it very often happened 
that they could not get a quorum for the revision 
courts, and the police magistrate was disqualified 
from presiding, under the present Act, unless he 

resided in the district. On the second reading 
of the Bill he had pointed out that in Brisbane 
the lists were rev·ised for six electoral districts, 
or parts of di"tricts, and yet the police 
magistrate could ouly sit for the district 
in which hio house was situated. In large 
districts-outside, of course-the police magis
trate would probably reside in the district, 
but in a place like Brisbane it would be very 
convenient if the ordinary president of the court 
could preside ~~t the revision courts held in Bris
bane. Taking the case of the revision of the rolls 
for Oxley, it very often happened that two or 
three names had to he rel'ised, and for the 
revision of th'r"e names they had to wait until 
they could get two justices residing in the district 
to attend and do the work. 'l'he work was 
almost entirely formal. 

Mr. l\IIDGLBY said he was still unable to see 
what constituted a quorum of the regbtration 
court. The 1st and 2nd paragraphs of the 
clause appeared contradictory. The 1st para
graph provided for two or m or~ justices sitting 
as the court, while the 2nd paragTaph provided 
that the police magistrate might sit by himself. 

The PREMIEE : A police magistrate can 
always sit for two justices of the peace. 

'rhe Hox. Sm T. J\IciLWHAITH asked if 
the Premier knew of any case in which the 
Crown prosecutor had acted as chairman of 
those courts? 

The PHEMIEH : Not one. 
The Ho~. Sm T. J\IciLWEAITH: Then 

what is the reason of putting in the provision? 
One good reason why it shoul<l not be in is, 
that if a Crown prosecut"r does this work I 
guarantee he will be paid extnc for it. 

The PRKHIER said he believed the pro
vision had been introduced by Sir Arthnr Palm er. 
It w'" probably an adaptation to a small extent 
of the J<:nglish system of revieing the ballot. 
Provision was 1uade for including the jndges, 
but they were very limited, and by including 
the Crown prose~utors they doubled the number. 
It might be convenient to have them in, though 
a case in which a Crown prosecutor had presided 
had not come under his notice. 

Question put and passed. 
Clause 13-" Majority to decide"-passed as 

printed. 
On clause 14-
~~ }~yery rt,gistrar and assistant l'Cf!'istrar of births, 

dea..ths. and IH<trriagr~ shall, dnring the 1nontl1 
of An,c:n<>:t in each year, furni.sh to the electoral 
registr~rs of every eleCtoral cUstrict, any part 'ivhereof 
is ccnnprised in the rcgi~try clistriet fol' which he i8 sw~h 
rog'tstrnr or assistant registrar of births, deaths, aud 
marriages, a correct list of all deaths of adnlt males 
of twenty-one years and upwards which ha,yc been 
reg-istered hy him dnring the twelve months then Jast 
past"-

The PHEJYIIEE ~said the assistant regietrar 
did not keep a register, and he proposed to omit 
the words "or assistant registrar" in the 4th 
and :Jth lines of the clause. 

Amendment agreed to; and clause, as amended, 
put and passed. 

On clause 15-" Rolls to he marked ; notice 
to be sent to persons whose nameo are intended 
to be omitted from rolls, or the statement of 
whose residence is to be altered"-

The Ho~. Sm T. MciLWHAITH asked how 
it was proposed to pay the electoral registrars? 

The PI{BJ\11Elt said that, where they were 
not already offioero of the Government, their 
salaries would have to be voted by Parliament. 
It was propose<!, however, that clerks of petty 
sessions should do the work. 
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The HoN. Sm T. MciLWHAITH: Do I 
understand that it is not proposed to pay them ? 
IH there no sum on the Estimates for their 
payu1ent? 

The PHEMIER: :!'\o. 
The HoN. Sm T. J\!IciLWTtAITH: \Yere 

they not paid last year ? 
The PllE:YIIEH: No; not for this purposP. 
The Ho:-~. Sm T. MciLWRAITH: And were 

they not paid for an analogous purpose under the 
old Act? 

The PllR!VILKR: No. 
The HoN. Sm '1'. J\!IciLWRAITH said that 

he knew perfectly well that unless the electoral 
registrars were paid for the work they would 
not do it. It was because they were not paid 
before that the rolls were not properly pre
pared. The hon. member appeared to him to be 
going back into the olcl rnle of paying certain 
salaries to officers and then making additions to 
them afterwards. Tho;;e men would haYe to 
make inC[uiry of the residents of the district and 
inspect rate-books, lists of selector', lists of pas
tom] tenants, and any other documents acceSbible 
to them ; and, unless they were paid for the work, 
ttnd payment for tlmt work was provided for on 
the Estimates, he was perfectly satisfied it would 
never be done. There W<:1s a good deal of \vork 
it bout it, and they would cel"tttinly seam p it if 
they were not pRid for it-in fact, they lmd 
scamped it before. 

The PRK:YIU:R sttid he had tt hig-her opinion 
of them thttn that. The sttla,-ies of the clerks of 
]Jetty sessions were fixed last year, ttnd he had 
no rottson to suppose tha,t the work wgs not done 
properly last year. They mt<lerstood thttt it was 
parG of their duty to do that work, and if they did 
not do it they would httYe to get some person who 
would. He had no reason to sup]•ose that it had 
not been properly done, except in one or two 
instances where he knew it had not been properly 
clone ttnd the officers were reprimanded, ttnd 
probably more serious consequences might ensue. 

The lioN. Sm T. J\IuiLWR\ITH ttsked if 
the hon. m cm her said that those men were not 
paid for doing the work last year ? 

The PRE~UER : Yes. 

'rhe Hox. SrR T. MciLWRAITH said theY 
were paid for it--the mnount was added on t·;, 
their salaries. The fact of their having done the 
work during the present year ar:; well as 
previonsly did not show tlmt they wouH not 
go bttck to the old system unle" they were 
paid for doing- the work. The reason they 
had been paid was that they did not do 
the work, or it was done inefficiently, ttnd 
they had therefore ag-reed to ]Jay them. 
They would soon forget that it wtts pttrt of their 
duty, and look upon it :u; extrn \Vork for which 
they were not pttid? The reg-i.>tmr was to get 
the best infornmtion he enuld from inquiry. JJut 
how much inquiry would he nmke if he wem 
not paid for it. The hon. member professed to 
have a higher opinion of clerks of petty sessions 
than he (Sir T. Mci!wmith) had. Well, the 
re><ult of his experience was that if they \Yere 
not jlftid for work they would not do it. Kot 
only wtts all the work of compiling the roll to 
fttll entirely on their shuulclers, but they were to 
send by post notices to every person whose nan1e 
it wtts propmed to omit from the roll. Their 
work would be very much increased by that. 

The PRE::\1IER said that his experience was 
that the very points dettlt with were those on 
which clerks of petty sest!iom; ttpplied to the 
devartu1ent for in;:;tnwtion. AK the la.\v nutde no 
provi~ion for such ca:;:;es, no in~tructiun coul< 1 l_,e 
gi ,-en to the clerks of petty so;,sions. 

Chtuse put ttnd passed. 

Clause 16-" Lists to be compiled from rolls 
and r]narterly list"'-pttssed as printed. 

On clttuse 17, as follows:-
" Such list shall be alphabetical, and shall be in the 

follow·ing form:-

" AXXlL\_L l~LEC'l\lHAL LIST. 

"I.Jist of P<'i'sons appearing to be qualified to vote at the 
election of member~ of the Legislative Assembly in the 
year 18 , for the electoral district of , [within 
the division of ]. 

"DatN! this clay of 188 

"A.ll., 
J<Jlectoral Registrar." 

Christian
1 I I Situation of pro-[ 

Xame Resi- ]' (-{ualifica- 1

1

perty in resvect ,Polling 
and 

1 
deuce. tion. of whieh qualili-;District. 

Surname.! i i cation arises. i 

Brown, :cllarlotte!:shlcncc! ~--- , __ 
\1-illiam :1 street j i 

Smith, Ann st .. 1 freehold 1 Adelaide street., i 
John I'Portitude1

1

' 1 North Brisbane, 
, Yalley I 

,, ~\_nd snch list shall be the annual electoral list for 
sueh di::;tnct.'' 

The HoK. Sm T. J\lciLWR.\.ITH sttid he 
thmwht rather ttn unfortunate illustration httd 
been" chosen under the head o£ "Situation of 
property," etc. He thought the number of the 
allotment should be given. 

The PRE:11IIEH se~id if thttt were done in 
every case it would throw a grettt deal of extm 
work on the person compiling the list. Any 
perwn clttiming to be put on the list had to give 
]Jarticulttr,; of his qmclificntion; his cltti!n waR 
kept in the office, and anybody wtts entrtled to 
see it if he wished. Hitherto there had not been 
su much re([nired ; it httd only been necess_ary to 
put "Bri.,bane" both under the hettcl of resrdence 
and situtttion of property. 

Cbuse put ttnd pa"ed. 

Clttuses 18 to 27 passed as printecl. 

On cbuse 28-'' }<;!ectomlroll, how cumpiled"

The HoK. Sm T. MciLWHAITH sttid tlmt 
claudes 1;") to 1H inclusive prescribed what was to 
be done l1y the registrar. By the 13th clause tb_e 
registrar vras required from the n1ea.ns. at hm 
clispo'·occl to make up :t list of persons entitled to 
yote, ,md to send notices to those whose nttmes 
were intended to be omitted from the roll or 
whose residence w'" to be tcltered. Up to this 
time the alterations would be in writing. Then 
clause 18 made provision for the supplement~ry 
list, and the next clause enacted thttt the hsts 
should be printed ttml sold to ttny persons 
requiring the :-;arne on IJayrnent of a rea:-:;onable 
foe. Afterwards those two documents, the 
mnencled roll - amended in writing· - and 
the newly printed ([Uarterly roll, were to be 
submitted to the revision court to be further 
omended. Then those documents were to lJe 
lmmled to the returning officer to make up 
tt new roll t~lphttbeti~:tlly. He thought that 
was the nwclr'" operandi described in those 
clauses. 

The l'REMH;R said the electoml registrar 
would tt~ke the existing roll and put a nmrk in 
the mttrgin t~gainst the name_s of people who 
were dead, or had left the chstnct, or were other
wise disqualified. Then thttt roll would be pro
duced ttt tlw registmtion court, ttncl also the 
r(1mrterly !i,t-that was, the list uf persons who 
hacl pruvccl their claims to havetheirnttmes entered 
on the roll. Duth thuse documents wonlcl be 
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,]en,lt with by the revision court in Nm·ember. 
If they approved of the corrections made by the 
registrar they would ::tdopt them, and whn,t wn,s 
left of the old roll ::tfter striking out the names of 
tho"e who were dead or othenYise di"Im'lified, 
and of those to whom objection lmd been made 
and proved, would be printed together with the 
quarterly liot, ::tnd h::tnded over to the returnin~ 
officer. It was the s::tme system as that in force 
::tt the present time. 

Mr. KOHTO:N said he did not think the form 
in that clause made clear enough what was the 
character of residence or other qu:tlification. For 
instance, in the column headed "Sit1mtion of 
residence or property in respect of which qualifi
cation arises," it gave "Dcenleigh." \V ell, if 
Bcenleigh, why nut Brislmne? In a form given 
in a previous clause there waR tiomethiug to disM 
ting'1ish the property so that it might be traced. 
Should the place of residence not be distinctly 
defined? 

The PREMIER said he thought the place of 
residence should be stated if it could be done 
conveniently, but it was immaterial, except at 
the time a man was applying to h::tve his name 
entered on the roll. 'Then it was irnpnrtant to 
know who he was. If the <Itmlification was 
residence, the qualification should he stated ; 
bi.tt if it was propert~.,. it was not of RO rnnch 
importance where the applicant lived, because 
a person was entitled to vote wherever he lived, 
so long· as he had the property qualification. 
On the whole the form was just as good as any 
other, ''nd the hon. member knew the incon
venience of having too rnuch in a colun1n. 

lHr. KORTOK said the scrutineers could not 
be supposed to kno\v every rnan who carne up to 
vote. For iustancc, there mig·ht be two ''John 
Smiths" at Beenleigh, ouly one of whom was 
entitled to vote in resp• et of his property quali
ficatiou. If the scrutineer knew the property on 
which the qualification was based, and the wrong 
.John Smith came up to vote, he could bowl him 
out. 

The HoN. Sm T. MaiL WRAITH said that 
np to clause 28 they harl provided machinery by 
which the name:,; nf electors ahcady on the list 
for the past year might be struck off, but no 
nmchinery lmcl been yet referred to by which 
names might be put on. 

The PREMIEH : Thai comes ::tftenvank 

The HoN. Sm T. MciL\VRAITH said he 
thought the 31st clause was somewhat misplaced; 
it ought to be considered before the revision court 
was referred to at all. 

The PHJ~l\IIER :,;aid the nmtter was only one 
of convenience of arrangement, and he thought 
it more ouitable in its present form. 

Clause put and passed. 

Clause 20~" Quarterly registration court''~ 
passed with a verb::tl amendment. 

Clause 30~"Notice of sitting to be given"~ 
put and passed. 

On clause 31-
"A per~on claiming to have his na1nc inserted in any 

electoral roll may tlel ivcr his claim or send H by post to 
the uroper electoral registrar for the district in the roll 
for 1vhich he clalm5~ to have his name in~crted. The 
claim mnst be si~nccl hy the applicant with his crwn 
hand. or. if he cannot. vvrite, his mark mnst be attestr,d 
by a justice. The clahn um~t be in the following form 
or to the like effect. and in it must be set forth suffi
cient facts to show tluLt the claimant is possessed of a 
qualitieation UlHlCl' this j_f't :-
"To the Eler,toral Hcgistrar of the [ Division in 

the] Electoral District of 
"I hereby give you notice that I claim to have my 

name insertccl in the Electoral Roll for the l:lcctoral 
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District of J 111y name and (llULlification being as 
hcrcnndcr stated. And I hereby declare that I am 
posseHsed of ~mch qnalilication and am of the full age of 
twenty-one years and up\vards .. 

Christian 
)lame and 
~Ul'lllLllle. 

Datccl !hi" 

Residence 
(specifying 
if in :ttown 
the name of 
the ,'5trcct). 

day of 

Ijength of resi
dence, if qualifi

cation is resi
dence; or. where 

Qualitica- property is 
tion. situated, its 

value, and how 
long held, or to 
be held, if quali
iication is pro-

perty. 

' 188 . 
(Signed) A.B. 

"The fourth colmnn of the claim shall be tilled up in 
such one of the followingfonns ns is applicable or to the 
like etfeet :~ 

fa) Itesidcuce for six months at [rlesctiblng the 
situatio-n wu~ IUI!nVer of the }Jortion or allutJJwnt 
1 ~rany)]; 

(b) Possession for ,~ix monLh<; of a freehold estate at 
[desc,\"Mtzg as above tf1'1•ected], of the 
clear Yaluc one hundred pounds above all 
encumbrance%; 

(C) Ilonseholder at rrlescrilJin[t tsifU(I{{Oil as aboce 
directed] for six months, the house being of the 
clear annual value of ten tmnnds ; 

(d) Holder of a lea~ehold. at [de8erib:nv situation as 
abote rllt·ected], of the annual value of teu 
pounds, the lease of which has eighteen months 
to run; 

1 P) Holder for eighteen months of a 1enscholcl at 
[riesctihing .~iftr(lfinn (!,~· (lbuce rl:racted], of the 
amnml Yalnc of ten llOlU1Cls; 

(f) Holder for six months of a liecn;;:c from the Uov
crmncnt to depa.stnre lands at [rles:..·,";Uin(! sittw
t imz as alJorc directed]. 

And the situation of the property, if any, in respect of 
whif'll rcgbtl<Ition is claimed, shall be spedficd tu sueh 
a mtwner as to enable it io be cl£arly identitiecl." 

The PREl\IIElt said that in consec1uence of 
previous amendments it would be necessary that 
in the c~tse of a foreigner the claiin 8hould Hhow 
on the face of it that the claimant w1ts entitled 
to be registered. He there~ore proposed to add 
after the surname, in the first column, the fol
lowing vrords, "and wheth~r natural-born or 
n::tturctlised subjed, "tating, in the latter case 
the date of naturalisation." 

.c\.Jnendn1entagreed ttl; and clause, as an1ended, 
put and pas"ed. 

'fhe HoN. Sm T. MciLWIL\.ITH asked the 
A ttornev-General if there wa; any record kept in 
the Sup1:eme Court giving a list of the naturalised 
subjects of Her .1\Iaje"ty in Queensl::tnd at the 
present time ? 

The ATTORNEY-GEKERAL said he was 
not aware that there was any such list kept. 

The Hox. Sm T. MciLvVRAITH: Then 
what record was there at all, that a man had 
become a natumlised subject? It ought to be 
registered in the Supreme Comt, but the Attor
ney-Geneml :,;aid it was not, and he should like 
to know what became of it. 

The PREJ\IIER said tlmt according to the Act 
it should be registered in the Supreme Court in 
a book kept for the purpose. 

The HoN. Sm T . .1\lciLWR.\.ITH said he 
believed that the Attorney-General was right 
for once~that no such record was kept. 
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The PREMIER : I said it ought to be kept. 
The Ho);". Sm T. MciLWHAITH: The Act 

said it ought to be kept; but he did not helieYe it 
was, fo1: the .Rimple reo,~on that only b. had 
to be P'ml for 1t, and he chd not believe anybody 
about the Supremo Court would take any troubie 
for such a ~mall amount as that. It was a very 
important matter. · 

The PRE::\IIEH : It is very important. 
The HoN. Sm T. :\I oiL WRAITH said he did 

not Hee how they were to challenge ::tny foreigner 
at any place unless they could prove that his 
name was not regi:-3tered in the Snprerne Court. 
'rhe Act >caid distinctly that it shw• ld he regis
tered, and the Attornev-Geneml said there was 
no record of it. He hoped that hon. gentleman 
wonld be able to find time after his arduous 
duties i:> Pa~liament during'the present oession, 
to look m to tne whole matter and give-he would 
not say rnore corTect infonna.tion, because, aB 
he had already stated, he believed the hon. 
gentlenu1n was correct for once. 

On clause 32-
,, The clerk of petty ~cssions shall produce CYCl'Y 

such clnim at ,the next following 8itting of the 
quarterly registration conrt. 

"rrhe cleelaration contained in a.uy claim shall be 
taken as Jll':uul facie evidence of "the qualification 
claimed. 

"No claim shall be rejected for informalitY. 
" \Vhen any claim is rejceted lJy the conr~t the chair

man sha.ll en~lor.-;e on it the can~e of rejection anrl the 
clcetor~.tl rcg1strm· shall forthwith transmit b.Y po~t or 
oLhcrwisc to the person from whom the claim \Va~s 
re(·dved :t notice specifying the cause of rcjcetiou " 

The PREJ\HEU said on the secpnc] read in" of 
the Bill it was suggested that there mio-ht he 
bonte a1nbiguity in connection with th~ ard 
1;arag-raph, relating to informality. He then· fore 
tnoug·ht 1t wonld be better to mnencl the clanse 
~\s. R1;1gg~sted at t~]at tilne, hy in8ert.ing the \Vords! 

1f 1t (]lscloses that the daunant 1s l"'"'essed of 
'Jualificntion under this Act." 

The HoN. Sm T. J\IoiLWltAITH said he 
thought the Premier had mis"pJlrehendecl, to 
h1me extent, the effect of the objection that wa8 
bken to the wmrls, "no chtim :;hall be rejecte:! 
for informality." Everyone \Yould admit that 
the clause 1Ya:::; a gTerLt irnpru\'ernent upon the 
j>re,ent Act, and W;<~ a step in the direction of 
reform. But th"t reform might be defeated Ly 
the way in which the clause was worked. For 
instn.nce, one of the rnost con1n1on ca::;es that 
they would have to decide would be where 
accordin,; to the schedule in clause 31, applicant~ 
would have to state the situation and number 
of the house they li vecl in, and the portion or 
allotment it stood on. They would find plenty 
of case~ where they pnt in Bilnply reaidence for 
six months. Thttt wouhl be considered as 
informality Ly the clause, and he did not think 
the atneiHhneut proposed hy the Prernier tonched 
upon that ]Joint; because the\' had ,Jisclosecl 
the nature of their claim to be put upon the 
list-namely, reHidence for six months-but 
had omitted to deqcribe where it wa8. }1any 
a n1n,n would t:ny to hirnself, •' I an1 John Sn1ith; 
I arn pretty \vell kn\)\Vn, and that is enougb." 
That would defeat the object of the :cmendment. 
Of cnurse, he only gave the qualification of 
re~idence for six n1onths a.s an exau1ple. The 
clau8e said :-

,, Aud the ~itnati.on of the lll'Operty, if any, in rc...;pect, 
of which reg1stration is claimed, ~hall be speci1ied iu 
such a i!ULTI11er a.s to enable it to be clearly identified." 

A man had to describe the sit nation of the land 
and so forth, and, .suppor:;ing he muitted tha.t 
he (Sir T. }[cilwrait!J) ·''U]Jposed that woulcl 
be con~idered an infonnality under the clause. 
But the object of giving those particubrs 
wa~ to see whether the applicttnt was a 

uon<t fide one or not. The same thing applied to 
every one of those subclauses, (a), (b), (c), (d), (e), 
and (j) in clause 31. He would rather see any 
cbim n;jected for infommlity, and strike it ont 
a1together~ becau~e it was an invitation to appli
cants to put in their claims carelessly. They 
shonld he required to state definitely where they 
held their property, and he di'l not think they 
would have much symrmthy if they lost their 
votes. 

The PRE:VIIER said he rather agreed with 
the hon. gentleman. The difficulty was to <lefine 
a:1 informality. The cbim must show sufficient 
facts to prove that the applimmt had a qualifi
cation under the Act. He thought the sub
clause might be left out, and he would ttsk leave 
to withdraw his amendment. 

Amendment withdrawn accordingly. 
On the motion of the PREMIER, the words 

"no claim shall be rejected for informality" 
were on1itted. 

Clause, as amended, put and passed. 
On clause 33-" Oral application"-
The Ho);". Sm T. MolLWRAITH asked if 

there was any other clause in the Bill referring 
to the same subject? 

'rhe PRKYIIER : No, there is not. 
'rhe HoC'!. Sm T. M oiL WRAITH said there 

should be some provision by which the court 
should decide claims of that sort. A man 
from the country could not wait about all day 
long. 

The PRJ~MIEH said he was of opinion that 
applications from the country could be taken 
first. 

Mr. 1\lOJmHEAD asked if the provi,ions in 
claw:;e::; ::G and 2D-po\Yer of adjounnnent, a.nd 
quarterly registration court-applied to clause 
33 '? ... \. nwn rnight be pressed for titne during 
the sittings of the court, and could not nHtke his 
cbim without unduly interfering with the busi· 
ness going on. 

'l'he PREJ\1IJ"H: He can make his applica· 
tion at any time whilst the court is sitting. 

The Hox. Sm T. J\IciL\YRAITH said he 
thought personal application to the court would 
he n Yery favourite way of getting on the roll. 
\Vhen a written application was sent in the Lord 
only knew what became of it, but the business wa;; 
done "·hen a man appeared personally. \Vas he 
to understand that the reading of the clause was 
that during the sitting of the court any man 
claiming to be an elector could draw the attention 
of the court to the fact, no matter what other 
business was going on? 

The PRKl\'IIKR said he would not like to say 
t.hnt any perscm was entitled. to interrupt the 
proceedings of the court. It would not take 
long to go through the list, and if the court 
"'''" engaged upon that work they could not be 
bl ame'l for asking those in attendance to w<tit 
fiye minutes. The justices regulated the pro
ceedings in their own court, and they would no 
doubt deal with the cases as they saw most fitting 
and convenient. 

The HoN. Sm T. MciLWRAITH said he 
believed the wav in which the clau'e would work 
would be that n'lost of the electms wn:1ld choose 
to be put on the roll in that way and not send in 
clainiS on paper. He thought sorne provision 
should be made that the court should hear, before 
tbey adjourned their businese, the claims brought 
fon\'ard ,]uriJJ<;. the clay. The court might 
deprive anum her of electors of their right by not 
hearing and cletennining the clairr1x. It ought 
to be made compulsory upon the court to hmcr 
the applimttion:; before it adjourned. 
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The PREMIER said justices were compelled 
to hear claims, and if they did not do so they 
conld be compelled by the Supreme Court. The 
clause would not be made any plainer if the 
wol'd "shall" was inserted, and no difference 
would be made in the law. 

:'vir. MOREHEAD said, of course, if justices 
of the pe;we regulated their busine"'s in the way 
jndg-es of the t:luprome Court dicl, there wouln 
he no difficulty; but he could understand them 
declining to hear a case, a.nd putting a.~ man to 
great inconvenience-n1aking hiln stand on one 
side, or n,rljourning the case from day to day. 

The PRKYIIER: If the court had half-an
hour's work to do there would be no hardship in 
keeping even fifty men waiting to have their 
cbims heard. A justice of the peace had power 
to arljourn a case from day to day. He also had 
power not to do his duty, but ho was subject to 
the conse<Juences. 

Clause pnt and passed. 
Clauses 35 to 38 passed as printed. 

The HoN. Sm T. MciLWRAITH said he 
thought the hon. gentleman should How con•ent 
to adjourn. He himself had been working hard 
8ince half-past 7 that morning- ; and why 8hould 
they go on after 10 o'clock at night? 

J\Ir. KATES said they had done very well so 
far, and it was about time to adjourn. 

The PREMIER said he did not complain of 
tlw progress the Committee had made, but the 
hon. n1ernber opposite wanted to introduce a. new 
rule-that whenever 10 o'clock came they ,honlrl 
arljourn, no matter at what part of a Bill they 
had anivcd. The conduct of the busines>; of the 
House rested with the Government, and there 
w:ts no reason why they should adjourn simply 
because one member t":tlled out " Adjourn." If 
hon. members wished to discuss fully the four or 
five succeeding clauses in the part under consi
deration, that would be a reason for adjourning, 
but so far as he knew those clauses were of a 
non-contentions character. 

The Hox. Sm T. M oiL WRAITH said the 
Premier was incorrect. vVhile he was Premier 
he adjourned the business at 10 o'clock when 
requested, though he admitted that very often it 
was twenty minutes past 10 before the House 
really adjourned; because when he was ready 
to adjourn members of the Opposition kept on 
talking-and not on Government business. 

The PREMIER asked whether hrm. members 
desired to discuss the succeeding four or five 
clauses? If not, there was no reason why they 
should not pass them before adjourning·. 

Mr. :iYI()gEHEAD said that on such an 
import:~nt measure as the :Elections Bill they 
should not be hustled into hasty legislation by 
the Premier. The hon. g-entleman knew there 
was nothing to be gained by refusing to adjourn. 
'rhey had done a good deal of work already ; 
and though the hon. the Premier might keep 
them till 12 o'clock, there would be very little 
1nore business done. 

The PHE:YIIER : Is it the wish of hon. 
1nembers to discuss the ren1aining clanst'A? 

The Ho:-r. Sm T. ::HciLWRAITH: We should 
not h:we '"ked you to 11djourn if we did not want 
to di8CURS them. 

1\ft. AitCHER s'tid there was not a member 
who had not tried to make the Bill as goorl a one 
as possible, yet the Pre1nier insisted on going on 
with the business when requeeted by members 
on both "'ides to adjonrn, though he kue\\7 hy ex
perience that no rnore bnsine-;::; "\Youlcl he f1one. 
When the hon. member was in opposition anrl 
wanted to go home he took care that there 
should he no more business done. 

The PREMIER said he did not wish to press 
business ag-ainst the wish of hon. members, but 
he also wished it to be distinctly understood 
that it devolved upon the (}overnment to con
duct the business of the House. He moved 
that the Chairman leave the chair, report pro
gTf'·<i:-J, and ask leave to sit again. 

The HoN. Sm T. MciL WRAITH said the 
Oppo:;ition also had a great deal to do with 
deciding when to adjourn and when not to 
adjourn; but the hon. member thought he could 
treat them like children. 

The PHEMIER said he only desired that 
courte ;y should be shown by each side to the 
other. 

The Hox. Sm T. JYiciL WRAITH : Set the 
exa1nple! 

Question put and passed. 

The House resumed; the CHAimiAN reported 
prog-ress, and obtained lert ve to sit again to-
lllOrHHY. 

ADJOURXMENT. 
The PREMIER said: Mr. Speaker,-I move 

that this House do now '"ljourn. The order 
of business for to-morrow will be :-Crown Lands 
.\et of 1 '<S4 Amendment Bill, third reading; 
lYiar,,upiah; Destruction Act Continuation Bill, 
which will be rgcommitted for the purpose of 
introducing son1e an1endn1ents 'vhich willlJe circu
lated to-rnorrow rnorning. \V e whh to di~pose 
of that lJecau:;e it is desirable to send it to the 
other House as soon as possible. Then we pro
po .. e to take the second rer~,cUng of the I .. icenAing 
Bill, anrl if there is any time available to pro
Ct'ed with the Elections Bill. 

Q:1estion put and passed. 
The House adjourned at five minutes past 10 

o'clock. 




