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LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 
Tuesday, 28 June, 1892. 

Petition: Queensland Permanent Trustee, Executor, 
Finance and Agency Company, Limited. -}lotion 
for Adjournment: The Chief Secretary's charges 
against 1\fr. Glassey.-Elections Bill: Resumption 
of committee.-Adjournment. 

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

PETITION. 
QUEENSLAND PERiiiANENT TRUSTEE, EXECUTOR, 

FINANCE AND AGENCY COMPANY, LDIITED. 
Mr. POWERS presented a petition from 

the chairman of directors of the queensland 
Permanent Trustee, Executor, Finance and 
Agency Company, Limited, praying for leave 
to introduce a Bill to amend the Act of 1888. 
The petition was respectfully worded, the usual 
notice had been given, and the necess>try deposit 
had been m>tde. He moved that the petition be 
received. 

Question put and passed. 

MOTION FOR ADJOURNMENT. 
THE CHIEF SECRETARY'S CHARGES AGAINST 

MR. GLASSEY. 
Mr. GLASSEY ~aid: Mr. Speaker,-The 

preliminary business h>tving been disposed of, I 
wish to refer to a matter, and to put myself in 
order I shall conclude with the usual motion for 
adjournment. During the discussion of the 
Elections Bill in committee on Thursday last the 
Chief Secretary, in replying to a speech made by 
me, made some very serious--

The SPEAKER said : The hon. member 
cannot discuss what has taken place in com
mittee on a Bill which has been refeiTed to the 
Committee. The matter is now before the Corn· 
mittee, and cannot be referred to in the House 
until it is reported. 

Mr. GLASSEY: I only wish to rebut the 
very serious charges made by the Chief Secretary, 
which, I think, he was not warranted in making; 
and, of course, I avail myself--

The SPEAKER : The hon. member is not in 
order in referring in the House to what has 
taken place in committee. I do not know any 
circumstances under which it can be done-at 
least, any ordinary circumstances. 

Mr. GLASSEY : Then, I pre5ume, Sir, from 
your ruling, that I am debarred from bringing 
this matter up in the House. 

The SPEAKER : The hon. member has no 
right :to refer in the House to what has taken 
place in committee in connection with a Bill 
which is now before the Committee. When a 
Bill has been referred by the House to the Com
mittee, until a report is made by the Chairman 
no reference can be made in the House to pro
ceedings in committee unless they have been 
specially referred to the Speaker by the Corn· 
mittee through the Chairman. 

Mr. GLASSEY: Of course, Mr. Speaker, I 
have no desire to violate any rule or Standing 
Order of the House, and feeling sure that your 
ruling is correct, I shall defer my remarks until 
another occasion, when I shall be able to take up 
the matter to which I wish to refer, 

ELECTIONS BILL. 
RESt:iiiPTIO::<I OF COMi\1I1'TEE. 

On this Order of the Day being read, the 
House went into committee to further consider 
the Bill in detail, 
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On clause 2, as follows :-
H The fourth and fifth sections of the Elections Act 

of 1883 Amendment Act of 1886 are hereby repealed, 
and the provisioni:i of the four next follmving sections 
of this Act are substituted for them ; bnt such l'eppa~ 
shall not affect the validity of any claim which has 
been heretofore delivPred or sent to an electoral registrar 
by any person, if such claim shows that the claimant is 
entitled to be registered as an elector." 

IVIr. GLASSEY said he did not know exactly 
whether he was in order in now referring to 
the matter he had previously touched upon, 
but he thought the question was of such serious 
moment that it was desirable that something 
should be said. He was sure that some of 
the remarks made by the Chief Secretary, 
to which he would shortly refer, were at all 
events uncalled for, and in order to put the 
members of the Committee in poosession of all 
that transpired, so far as he was concerned, 
and also of the remarks made by the Chief 
Secretary in reply to his speech, he would re:.d 
the whole of what was said. In the first place 
~he Chief Secretary charged him with threaten-, 
mg hrm. members of that House, also with 
inciting to mob rule. 'l'he hon. gentleman also 
endorsed the remark made by the hon. me.mber 
for Nundah, Mr. Agnew, that he (Mr. Glassey) 
was a trainer in a school of violence, and finally 
the hon. gentleman said that his (:\ir. Glassey's) 
friends outside were discussing a new policy-a 
policy of murder. 

Mr. NELSON said he rose to a point of order, 
He really could not see how this discu~sion was 
to be carried on. A certain Bill had been referred 
to that Committee by the House, and the Com
mittee had no other business, except that Bill to 
deal with. They had no power to deal with any
thing else. As far as he could make out from 
what the hon. member had said up to the 
present, he was referring to a subject that 
had no connection whatever with the Bill
something in connection with a discussion that 
took place in committee, and was to a large 
extent of a personal nature, if not entirely so. 
But personal matters should Le brought up in 
the House in the prope,· way, not before a 
Committee, to which a certain special thing had 
been referred for consideration. If that kind of 
thing was to Le allowed, it appeared to him 
that the business of the country would never be 
got through. There was a proper way of doing 
it, if the hon, member would only take the 
proper way ; but he was sure that the course now 
taken by the hon. member was not the proper one. 
He was not present on the occasion to which the 
hon. member was referring; but he thought the 
whole of that evenins was wasted, as far as he 
could see from the report of what took place in 
committee on Thursday. He thought that if the 
discussion had been confined to the Bill which was 
referred to the Conimittee the whole of the other 
matter introduced might haYe been stopped at 
the start. He knew he could speak for one side 
of the Committee, and he thought he could speak 
for the wholP Committee in saying that if the 
Chairman would exercise his authority and keep 
hon. members within the limits defined by parlia
mentary usage, he would receive the support of 
nearly the whole Committee, The\· all knew the 
Chainnn.n's impartiality; they aJI had great 
confidence in his judgment ; and he was sure 
that if the Chairman did as had been sugge~ted, 
he would be backed np by a v cry large majority 
of the Committee. If they adhered to the rules 
of parliamentary practice, an enormous amount 
of time would be saved. With regard to the 
matter referred to by the hon. member for 
Bundanba, he might or might not have" very 
good case. 

Mr. G LASSEY: You are very aPxious that 
I shall not have an opportunity, of stating it. · . 

Mr. NELSON said be distincJ;ly contradicted 
that statement. He was no't at all anxious tliat the 
hon. rilember should not have an . opportunity of 
stating his case, whatever his case might be. He 
thought every hon. member had a right to bring 
forward any case he chose, ):Jut be must do it in 
the proper way. That was all he contended for, 
and he did not think the time of the Committee 
ought to be occupied by the discussion of matters 
with which that Committee could not deal. He 
was suriJrised that the Chief Secretary had allowed 
it to proceed without rising to a point of ordE)r. 
If the hon. member were to adopt a proper 
method of bringh1g the matter forward, it w~ 
possible that he might be able to support the 
hon. membQr. Re did not say he could; he did 
nop say he w_o.uld. · His point of O):der was siinply 
this: \Vas It competent for a member of the 
Committee to bring up for discussion some 
personal matter which had transpireq on · !l> 
previous occasion, not connected, as far as P!l 
could see, with the ess·entials of the Bill which 
had been referred to that Committee? 

The CHAIRMAN said : The remarks of the 
hon. member for Bitndanba, so far as 1ui")1as pro
ceeded· since the Conimittee resumed, ·do riot 
appear to me to be relevant to the matter imme
diately before the Committee ; but I understood 
the hon. member to say that he rose with the 
intention of replying to a charge made against 
him at the previou~ sittip,g, and I do npt think I 
should be justified in ruling him out of ord~r il). 
replying to charges made against hiip. 

The CFJIEF SECRETARY (Hon. SirS. W. 
Griffith) said that at the last sitting the hon·. 
member occupied a long time in answering what 
he (the Chief Secretary) had said; and surely he 
could not resume the debate on a subsequent 
occasion? He did not rise before, because he 
thought it possible that the' hori. gentleman 
desired to make amends for what he had said on 
that occasion. 

Mr. POWERS said he was very glad the 
Chairman had ruled as he had done. It would 
he a great· 1>ity if members of the Queen'sland 
Parliament were not allowed to answer imy 
charges made against thein. \Vhen the hon. 
member for BundariLa was speaking on the last 
occasion there was such a howl that he (Mr. 
Powers) did not know until he saw Hansiird 
what the hon. gentleman's answer was. Parnell, 
wh•m charged with crime in the House of Com
mons, was allowed to answer the charge; and 
he hoped the time would never come in the 
history of Queensland when the present Chair
man or any other chairman would refus~ to 
allow an hon. member to answer any ch().rge 
made against him. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES (Hon. 
W. 0. Hodgkinson) said there was no desire to 
prevent any hon. member from replying to any 
charge made against him ; but it was necessary 
that the . business of the Committee should oe 
conducted in a proper form. No member of 
that Committee desired in any way to curb the 
expression of any sentiments the hon. member 
for Bundanba might wish to utter; bnt let him 
not assume to dictate to hon. members in 
violation of the forms consecrated by centuries 
of practice. He was certain that there was a 
mode in which the hon. member could do :What 
he desired, and there was no hon. member who 
had great experience in parliameutary pr::tctice 
but would point out a channel in which he could 
bring forward bis ideas in· proper form. 

Mr. GLASSEY said : Mr. Morgan,--
Mr. NELSON said he was really very sorry 

that he could not agree with the ruling of 
the Chairman. It was so contrary to all 
principles of justice and the good conduct of 
the business of the Committee tlpt he Ip.ns,t 
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ori that occasion exerCise his rights.' He wa~ 
perfectly certain that . the course taken by 
the hon. member for Bundanba was not the 
right one. If an hon. member had a grievance 
there was a proper way to bring it forward ; 
his liberties were not curtailed in any possible 
way ; hut he must exercise his rights in 
accordance with parliamentary practice. That 
the action of the hon. member for Bundanba 
was not in accordan'ce with that practice, any 
number of precedents could be adduced to 
show. Of course there was ahvavs the right of 
appeal from any decision by the Uhair, whether 
it was by the Chairman of Committees or by the 
Speaker. There was no appeal from the Chair
man of Committees to the Speaker; the Chairman 
thus occupied the same position in Committee, as 
far as dignity and re,ponsibility. were concerned, 
as the Speaker did in the House. But hon. 
members could appeal from the Speaker's decision 
to the House, and they could appeal from the 
Chairman's decision to the Committee. That was 
the rule so far as he was acquainted with par
liamentary practice, and he thoughb that by 
accepting the ruling which had been given on 
that occasion they would be. establishing a very 
dangerous precedent which they might have here
after to repent of. The question was one of rele· 
vancy-whether the di"cussion which the hon. 
member for Bundanba was attempting to initiate 
was strictly related to the question before the Com
mittee. He really pptild not see how it was oo 
related. The question as put by the Chairman 
did· not, so far as he could see, embrace or 
cover any such discussion ; he' did not see 
how it could be twisted into giving any such 
latitude. Therefore, with great reluctance, he 
would ask the Chairman to put the matter to 
the Committee, and let hon. members decide 
it once for all. If they were going to adopt the 
practice which W!ts proposed to be introduced, 
let them adopt it fairly and fully and know what 
they were doing. Every hon. member of course 
had his rights ; but there was a proper time and 
place for referring to such matters as were 
proposed to he introduced, and that in his 
opinion was both the wrong time and wrong 
place. He hoped that hon. members would say 
whether it WitS conducive to the dignity and 
good conduct of the Committee to establish any 
such precedent as they were liable to establish 
on that occasion, by allowing that discussion to 
proceed. 

Mr. GLASSEY said seeing that the Chair
man's ruling still held good--

Mr. NELSON said if the Chairman wished 
him to propose a inotion, he wouid do so. He 
moved that the Chairman's ruling be disagreed 
with. 

The CHIEF SECRETARY said he under
stood that the hon. member for Bundanba pro
posed to refer to a debate which took place 
when the House was last in committee on that 
Bill, upon an amendment proposed by the hon. 
member on the 1st clause of the Bill, and that 
the hou. member in referring to that debate 
wished to say something in explanation of or 
further answer to what he considered the charges 
made against himself. 

Mr. U LASSEY : Hear, hear! 
The CHIEF SECRETARY said he under

stood that the Chairman had ruled that that was 
in order. For his own part he (the Chief Secre
tary) thought that, strictly speaking, that ruling 
was not correct. At the same time he thought 
it would be unfortunate if the Committee were 
to dis.agroe with the Chairman's ruling qu that 
occasiOn, because when an hon. member hail had a 
charge made against him--or even conceived that 
he had had a charge niade against him, which was 
not a charge-which he might answer; it was 

desirable that he should have an opportunity of 
replying to the charge. So that although the 
strict rules of debate might be transgressAd, yet, 
on the higher grounds of allowing a member to 
defend himself, he thought the rules of debate 
should not be strictly insisted upon. 'fhe hon. 
member might be considered to be speaking with 
.the indulgence of the Committee, if his speech 
was to be what he said it would be. He (the 
Chief Secretary) hoped, therefore, that the leader 
or the Opposition would withdraw his motion. 

Mr; NELSON said on those grounds he had 
no objection whatever to withdraw the motion. 
He would not for a· moment curtail the liberty 
of ~.ny hon. member, but he desired that all 
things should be done properly and in order. If 
it was considered right that the first opportunity 
that occurred should be given to the hon. mem
ber to reply to something that had been said 
with respect to him, he would not obj.oct; but 
he wished it to be distinctly understoocl that 
that was an exceptional case, and should not 
form a precedent for future practice. 

'fhe CHIEF 8ECRETARY : Hear, hear! 
Mr. NELSON said that being nmlerstood he 

would, with the consent of the Committee, with
draw the motion. 

The CHAIRMAN said : If the Committee 
will permit me to make a few further remarks, I 
deqire to ny that the ruling I gave was based, in 
my mind, on th03e higher grounds to which the 
Ol1ief Secretary alluded. I di8tinctly stated 
that in my opinion the remarks of the hon. 
member for Bundanba were not relevant to the 
question before the Committee. I understood 
the hon. member to rise for the purpose of 
replying to, and with the object, I presume, of 
clearing himself ~n respect of, some charges 
made against him when the Committee sat on a 
previous occasion. If an hon. member conceives 
himself to be the subject of a charge which in 
hib mind is not justified, he ought, I think, to 
have the right of replying to that charge, even 
if in doing so he exceeds the stdct limits of 
debate. Is it the ple:tsure of the Committee 
that the motion be withdrawn? 

HoNOURABLE ME~!BEHS: Hear, hear ! 
Motion withdrawn accordingly. 
Mr. GLASSEY said he was exc<:>edingly 

obliged to the Chairman and other hon. members 
for acceding to his req nest for permission to refer 
to son,e matters which took place in committee 
on the previous Thursday, and to reply to some 
charges which, in his judgment, were untairly 
made by the Chief Secretary. During his (Mr. 
Glassey's) experience in Parliament he always 
founi that indulgence was given to hon. 
m~mbers who felt a<;grieved at anything which 
was said with respect to them ; and although 
a matter might hinge upon politic.tl and social 
questions, he saw no reason why that in
dulgence should not be extended to any hon. 
member who might claim it, with a view of 
endeavouring to vindicate himself from the 
charges which he considered had been unfairly 
made against him. As he said just now, the 
Chief Secretary was in his judgment unwarranted 
in making the charges he had made. The hon. 
gentlemen said that he (Mr. Glassey) had 
threatened members of the Committee; that he 
wished to set up mob rule; that be had his 
andience listening to him out <icle. The hon. 
gentleman further endorsed the remark made by 
the hon. member for Nundah, ~Ir. Agnew, that 
he (Mr. Gla&'·ey) was a tminer in a training 
school of violence. The hon. gentleman further 
made the charge that his friends outside we1·e 
discussing a new policy-a policy of murder. 

The CHIEF SECRl!.:TARY: "Some amongst 
the hon. members friends" I said, 
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Mr. GLASSEY said he would give the words 
used. Everything which he had said which 
appeared in the slightest degree to be referred to 
in the Chief Secretary's speech he would repeat, 
and he would then put alongside that the remarks 
made by the Chief Secretary in answer to his 
speech, and would then leave the Committee and 
the country to judge whether the remarks made 
on that occasion by the Chief Secretary were 
warranted or not. Further, he and his friends, 
in consequence of the attitude they assumed, 
were threatened wlth expulsion from the 
House. Those were the matters to which he 
intended to refer as briefly as he could ; not, how
ever, with a view of making amends for what he 
said the other night, as the Chief Secretary had 
just now suggested, but rather in the hope that the 
Chief Secretary would make some amends for 
some of the very uncalled-for remarks he made 
upon the occasion in question. To come to the 
question of threatening hon. members, what he 
had said was that if the Bill passed in its present 
form it would have the effect of disfranchising a 
considerable number of working people in the 
colony, and would court a conflict with the 
people. \Vhat he said would be found in Han
sard, as follows:-

11 Mr. GLASSEY said he would ask if it was desirable to 
court a conflict with the people, because, as surely as 
that B11l passed, they would have a conflict with the 
people." 

Further on he said-
" Let them trust the people, and he had no fear but 

that the people would trust the Parliament. He would 
warn the Government, and he would warn their sup~ 
porters, that if the Bill was passed--

" The CnrEF SECRETAitY: You warn the Government?" 

The CHIEF SECRETARY : Somebody else 
said that. 

Mr. GLASSEY said he continued-
,, He wal'ned them that if that measure p3,ssed it 

would raise a hostile feeling in this country such as 
they had never seen before." 
Further on he said-

" He believed the Government did not represent 
the people on that question. He believed the people 
were decidedly against the measure just as they had 
been against various other mea,ures which ha was 
not going to refer to at that time. So long as he 
was able he should oppose the Bill, believing, as he 
did, that the feeling and wish of the people was for a 
larger measure of reform, which would offer the utmost 
facilities for getting on the rolls. There were 108,000 
people in the colony entitled to vote. The man who, in 
November next, if the Bill became law, robbed him of 
his vote, or attemptecl it, had better keep out of his 
way. The man who robbed him of his vote, robbed him 
of all that which was nearest and dearest to him; and 
the men who attempted to deprive the people of their 
political rights, were only provoking and arousing a 
hostile feeling and courting a conflict with t,he people. 

H The CHIEF SECRBTARY: You have been stirring up 
sedition for over a year." 

The COLONIAL TREASURER (Hon. Sir 
T. Mcllwraith): Hear, hear! 

HONOURABLE JYfE}IBERS: Hear, hear! 

An HoNOl:RABLE MEMBER : There are more of 
the same opinion. 

Mr. GLASSEY said he called for proof of 
that statement; and in order to have on record 
a correct clefinition of what "sedition " was, he 
took the trouble to look up " vValker" and 
"Webster" that day to find the meaning they 
put upon the word-

er A factious rising of men in opposition to law and 
disturbance of the peace--" 

HONOURABLE MEMBERS : Hear, hear ! 
Mr. GLASSEY-
''Tumult n.nd insurrection.', 

That was the definition given by those learned 
gentlemen. He wanted the Chief Secretary to 
give the Committee and the country some proof 
of the statement: vVhere he (Mr. Glassey) had 
preached sedition? The date . on which t~e 
preaching took place, and the circumstances m 
which it occurred? 

Mr. PATTISON: You could get that from 
"Dear George," I think. 

Mr. GLASSEY said tnat the Secretary for 
Railways interjected, "Let bygones be by
gones;" and he (Mr. Glassey) went on to say-

" The Bill did not let bygones be bygones. If the 
Government extended the franchise they would be 
letting bygones be bygones by trnstinl' the l!eople .. But 
to attempt to deprive them of tbmr pohtlcal _rights 
would have the opposite effect. At least one thmg he 
would promise. and that w aB that the Bill would only 
go through when he had no further strength and 
energy to oppose it. The Government might be suffi
ciently strong to pass it in the Committee; but h1s 
side was stronger outside.,' 

Meaning that the bulk of t~e el~ctors .were n<:b 
with the Government, but w1th himself m opposi· 
tion to the Bill. That was the meaning intended 
to be conveyed, and which was conveyed in thosa 
words. Again he eaid-

" The Government might be sutliciently strong to 
carry the Bill. They had seen their strength manifeste.d 
on several occasions, and no doubt they would see It 
aaain · but it would not last. He wonld seriously 
advise' the Chief Secretary to take into his considera~ 
tion the effect the passing of the measure was likely to 
have upon the minds of the people. 

"The CHI.KP SECltETARY: I believe it will have a very 
beneficial effect. 

"Mr. GLAss>~Y said he thought it would have ~he 
very opposite effect. Any measure that did :not g:tve 
greater facilities to persons wishing to have the1r na1nes 
on the rolls would not h»ve a beneficial effect upon the 
country.,, 
Those were the whole of the remarks of his 
which he thought were in the slightest way 
referred to in what he considered the angry 
speech of the Chief Secretary. He would .next 
read the Chief Secretary's remarks in answer to 
those statements. The Chief Secretary said-

" He did not want to use unpar1iamentnry language, 
but he must say he did uot think he had henrd a speech 
since he had been a member of Parliament so discredit~ 
able to every meml.er of it as that of the hon. gentleman, 
as he supposed he must call him. The hon. gentleman 
in effect had threatened the Government and the Com
mittee if they did not accede to his views. 

"111r. GLAsSEY: Not my views-the views of the people 
of the colony. 

"The CHIEF SF.CRF-TARY: His views of the best way of 
securing a bond fide representation of the people in 
Par!iament-t.hat thev should be met with sedition and 
violence outside. The hon. member had in effect 
threatened the Committee with mob rule outside if they 
did not accede to his views to· night. 

"Mr. Lr:ssNJm: That is exactly what he said. 
"TheCHIEPSECRETARY: That is exactly what the hon. 

member for Bnndanba said. 
''Mr. GLAS'SEY: No. 
u IIonourab1e Members: Yes. 
"The CurE>' SECRETARY said he did not think that 

threats of that kind would deter one single member of 
that Committee from doing his duty. 

rrHonourable Members: Hear, hear! 
"The CHIBF SECRE'rARY said they were not going to be 

coerced by the language which the hon. gentleman and 
his assooiates had been indulging in for the last few 
weeks. 

"J\fr. AGXJ<i\V: ·which he has trainr.d them in. 
"The CHIEF SECRI<;TARY said the hon. member who 

interrupted him was right. There was apparently a 
school of violence." 
He hoped that the Chief Secretary when he rose 
to reply would tell the Committee where that 
school of violence was, and who the members and 
pupils of it were, and would mention one single 
occasion where he had acted as a trainer of those 
people in matters of violence, 
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"Mr. GLASSEY: Give some proot 
"The CHIEF SECRETARY said that he had received some 

resolutions that day-he had not read them before. 
They had been sent to him from a meeting which had 
been held in the Centennial Hall-he had heard some
thing about a speech which had been delivered there. 
He did not know who the compiler of those resolutions 
was~ but he seemed to be a person of very poor ability 
judging from the composition of the resolutionS. He 
seemed to have endeavoured to get together as many 
insulting epithets and expressions as he could. The 
hon. gentleman was apparently the mentor of those 
people; and now, to cap all, he had distinctly threatened 
the Committee and hon. memhers of it with violence
actual physical violence-if they did not accede to his 
views. The hon. member had posed as the mentor of 
those people inside and outside Parliament. Now, he 
asked the hon. member did he know what his friend.s 
were doing P Did he know that amongst the men of 
whom he posed as the leader at the present time there 
was a new policy being discussed, and that was the 
policy of murder? Did the hon. member know that? 

"I\Ir. GLASS.l-;Y: Xo, and neither do you. 
"The CHIKI!' SECRETARY said that he did know it. He 

knew that ttmongst many of the hon. member's friends 
outside they hq,d for some time past been discussing
deliberately discussing the qtu,·~tion of murder-the 
murder of some prominent members of that Committee. 
'l'hat was a fact." 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES said he 
rose to a point of order. If the hon. member for 
Bundanba had a right to give a rehash of a 
previous debate, <ach other of the seventy-two 
members of the House could claim the same 
right, and business would come to a standstill. 
The hon. member had been allowed, by the in
dulgence of the Committee, to refer to certain 
char,;es which he alleged were made against him. 
Although the Committee were desirous to hear 
what the hon. member had to say on that sub
ject, they did not want to be wearied with a 
repetition of the tiresomA speeches of the hon. 
member. Let him concentrate his charge•, and 
let the Chief Secretary reply to him if he could, 
and as he (the Secretary for .Mines) did not doubt 
he could. They did not want a rehash of Han
sard, and the time of the Committee occupied by 
the self-laudation of one of its members. 

The 0HAIRMAN: The hon. member for 
Bundanba appears to me to be taking a rather 
unfair advantage of the privilege extended to 
him by the Committee. I understood him to 
rise for the pnrpose of replying to certain 
charges that had been made against him. That 
could have certainly been done in less time than 
the hon. member has already occupied. I will 
ask him, therefore, to summarise wha.t he has to 
say, to answer the charges he objects to, an'Cl 
then to conclude his remarks. 

.Mr. GLASSEY: Then I am not permitted to 
read what the Chief Secretary sa.id in answer to 
myself. 

An HONOURABLE .MEMBER : We know it 
already. 

.Mr. GLASSEY: But I want the country to 
know it as well. I want to have my remarks 
and those of the Chief Secretary placed side by 
side. 

The CHAIRMAN : The hon. member is quite 
in order in refuting the charge, if any charge 
was made against him, but I think he should 
confine himself strictly to that, and not introduce 
matters that cannot be considered to contain any 
charges made against him individually or as a 
member of the House. He should summarise his 
remarks, as I said, and confine himself strictly to 
the language he objects to; and, having done 
that, make his rejoinder. 

Mr. GLASSEY said it was the first time since 
he had been in the colony that any objection had 
been made to an hon. member occupying a few 
minutes on a matter of that kind. However, he 
wanted briefly to say that he denied in toto that 
any friends of his were engaged in any such 

work. If any persons were engaged in any such 
work, they were no friends of his. He repn· 
diated entirely the charge-and he hurled it 
back to the fJHarter whence it emanated-thfl-t 
any friends of his were gnilty of any such con
duct. He wanted the Chief SecrFtary to give 
the Committee some information as to where 
that so-called school of murder was. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS 
(Hon. T. 0. Unmack): That would never do. 

.Mr. GLASSBY said it was quite competent 
for hon. members, or for the Chief Secretary, to 
make any charge they or he liked, but when the 
Chief Secretary was called upon to give the 
Committee and the country some information 
concerning his charge, they were told by another 
Minister of the Crown that it would never do. 
He repeated that, under no circnmstances that 
he was aware of, had any friend of his been 
guilty of anything approaching what had been 
said by the Chief Secretary. 

The HoN. B. D. MOREHEAD: Are you 
in the confidence of your friend:~? 

Mr. GLASSEY said he had enough confidence 
in them to know that they would not be guilty 
of anything of that kind. He wondered whether 
there had been any inciting to murder on the 
other side! He wondered whether there was a 
meeting held recently in the Centennial Hall by 
the patriotic lear;ue, when the chairman recom
mended that he (Mr. Glussey) and other persons 
should be murdered? He did not pay the 
slightest attention to that, nor did he attach the 
slightest meaning to it, because he was perfectly 
aware that, although the language used was 
strong, the person using it had no such intention. 

The CHIEF SECRETARY: What meeting 
was that? 

Mr. GLASSEY: It was a meeting of tho 
patriotic league. A gentl~man of Brisbane 
named Mr. Porter was in the chair. You had 
better ask him. 

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I never heard 
of it before, and I do not believe it ever hap
pened. 

Mr. GLASSEY said he attached no importance 
to reckless statements made by per.;ons on either 
side. But when it had gone forth to the country, 
and was sent across the wires over every part 
of Australia, that the Chief Secretary had asked 
him if he was not aware that his friends were 
preaching a new policy of murder, it became a 
very serious charge. Could it be considered for 
a single moment that any men in their senses 
would be guilty of anything of the kind? 

.Mr. DALRYMPLE : .They cut Abor Creek 
bridge down. 

.Mr. GLASSEY said could it be considered 
that a single person in that community would 
attempt either the life of the Chief Secretary m• 
any other member of the House? 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: 
Did not they try to wreck trains ? 

Mr. GLASSEY said he wondered how such 
information reached the liovernment. \Vas there 
any secret service money voted? 

The HoN. B. D . .MOREHEAD : There soon 
will have to be. 

Mr. GLASSEY said who were the persons 
who were engaged in that secret and nefarious 
work, cMrying such cock-and-Lull stories to 
the Chief Secretary that he came forward and 
charged a man equally as honourable as himself 
and his friends with preaching a policy of murder. 
Although he was a ver:v humble individual, he 
could place his character alongside that of ~he 
hon. gentleman, and court the fulleot inqurry 
regarding it; and for the hon. gentleman to say 
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that he (Mr. Glassey) was mixed up with persons 
guilty of such crimes was monstrous. He had no 
desire to take up the time of the House. 

HoNot:RABLE ME21IBERS: Oh, oh ! 
Mr. GLASSEY said hon. members might 

laugh to their hearts' content. It would not jar 
him in the slighted degree, neither would it 
cause him to sit down one moment before he 
intended. He said that every sing1e statement 
made by the Chief Secretary in reference to his 
conduct was false and entirely untrue, and that 
if any of his friends were guilty of any such 
crimes as charged against them he entirely 
repudiated them. And now he wanted the Chief 
S"cretary to tell them where the school of 
murder existed and who were the pupils; when 
and where he preached those doctrines; and who 
furnished the Government with information 
which would lead the hon. gentleman to utter 
such reckless, wild, and untruthful statements as 
he had referred to. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER said he 
thought they had gone far enough in extending 
the indulgence of the House to the hon. member. 
That hon. member was wild with the Chief 
Secretary for accusing him of having friends who 
advocated a policy of murder, and he made at 
the same time a direct charge against a very 
honourable gentleman in this town, Mr. Porter, 
of having preRided over a meeting of the patriotic 
league the object of which was to arrange for the 
murder of the hon. member himself. 

lVIr. GLASSEY: I attach no importance to 
it. It was a wild statement. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER said the 
thing was extremely ridiculous; to talk of m nrder
ing the hon. member was too absurd. Nobo:ly 
wanted to get rid of the man himself, but they 
wanted to get rid of his eternal jaw. Now, he rose 
as Treasurer of the colony. If there was an expen
sive institution in the colony which was abused it 
was Hccnsard. It had been the constant practice 
of the labour party to abuse Hansard in order 
to meet their own ends. The most precious 
time of the House was always taken up by those 
1nembers insisting, in season and out of season, 
in making themselves prominent in Hansard. 
Anyone looking at Hansr<rd casually would think 
that ".i\!Ir. Glassey" was the House. The Chief 
Secretary might have a say occasionally, but, 
c.t~ually looking at Hansa?·d, people saw the same 
"Mr. Glassey," or"Mr. Ryan,"or "Mr. Hoolan," 
and it might be supposed that those members 
had charge of the House, simvlv because they 
C•lmmanded the first columns of Hansard. Now, 
that was an abuse that ought to be put down; 
and he hoped the Standing Orders that were 
being prepared would provide thoroughly that 
the Government should command the business 
of the House and Hansard, and he hoped 
hon. members would back him up in curbing 
Hansard so that it should not be abused in 
the way it had been. It was an institution 
put to no use at the present time, except to 
encourage the angry passions of men in this 
colony at the present time. In these times of 
depre'"ion, when there were so many unemoloyed, 
many people were doing their best to p'ull the 
colony through, but there were others who were 
doing what they could to thwart every effort 
that was made in that direction. He believed 
himself that in spite of the machinations of 
those people the others would succeed ; bnt he 
did not think they should be stopped by the 
parliamentary dodges which had been so com
pletely mastered by the hon, member for Bnn
danba. That hon. member thought he under
stood political economy and other things; but 
what he really did understand was getting a good 
mob speech into the first page of Hansa1'd, and 
letting it be distributed throughout the colony. 

:Eteotidns Bitl. 

That was a thing he (the Colonial Treasurer) 
objected to entirely. The House had indulged the 
hon. member for Bundanba for a long time, and he 
hoped that some good would come out of it, not 
in the way the hon. member expected, but in a 
different way altogether. "When the hon. mem
ber challenged the Government to come forward 
~tnd give details of certain things he would not 
succeed. There was a lot of information which 
the hon. member would like to burrow out, but he 
was quite disappointed if he thnught he would 
get it. The Chief Secretary had nothing to 
reply to ; and the only way to treat the hon. 
member was with the contempt which his con· 
duct" deserved. 

Mr. NELSON said he rose to agree with the 
remarks of the Colonial Treasurer. He thought 
the House and country were tired of the abuse 
which was being made of the privileges of the 
House by the representlttives of the labour party, 
and he thought the electors of the country must 
see by this time that although they could elect 
members cif Parliament, they could not make 
them anything more. 

The COLONIAL TRJ<JASURER : They 
could not make them sensible men. 

Mr. NELSON said they could only elect mem
bers of Parliament. \Vhen they saw men coming 
into that House who were prepared to assert 
what they called their "rights" a.;ainst all the 
courtesies and traditions that were established 
by Parliament; when they saw that although 
those men got as broad a hint as possible that 
sitting so cloee as they did to the Ministry was 
objectionable, he thought ]Jerhaps it was time that 
some further steps should be taken. Certain 
hon. members showed their determination-for 
what reason he could not say, unless it was to 
show that they had a certain amount of power
to sit as close to the Ministry as possible. 

Mr. GLASSEY: As a matter of convenience. 

Mr. NELSON said they seemed as if they 
were going to assert their power to the utmost. 
They were determined to show people what 
use they would make of their power when once 
they got it. They showed that if once they got 
hold of power they would be perfect tyrants. 
But the very fact of their conducting themselves 
in the House as they had done was a sufficient 
warning to the whole colony, and he was quite 
sure the position of affairs was becoming recog
nised. All the working men that he knew, and 
with whomheconversed-and there were hundreds 
of them that he was intimate with"-told him the 
very same thing. They said that they believed 
in unions, as he (Mr. Nelson) also did, and as he 
believed everyone did, but they said that the 
way their members were conducting themselves 
had quite disgusted tbem with parliamentary 
work. That was beginning to be the feeling of 
the country. There were, as hon. members knew, 
certain unwritten laws by which their proceed
ings were governed; but the hon. members to 
whom he referred appeared to have no regard 
whatever for anything unless it was strictly defined 
in a legal statute. There was, for instance, no 
law with regard to the seats of hon. members in 
that House. There never was any such law. 
They had certain traditions of the House of 
Commons to guide them, but they did not apply 
here, and it had a! ways been the practice and 
custom of this Parliament to leave it to the 
courtesy of hon. members to conduct themselves 
in accordance with the established practice of 
Parliament. The hon. member and his followers, 
however, although they had heen distinctly told 
by the Government that they were a nuisance in 
sitting so close to the Government benches, took 
no notice whatever of the hint. 



Elections Bill. [28 JUNE.] Elfdions Bill. 497 

The COLONIAL SECRETARY (Hon. H. 
Tozer): They do not go where they pledged 
themselves to go when elected. 

Mr. NELSON said they had a perfect right to 
come over to the Opposition side of the House. 
They had a right to make use of their privileges 
and sit on the Opposition side; but he did not 
invite them to do so; and if the unwritten laws 
to which he referred were abused in that way it 
would come to this: that they would have to 
make written laws. 

The CHIEF SECRETARY: Hear, hear! 

Mr. NELSON said our system of civilisa
tion must deprive people of so much of their 
individual liberty for the g-ood of the whole 
community ; and if a few members of the Com
mittee would not conform to the intelligent 
usages of the Committee, they would have to 
make laws upon the subject and. restrict their 
liberty. By the action of a few individuals, the 
liberty of all the rest of the Committee would ha\ cl 

to be curtailed. He quite agreed with the 
Colonial Treasurer. He was not present on 
Thursday night, and did not hear what took 
place ; but, havmg heard it retailed by the hon. 
member for Bundanba, he thought the Chief 
Secretary would do well if he made no reply 
whatever. 

Mr. RY AN said he had no wish to take up 
the time of the Committee, and could never be 
accused of having done so since he had been a 
member of it; but he had always endeavoured to 
oppose in what he considered a fair and 
honourable way any Bill brought forward with 
which he did not agree. He thought the charge 
which had been hurled--

The SECRETARY l<'OR MINES said he 
rose to a point of order. The Committee had 
permitted the hon. member for Bunclanba to 
dilate upon the matter before them, but had not 
intended to extend the same indulgence to every 
hon. member to dilate in the same manner. 

The CHAIRMAN : The hon. member for 
Bunclanba has been permitted to make an 
explanation in reply to certain charges he 
considered had been brought against him ; but 
I shall require hov.. ll!embers who may follow 
to confine themRelves to the question before the 
Committee. 

Mr. GLASSEY said the clause before them 
was one of the leading clauses of the Bill ; 
it proposed to repeal some section of another 
Act, with the view of substituting something 
else. He considered the provisions desired to 
be substituted were by no means an improve
ment, and unless there W;tS to be an improve
ment he should oppose the repeal. He expected 
when thev adjoumed on Thursday that the 
Chief Secretary would have been ready to 
propose something that would be a decided 
improvement. The alteration he thought neces
sary and beneficial was one which would 
take that matter out of the hands of 
irresponsible persons, and put it into those 
of people who would be responsible. In 
making the alteration that had been proposed 
they would be making an elaborate scheme which, 
in his opinion, was far more cam plicated and 
difficult than the one at present in force. There
fore, he was not favourable to the repeal, and in 
order to put himself in order he would move that 
the word ' 'not " be inserted after the word 
''are." 

The CHAIRMAN: I would point out to the 
hon. member that the object he desires to arrive 
at can be attained by negativing the clause itself. 

Mr. GLASSEY said he was quite aware of 
that. 

1892-2 I 

Mr. POWERS said he would ask the Chief 
Secretary if the clause ought not to state that if 
a man had put in a claim under the present Act 
it would be registered the same as if this clause 
had not passed. It seemed to him that a man 
would not be entitled to be registered because 
thiq clause imposed a lot of other conditions to 
he complied with. 

The CHIEF SECRETARY said the clause 
perfectly protected the rights of everybody. If 
a good claim had been sent in it would still be 
valid. But it could not be provided that they 
should be dealt with in all respects as if this Bill 
had not been passed, because the clause contained 
an express provision that the electoral registrar 
should make inquiries as to the uot!a fides of the 
claimant. 

Mr. PO\VERS said even if a man had been 
entitled otherwise he would not he entitled after 
the clause passed. 

The CHIEF SECRETARY said that the 
clause proposed to be repealed provided a form 
of claim, and the Bill before them substituted 
another form. The clause before them said such 
repeal should not affect the validity of any claim 
heretofore delivered if the claim showed that the 
claimant was entitled to be registered. It could 
not be clearer. 

Mr. DRAKE said he would like to ask the 
Chief Secretary if he would, n~t necessarily at 
present, but at some time in the early stages of 
the Bill, indicate the order in which it might 
be convenient for the Committee to take the 
various amendments of which notice had been 
given. They were very numerous, and in some 
cases were tumbling over one another. The 
Committee desired that they should be fully 
discussed, and those who had given notice of 
them wished to know how they would be taken. 
He noticed that there w:ts one amendment 
in the name of the hon. member for Burrum 
upon clause 1. He presumed that hon. member 
had decided to move it in some other place. 
It would be desirable to have some understand
ing. 

The CHIEF SECRETARY said he would 
take the amendments in the order in which they 
were put in the copie"' before him. The amend
ments given notice of by the hon. m em her for 
Ipswich seemed to relate to a distinct subject, 
and should co'Ue in at the encl. Then there 
were some to be proposed by the hon. mem
ber for n1ackay, Mr. Black, which would 
follow clause 8; and that to be moved by the 
hrm. member for Normanby, if it came in at all, 
would also follow clause 8, because it dealt with 
a new subject. Then there were some of which 
notice had been given by the hon. member for 
Rosewood, which, if they came in anywhere, 
should come in at the end. There was one pro
posed by the hon. member for Enoggera which 
should come in after clause 15, or at the end. 
Then there were some of which notice had been 
given by the hon. member for Burrum. They 
should come in after clause 8. 

Mr. POWERS : After clause 7. 
The CHIEF SECRETARY: One might come 

in after 7, and the other after 13. That was the 
best indicttion he could give at the moment. 

Clause passed as printed. 
On clause 3, as follows :-
"A person cb.imi.ngto have his name inserted in any 

electoral roll may deliver his claim or send it by post to 
the proper electoral registrar for the district in the roll 
for which he claims to have his name inserted. 

"The claim must be in the following form or to the 
like effect, and must set forth, in the form of answers 
to the questions contained in it, sufficient facts to show 
that the chdmant is entitled to be registered:-
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''Claim. 
"To the electoral registrar of the [ 

electom1 district of 
division in the] 

"I hereby give you notice that I claim to have my 
name inserted in the electoral roll for the electoral 
district of , my name anLl qualification 
being as. appears by the answers to the following 
questions:-

(1.) \\~hat is your Christian name fi.nd surname? 
(2.) 1Vhat is your age? 
(3.) ·lrhat is your occupation? 
(4.) What is your place of ahode? 
l5.} \Yhat are the particulars of your qualification? 
(6.) Are you a natural-born British subject? 
(7.) If you are not a natural-born British ~ubject, 

have you been nnturalised for six months? 
{8.) Are you registered in respect of the qualifica

tion of residence ar; an elector for any other 
electoral district? 

(9.) If so, for what district or districts? 
"And I hereby solemnly and sinc10rely declare that the 

foregoing answers to the :lbove questions are true. 
"I elect to vote in the polling district which includes 

the post office [or court-house] at 
"And I make this solemn declaration t .nscienti~usly 

believing the same to De trne and by virtue of the 
provisions o! the Oaths Act oll867. 

" Declared before me this day of ~ 18 . 
J.P. 

(Signed) A.B. 
"The claimant must, in answer to the question ''\Vhat 

is your lllace of abode?' give such a de~cription of the 
locality of his place of abode as will enable it to be 
easily and cleal'ly identifietl.-

"The claimant must, in answer to the question' What 
are the particulars of your qualification ;:.• give a 
description of the particulars of his qualification in 
such <Jne of the following forms as is applicable, or to 
the like effect:-

(a) Residence for the last preceding six months at 
[{fi"ing file s:tu11tion and nunrbr!l' (jf the portion 
or allotment lif a,~y), or otlle,·wise describing 
focalil!! ofresiden.e 8o as to ldentU'v if]; 

\b) Possession for the last prereding six months of 
a freehold e~tate at [de&, f'ibing sitw:dion as 
alJove cllrectNl], of the clear vnlue of 110t less 
than one hundred pounds above all encum
branees; 

(c) Householcler at [rlescr·iUhzg situation as abone 
dir·ected] for the last preceding six months, 
the house being of the clear annun.l value of 
ten pounds; 

(d) Holder of a lea"'ahold at [desci'ibing situatlan 
as abot'e directeC.] or the annual value of ten 
pounds, the lease of which has eighteen months 
to run; 

(e) Holder for the last preceding eighteen months 
of a leasehold at [describing situation as above 
directed], of the annual value of ten pounds. 

If) Holder for the last preceding six months o! ~ 
license from the Government to depa--ture land 
at [des.-.ribing situation a8 above di.,•ected1• 

u The situation of the pro}Jerty, if any, in respect of 
which registration is claimed, must he specified in such 
a manner as to enable it to be easily and clearly 
identified. 

H 'rhe claimant may, at his option, fill up or not fill up 
the blank in the line relating to a polling district." 

Mr. POWERS s>tid he would ask whether the 
person sending in a claim would have to deliver 
it in person or send it by post? In the outside 
districts it would be difficult to deliver it in 
person in all cases. He would ask if it might 
not be delivered personally or by agent? 

'rhe CHIEF SECRETARY said that those 
were the words of the old Act. He thought it 
would be better if they were delivered per
sonally. He had heard of many c<tses where 
great numbers of claims had been collected by one 
man, a,nd very often they were all in the same 
hand writing, including the signatures. Of course 
there was no objection to the body of the claims 
being filled in in the same handwriting. If any 
alteration was to be made in the clause he would 
propose t•) say "delivered personally. 

Mr. P ALMER said that in the directions for 
filling in the form of claim the claimant had to 
state "Residence for the last preceding six 
months at [giving the situation and number of 
the portion or allotment, if any, or otherwise 
describing locality of residence so as to identify 
it]." In his district he would like to know how a 
man working on a station, where he had neither 
number of portion nor allotment, could fill in that 
form? He might be working on a station for a. 
few months, then shifting to a neighbouring 
station. He was asking that without any view 
of embarrassing the Government; but in the 
pastoral districts how could such men possibly 
fill in that form ? 

The OHIE:I!' SECRETARY said that if a man 
was working at the hen. member's head station 
he would say : "Residence for the last preceding 
six months at the head station of Oanobie ;" or if 
he was not at the head station he might say at an 
out station. That would he sufficient to enable 
him to he identified ; and if he changed to another 
station during the year he could send a notice 
stating the alteration in his residence qualification 

Mr. HAMILTON said that in his district 
there were a number of pearl-shellers, who, 
though living within Queensland waters and 
paying heavy taxes, had no place of abode except 
their vessels. He would like to know if those 
men would be entitled to have their names 
enrolled? They were of henefit to the State, as 
they paid heavy taxes, and their places of abode 
could be easily identified-they were always 
residing in a portion of the electoral district of 
Cook. 

The ORIEl<' SECRETARY : That is all 
right. I believe they are all householders on 
land. 

Mr. HAMILTON: Some of t)lem are hardly 
ever on land. 

The CHIEF Sl<~ORETARY: Have not they 
got leaseholds? 

Mr. HAMILTON said that although some of 
them had, a great many had not leaseholds. 
They had only their ships. 

The CHIEF SECRETARY said the definition 
of the household qualification was, " Is a house
holder within the district occupying any house, 
warehouse, counting-house, office, shop, or other 
building." 

Mr. HAMILTON: The only house they have 
got is a boat. 

The CHIEF SECRETARY said that was 
their residence clearly enough. They could 
clearly specify the place. They might say 
"Residence on such a vessel, stationed at such a 
station." 

Mr. DRAKE asked the Chief Secretary 
whether the words "[-division in. the]" were 
necessary in the clause ? 

The CHIEF SECRETARY said that they 
were necessary, because there might be more 
than one division. In the electoral district of 
Oarpentaria there were three divisions-Burke
town, Oamooweal, and Normanton; and it was 
necessary that the claim sho:1ld state which 
division the claim was made for. 

Mr. DRAKE said he did not see why it should 
be necessary for an elector to send his claim to 
the registrar of a particular division seeing that 
there was only one roll. 

The CHIEF SECRETARY said that each 
court had jurisdiction only within its own 
division. If the qualification was in the Oamoo
weal division the Normanton comt would not 
deal with the claim. That was all provided for 
hy the principal Act, 
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Mr. BARLOW said he would suggest that the 
first part of the form of claim should be amended 
so that it might be made to read thus-

" To the electoral registrar o! the electoral district of 
Carpentaria. 

H Electoral division of Camooweal." 
He knew that there had been a great deal of con
fusion in connection with the present form. 

The CHIEF SECRETARY said the object 
of the Government was to make the form so 
simple that nobody of ordinary intelligence could 
make a mistake, and the fact that anybody had 
misunderstood it was sufficient argument to 
induce the Government to make an alteration. 
He moved the omission of the words "division in 
the," and proposed to insert a new line, consisting 
of the words "electoral division of." 

Mr. DRAKE said that the question did not 
affect the electorate he represented ; but it had 
been pointed out to him that in electorates where 
there were divisions men had been disfranchised 
because they sent their claims to the wrong 
divisiom. If a man in the Carpentaria electorate 
sent his claim to Normanton when he should 
have sent it to Camooweal he was disfmnchisecl. 

Mr. P ALMER said that many men had been 
left off the Carpentaria roll in that way by the 
registrar in Normanton. He did n0t think the 
registrar should have that power. Only the 
benches should have the power of leaving names 

· off the roll. 
Mr. BARLOW said that if the registrar of 

any division found that the qualification was not 
within his division he should send the claim to 
the proper place to be dealt with. He might be 
considered hypercritical, but he would suggest 
that there should be a footnote to the effect that 
"natural-born British subject" meant a natural
born subject of Queen Victoria. He knew an 
instance in which a person was most indignant 
because he was asked the question, "Are y0u a 
natural-born British subject?" 

The HoN. ,J. R. DICKSON said he could 
corroborate what had been stated with regard to 
the confusion in connection with claims not being 
sent to registrars of divisions in which the 
qualifications were situated. He was of opinion 
that up to the present time it had been the 
practice in cases where the registrar of one 
division of an electorate received claims which 
should have been sent to the registrar of another 
division, to forward those claims to the proper 
court ; and he would like an expression of opini0n 
from the Chief Secreta.ry as to whether a claim 
would be rejected under those circumstances. 
He thought the suggestion of the hon. member 
for Ipswich, Mr. Bm·low, was a very excellent 
one-that claims sent to the registrar of a 
division in which the qualification was not 
situated should be sent by him to the electoral 
registrar of the division in which the qualification 
existed. 

The CHIEF SECRETARY said he saw no 
objection to that. He thought it was done. It 
seemed to him to be a matter for instructions. 
Full instructions had a! ways been issued, and if 
that was not included it could be added. He 
did not think it was necessary that it should be 
put into the Bill. As to the suggestion with 
regard to "natural-born subject," the:v could 
deal with that afterwards. · 

Mr. O'SULLIV AN said that as the law stood 
now a man could send in a claim without going 
to a magistrate to witness it. It was now pro
posed that schoolmasters, as well as justices of 
the peace, might witness those claims ; and he 
would suggest that the stationmasters along the 
railway lines might be included. They were all 
responsible men under the eyes of the Govern
ment, and if they were added it would help to 

rPmove the suspicion that it was the intention 
of the Government to keep off the roll anyo':'e 
who was entitled to be put on-though he d1d 
not think there was any such intention. He 
would suggest that whe.re a magistrate could 
not he found some other well-known person 
should be allowed to witness the signature. 
rhere would be immense hardships in many 
cases if the clause were passed in its present 
form. He knew a place about eight or ten miles 
from Ipswich where there were some thirty 
settlers, and every time they required the signa
ture of a magistrate they had to leave their wor)l: 
and go into Ipswich. He had received a requisl
tinn submitting a man's name for the commission 
of the peace on a<;pount of the provisions of that 
Bill. \Vhere men had to leave their work in 
that way it was a ]o,s to the colony-a loss of 
the lls. or Ss. " day which they would earn if at 
work. He hoped' that the hon. gentleman would 
make it as easy as possible for men to get on the 
roll, while, at the same time, introducing such 
safeguards as would prevent improper claims 
being sent in. 

The CHIEF BECRETARY said it would be 
more convenient, if the hon. member wished to 
raise that question, to do so on the clause dealing 
with the attestation to the declaration. He 
understood that the hon. member for Burrum 
wished to raise that question in a subsequent 
amendment. At presenc, however, there was a 
particular amendment before the Committee. 

The CHAIRMAN said : The question before 
the Committee is an amendment to omit the 
words "division in the," in the 7th line of the 
chuse, page 2, and to insert as a new line 
"electoral division of." The question now is
That the words proposed to be omitted stand 
part of the clause. 

Mr. HOOLAN said there were very serious 
objections to the magistrates of the colony-

The CHAIRMAN Mid : The hon. member is 
not address;ng himself to the question before the 
Committee. 

Mr. GLASSEY said the hon. member for 
Stanley had raised a very important question. 

The CHIEF SECRETARY : This is not 
the place to raise it. 

Mr. GLASSEY said it was very singular that 
when an hon. member raised an important 
question another hon. member who got up to 
throw some light upon it should be ruled out of 
order. He had no desire to object to the Chair
man's ruling; but surely it was not the intention 
of the Chief Secretary to prevent the fullest 
possible discussirm on that Bill ? That was a 
most important clause. 

The CHAIRMAN said: I would draw the 
hrm. memb.er's attention to the fact that the 
qnestion before the Committee is not the clause, 
but an amendment in the clause. 

Mr. GLASSEY said he was going to ask the 
Chief Secretary if he would withdmw his amend
ment in order to allow an amendment to be 
moved in the earlier part of the clauee. As the 
clause now stood, it provided that a person might 
deliver his claim or send it by post to the electoral 
registrar. He thought that a claimant should 
also be allowed to send his claim by an agent. 
That war( quite a common pr~tctice, and it was 
a very convenient one in some circumstances. 
·where a person lived a long distance from a post 
office, and could only send a letter occasionally 
by some person pas-<ing in a train, as, for instance, 
at some places on the Central Railway, it would 
be a great convenience to him to send his claim 
to the registrar by an agent. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES said he 
rose to a point of ortler. The hon. member was 
not discussing the question before the Committee 



500 Elections BW. [ASSEMBLY.] Elections Bill. 

The CHAIRMAN said: I have already said 
th~t the question before the Committee is an 
amendment moved by the Chief Secretary, and 
have asked the hon. member to confine himself 
to that amendment. I understand that the hon. 
member wishes to propose ,m amendment in an 
f~.trlier part of the clause, and that with that 
object he asks that the amendment now befor•' 
the Committee bhould be withdrawn. Before 
continuing the discus•,ion he should obtain leave 
for the withdrawal of the amendment before the 
Committee. Then he will be in order. But the 
amendment c:.tn only be withdrawn with the 
consent of the Committee. 

The CHIEF SECRETARY said, with the 
permission of the Committee, he would withdraw 
his amendment in order to &!low the hon. mem
ber to move an amendment in an earlier part of 
the clause. 

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 

Mr. GLASSEY said there were many places 
in the c~>lony where there was no post office, and 
where there were only occasional trains that 
carried mails. On the Central llail way there were 
places where lengthomen were obliged to wait 
until Hnch time as a train came along before they 
could oend a letter to the post office; and if in 
such cases a person could send his claim by a 
person travelling to the locality in which the 
electoral regi,trar resided, it would be a con
venience. 

Mr. ALAND : He conld put it in the post office. 
Mr. G LASSEY said he was referring to places 

where there was no post office, and he could see 
no reason why people should not have the 
facilities he proposed. He moved that after the 
word "by," in the 2nd line of the clause, there be 
inserted the words "agent or by." 

Mr. BLACK said it had frequently been 
stated that men could not understand how it was 
that when they harl put in their claims their 
names had not appeared on the elec:oral roll. It 
appeared to him that the sy"tem suggested by 
the hon. member for Bundanba, under which 
they would have agents going round the country 
professing the greatest desire to C•)llect names, 
wouldreAnlt in the perpetuation of that complaint. 
He had no doubt that the hon. member was 
quite sincere in thinking that his amendment 
would be an improvement, but he {Mr. Black) 
thought it would tend to the perpetuation of the 
complaints they had heard over and over again. 
They often heard men say, "'i,Ve gave in our 
applications to so and so six or eight months 
ago, and he promis8d that our names should 
be put on the roll, and now, when an election 
comes on, we find that they are not on." 
He would like to know what district there wa3 
in the colony in which a rn><n could not either 
deliver his claim, or send it by post without 
difficulty or delay. As to a man having to wait 
until a train came along, the objection was 
frivolous. He objected to the amendment on 
tl;e gro'l'!d that it would open the way to the 
d1sfranch1sement of a considerable number of 
people. Surely any man could afford a two
penny stamp; and he did not know where in the 
colony there were men who could not without 
difficulty reach a post office, and so be able to 
depend upon their claims for enrolment reaching 
the registrar. 

Mr. HALL ~aid he thought the amendment 
necessary. As the clause now stood an elector 
might "deliver his claim or send it by post." 
It did not say he should deliver it personally 
or by agent, and it would be more satisfactory 
if the clause stated clearly whether he could 
deliver it by agent or whether he was compelled 
to deliver it person>tlly. As the clause stood an 
elector could deliver his claim by agent. 

Mr. P ALMER said the objection could be 
met by the insertion of the word " personally" 
after the word "claim" in the 2nd line of the 
clause. There was no station in the North 
without a mail service, and every station had a 
mail bag, in which these claims would be as 
sacred as they would be in the post office, for it 
was part of the post office, and was paid for at 
so much a year. He might say he was an agent 
for delivering these claims, as he often sent four, 
five, or six claims in a letter directed to the 
registrar of the district. 

The CHIEF SECRETARY said some personal 
action should be looked for ; it was only reason
able to expect that where an application for 
enrolment was made the applicant should take 
some personal interest in it himself. It was 
notorious that what the hon. member for 
Mackay had referred to had happened frequently. 
Men had gone about collecth!g names, not for 
the purpose of getting them on the rolls but for 
the pnrpo8e of preventing them getting on the 
rolls. They got a large number of claims and 
took them' to some office, where the right ones 
were selected and put on the roll, and the rest 
were torn up. 

Mr. G LASSEY said he understood it was the 
intention of the Committee to give every possible 
facility to bon<t fide electors to get their names 
on the roll. 

The CHIEF SECRETARY : That is one of 
their int<,ntions. Another is to checkmate persons 
who attempt to fraudulently stuff the rolls, or 
keep people off who should he on. 

Mr. GLASSEY said they only had assertion 
for that; there was no proof that fraud of that 
kind was practised. What he desired was that 
the facilities which hon. members professed to 
give electors to get their names on the rolls, 
should be given. Did any hon. member maintain 
that the clause as it stood afforded these facilities? 

An Ho:-;Ol:RABLE MEMBER : Yes. 
Mr. GLASSEY said he did not believe it, and 

the Chief Secretary had confirmed him in his 
opinion. The hon. gentleman told them now 
tLat it should be a personal action on the 
part of the individual claiming a vote. What 
did that mean ? It meant that in order to get 
their names on the roll some persons would 
have to travel a very long distance to reach 
an electoral registrar or magistrate, or a school 
tPacher, and to incur considerable expense and 
loss of time and wages. In many instances, 
too, it would mean loss of employment to 
those persons. That could not be denied, and 
surely the Committee did not desire to subject 
people to loss of employment, expense, and 
l!)SS of time and wages in order that they 
might a~quire that which was theirs. He desired 
that no man should have more than one vote; 
but-and he said this with some experience-in 
hundreds and thousands of cases the clause as it 
stood would necessitate some rersons going long 
distances to reach the officials empowered to 
attest their claims, and though they might thus 
be put to considerable expense, they might not 
even then be able to get their claims attested. 
Surely that was not a desirable thing at the 
present time. 

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: It is better 
than the present system. 

Mr. GLASSEY said it was infinitely worse. 
The amendment he ]'roposed was not for the 
purpose of giYing persons an opportunity for 
disfranchising other persons, but to enable bona 
fide electors to get their names on the roll in the 
easiest possible manner. Ma.ny persons enga!l'ed 
in work in parts of the interior, at dam-makmg 
and other things, might not have time at their 
disposal to go a long distance to a registrar or 
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magistrate, and it might be days or weeks before 
a coach would be going with a mail-bag in which 
they could post their claims. 

An HmroURABLE MEMBER : Never ! 
Mr. GLASSEY said it was possible that some 

person might be going or could be sent to where 
the district registrar lived, and he could take the 
claims of those per;ons and have their names put 
on the roll. ·rhat w;1~ a very reasonable proposal 
and h~ could not imagine how hon. member~ 
professmg to give facilitiP:; for enrolment could 
raise any objection to it. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER said the 
hon. member should talk with more information 
about the colony when he spoke upon so impor
tant a subject as that was. ·when the hon. 
m~mb~r talked of d~JTl·makers in the colony 
bemg m such a pos1t10n that they could not 
reach anyone who could take their letters to a 
poot office within weeks or months he talked 
utter nonsense. There was not a da~Hnaker in 
the colony who could not get to a post office in a 
day. 

Mr. GLASSEY: Indeed there is. 
The COLO;{IAL TREASURER said he 

knew better than the hon. member. Let him go 
as far as Camooweal-and that was about as far 
as dam-making had gone-and he defied the hon
member to point out a single place where a post 
office could not be reached in one day, and 
without any expense whatever. Then the postal 
charges from even CJ,mooweal to the n~\;~rest 
registrar would be only 2d., the same as all over 
the colony. It was curious to find an hon. member 
like t~e ~on. member for Bundanba violating all 
the prmctples of the ballot. The principle of the 
ballot was where a man had a ria-ht to a vote 
to give it to him according to hls own infor. 
mation and conscience, free and clear from 
any interposition of the opinions of anyone else. 
He was not a g:eat admirer 0f the ballot 
himself, because there were some weak principles 
in it; but all legislation latterlv had been in 
favour of the ballot, and to allow the free 
actions of the voter to be communicated to the 
ballot-box without any interference whatever. 
'Vhat was the meaning of the hon. member's 
amendment? It meant to intercept the real 
inten_tion of the voter in voting, and to put his 
vote m to the hands of another party. The agent 
was to collect the vote9, and would use them in 
accordance with his judgment-not the judgment 
of the men who were going to vote. If, accord
ing to the agent's judgment, it was a proper 
thing to deliver them to the e<pplicants, he 
would do so ; otherwise he would not, and 
~onld thereby be keeping down the voters, 
JUst as the hon. member -vould no doubt say 
the landlords did in the old time. The hon. 
member wanted to get at the voters of the 
colony, and to do it in a most outrageous way 
and before their eyes. He had never known a 
more impudent attempt to hoodwink, not the 
Committee, but the public. What was wanted 
was that the voters of the colony should give a 
free expression of their opinion at the ballot-box 
while the meaning of the hon. member's amend: 
ment was, " If you do not vote as I want vou 
to, you shall not vote at all." · 

Mr. LtLASSEY said he had been :>mused at 
the ingenious manner in which the question had 
been fenced by the Colonial Treasurer. The hon. 
gentleman had a wonderful regard for the purity 
of the ballot-box, and was extremely anxious 
that no person shonld intercept a vote. That 
was ingenious; but was it the real intention of 
the hon. gentleman ? He did not think it was 
but that the real intention was rather to malce it 
as difficult ag possible for perwns to get on 
to the roll, so that as few persons should vote 
as ·possible, The Treasurer had challenged 

him to point out a case where a person 
could not get a letter sent within a few 
days. Some little time ago he had occasion 
to send a sum of money by wire to a person in 
order to bring h1m to Brisbanil quickly, and no. 
le's than a fortnight or three weeks elapsed 
before that wire rt::tchecl the individual. That 
individual was 200 miles beyond Cunnamulla; 
he was engeged with a number of o-ther men 
putting up telegraph wireil. That was not an 
isolated case; there were m:o,ny of the same 
character throughout the colony. It might often 
happen, in the outlying parts of the colony, tlu:t 
a group of men could afford to send one of the1r 
number with their claims to be put on the 
electoral roll. He wanted to give such persons 
facilities for getting on the roll, not to destroy 
the moral effect of the ballot. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES said the 
bon. member for Bundanba started by referring 
solely to lengthsmen, and said that they were so 
remote from post office communication that they 
might be debarred from sending their claims to 
the electoral registrar. That was a deliberate 
attempt to blind the Committe(, The hon. 
member was ver.v fond of imputing motives to 
other people, but he was like the fox in the fable. 
In doing so he unconsciously displayed his own 
motive; and the motive of the hon. member was 
simply that he should have a controlling influence 
over the very large number of men employed on 
the railway linP''• and c:Jmpel them ,to vote what 
he terzned "straight." As to the accesdibility uf 
any part of the colony, he need add no~hing to 
what had been said by the Colonial Treasurer. 
He was perfectly certain that anyone who devired 
to exerci"e the privilege of a voter would find no 
difficulty whatever in placing hi~ name on the 
electoral roll without the assistance of the hon. 
member and his colleagues. As to the man 
working on a telegraph line, mentioned by the 
hon. member, that man was a c;,sual labourer, 
and under no circumstanc 88 would be entitled to 
a vote. 

Mr. HAMILTON said be believPi every 
facility should be given to enable residents to 
put their names on the roll, but in his opinion 
the amenrlment of the hon. member for Bnn· 
danba would actlnlly increase that difficulty. 
A political agent would go round collect-ing 
numbers of applicationRfrom various individuals, 
and strike out those men whose politics be did 
not approve of. He might conveniently lose 
those applications-it had been done before-and 
put the other applicatiom in. The hon. member 
had gratuitously insnlted the Committee by saying 
he believed it wa4 theintention of hon. n.embers to 
make it as difficult as po,c<ible for persons to get 
their name' phteed on the rolls. He need hardly 
retaliate"by saying that be believed the intention 
of the amendment was to put power into the 
hands of certain political agents to qualify only 
those persons whose views were in :cccm:dance 
with theirs. As to there being places in the 
outside distric' s where persons would not be 
able to take ad vantage of the post office, there was 
not a place in the whole of Queensland where a 
post office was not accessible to intending electors. 

Jli1r. HAI"L said he did not see why the word 
"agent" should not be inserted there, because in 
clause 13 it was provided that a claimant might 
be represented by an agent in ,support of his 
claim when there was any objection alleged; and 
if an agent could be trusted to do the one thing 
surely be could be trusted to do the other ! By 
the employment of agents men would be enabled 
to put in their applicatiom without having to pay 
postage-although that might be deemed a small 
matter-and without having to waste time wait
ing upon a justice of the peace or registrar during 
working hours. 
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Mr. BARLOvV said justices of the peace were 
as thick as blackberries all over the colony. 
The head man on a station was generally a justice 
of the peace, and they were continuaily pa3sing

. to and fro. If he thought there was anv hard
ship in the matter he should support the hon. 
member for Bundanba, but he c0uld not see that 
there was the slig-htest hardship. If the amend
ment were carried, the effNlt would be that 
exactly the same thing would be done that had 
been done before to his certain knowledge
namely, that claims would be collected, sorted 
out, and certain of them conveniently for
gotten. Those things were done long before a 
labour party in Queensland was ever thought of. 
He did not know that the claims were torn up, 
but the names did not appear on the roll. To 
allow any agent to go through the country would 
be the greatest trap possible. 

Question-That the words proposed to be 
inserted be so inserted-pnt; and the Committee 
divided:-

AYEs, 4. 
;lilessrs. Glassey, Ryan, Hoolan, and Hall. . 

Na>"·" 44. 
Sir S. W. Grillilh, Sir T. ~Ic!lwraith, ~!essrs. Plnnkett, 

Cowley, Xelson, Black, Powers, Dicksou, Jessop, 
Morehead, Ilodgkinson! Stevenson, \rat,,on, Perkius, 
Callan, Campbell, Pat.t1son, Tozer, Dunsmure, Jones, 
Crombie, Stephens, Grimes, lVfclfaster, Lissner, :Mnrray, 
Luya, Little, )facfarlanc, Drake, Isambert, Dalrymple, 
Casey, Gannon, Annear, Palmer, Om·field. A1and, ~mith, 
:Barlow, Paul, Unmack, Hamilton, and O'Sullivan. 

Question resolved in the negative. 
The CHIEF SECRETARY moved the 

omission of the words "division in," and the 
insertion of the words" electoral division of." 

Amendment agreed to. 
The CHIEF SECRETARY said he pro

posed to further amend the clause by leaving 
out the words in question 6 "a natural-born," 
and inserting the words "by birth." 

Mr. POWERS said he would suggest that the 
question, "vVhat is your age?" shouldreRd "What 
was your age last birthday?" The Chief Secretary 
had already promised to accept any amendment 
that would make that part of the Biil clearer and 
prevent the possibility of mistakes being made, 
and the question he proposed to substitute was 
the one generally a8ked. Anyone familiar with 
the proceedings of revision courts would know 
how claims were rejected on account of infor
mality. Good lawyers had had their documents 
thrown out by magistrates on the ground of 
informality, and he thought trouble would be 
saved if his suggestion were accepted. 

The CHIEF SECRETARY said it seemed a 
very small point. A man might not be quite 
Rure of his age, and if not he would answer as 
nearly as he could. 

Mr. GLASSEY said there was one matter 
he wi~hed for some information upon. \Vhat 
was considered a "place of abode" ? There had 
been some doubt in regard to that point. He 
did not know that any objection had been taken 
to it hitherto. 

The CHIEF SECRETARY: The word has 
not been used hitherto. 

Mr. GLASSEY said if a man lived in a hollow 
log would it be considered a place of abode? He 
wished the Chief Secretary would give some 
definition of the term. 

The CHIEF SECRETARY said if a man 
lived in a cave it would be a place of abode, or a 
hollow log, if it were large enough, might be a 
comfortable residence. The qualification was 
residence, and to judge the genuineness of an 
application it was necessary to know where a man 
resided-to know where to find the hollow log, 

The HoN. B. D. MOREHEAD said in his 
early colonial experience he had heard of men 
living in hollow logs, and believed that was the 
place where some peovle should live at present . 
It was a pity when the Government were bring
ing up a matter of this oort that .they did not 
introduce what he thought was the only real 
safeguard-namely, the Aducational test. No 
man who could not read and write was entitled 
to a vote, because he could only get his opinions 
from other sources, which might be impure or 
incorrect. He did not think it was too late to 
go forward in that direction, because it would 
be going forward. Education in the colony 
was perfectly free to anyone who chose to t:>ke 
it, although the compulsory clauses were not 
enforced. It had been free for more than twenty
four years-;a time beyond the age n.t which 
people were allowed to vote. 

Mr. DRAKE: Immigration has been going 
on all the time. 

The HoN. B. D. lVIOREHEAD said it had 
been going on to their detriment and to their 
great cost. If it had been left to the Australians 
to deal with that matter, it would be dealt with in 
a very different way, and they would not have ac
quired those persous whom they had in their midst, 
and who had been doing an incalculable amount of 
harm. The only remedy they could possibly have 
against personation was to make every elector 
sign his name when he was put upon a roll. 
The details could easily be arranged, but the 
main principle was that where education was 
fre0 to every child, and where they were heavily 
taxecl to support their system of education, they 
should insist that an educational qnalification 
should be embodied in a Bill like that before 
them, first of all. He would not propose to 
strike off the names of persons alre"'dy on the 
rolls who could not read or write : but it should 
be matle one of the conditions 'in future. A 
division was taken in the House of Commons 
the other day which decided that the illiterate 
voter should not exist. It was carried by a 
large majority, and supported by one of the 
greatP' t Radicals in England, and a man of 
great ability - Sir Wilfred Lawson. Tbat 
occurred in a country where the difficulties were 
greater than in Queensland, and it should be 
done here. 

Mr. GLASSEY: They are not greater. 
The Ho;:.r. B. D. MOREHEAD said there 

was no country where education was so easily 
obtained as in Queensland. He drew the atten
tion of the Chief Secretary to the matter now, 
and he had done so before, He knew his opinion 
was shared by the Colonial Treasurer and by 
other hon. members of the Committee. He had 
no intention of moving any amendment, but 
thought some move might be made in the tlirec
tion he had indicated. 

Mr. l\IcMASTER said he thought it was 
desirable to have the word "abode" properly 
defined. He could give an instance of a 
man claiming a right to vote under the re•i· 
dence qualification because he lived upon a 
vacant allotment. There was a broken-down 
waggon there which had been used for carrying 
about a merry-go-round, and it had been lying 
there for four or five years. This individual had 
placed a few bags across the pole, and camped 
there occasionally. He did not think he had 
any claim to the waggon, and he was certain he 
had none to the land. \Vhen his attention was 
called to the fact of a man claiming a vote on the 
ground that he resided upon that allotment, he 
said there was no house there ; but he was told 
there was a waggon. 

Mr. GLASSEY: The man was quite entitled 
to a vote. 
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Mr. McMASTER said it was quite probable 
the hon. member should think so ; but it was 
necessary to know the whereabouts of the waggon, 
or hollow log, or whatever residence a man 
might have. 

Mr. GLASSEY rose to speak. 
The CHAIRMAN: The question before the 

Committee is the proposed amendment in para
graph 6. If the hon. member is going to spettk 
to that he may proceed ; but if he is not he can 
ask for the present amendment to be withdrawn. 

Amendment agreed to. 
The CHIEF SECRETARY moved that the 

words "a natural-born" be omitted, with a view 
of inserting the words "by birth a.'' 

Amendment agreed to. 
Mr. GLASSEY said it was about time to 

raise the question previously referred to by the 
hon. member for Stanley regarding -the pro
visions made for persons signing a statement 
before a justice of the peace or the head te.wher 
of a State school. 

The CHIEF SECRETARY : It has to be a 
sworn declaration. 

Mr. GLASSEY said that it was a matter of 
very great importance. If the clause passed 
as it stood very many persons would be dis
franchised-if they were confined to justices of 
the peace, head teachers of 8Late schools, and 
postmasters. They would not be able to get on 
the rolls even in centres of population. In his 
own electorate, which was very small compared 
with many, the population was scattered, and 
there were numerous difficulties in the way of 
having their claims attested in that manner. 
\Vhat opportunities had working men of reaching 
a justice of the peace, or eveh the head teacher 
of a State school? They could only do so at 
night, and in some cases they would be obliged 
to travel a considerable distance, and be at some 
expense. Why should they insist upon those 
conditions? 

Mr. NELSON rose to a point of order. The 
question before the Committee was an amend
ment. 

The CHIEF SECRETARY: No; There is 
no amendment--the hon. member has not moved 
an amendment. 

Mr. NELSON said he understood the Chief 
Secretary had moved an amendment. 

The CHIEF SECRETARY: It has been 
carried. 

Mr. NELSON: \V ell, what is the question? 
The CHAIRMAN: The question is-ThaG 

clause 3, as amended, stand parG of the Bill. 
The CHIEF SECRETARY said that if the 

question the hon. member for Bundanba was dis
cussing was whether justices of the peace should 
be required to attest a claim, that properly arose 
on clause 5; but if he desired to raise the question 
whether a oolemn declaration should be made, he 
could raise that question immediately by moving 
the omission of the words-

" And I hereby solemnly and sincerely declare that 
the foregoing answers to the above questions are true.', 

There were two points-the solemn declaration 
and the persons who were to attest that declara
tion. 

Mr. GLASSEY said that the point he was dis
cussing was the difficulties standing in the wav 
of persons getting on the rolls. He took it tha't 
members were sincere when they said that they 
wished every facility to he given ; and that being 
so, why should they not remove all difficulties 
and make the procuration of a vote as easy as 
possible? If it was dasirable that the claims 
should be attested, surely a respectable house· 
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holder-of whom there were numbers all over 
the colony-should be allowed to attest a claim? 
He was sure the signature of a decent, respectable 
householder would be a sufficient guarantee of 
the bona fides of the claimants. If a person 
were going to vote in a local election all he had 
to do was to have his votin,·paper attested 
by some householder, certifying that he was 
the individual who was entitled tn vote. 
He was not aware of any abuses that would 
arise if householders were allowed to a.ttest 
claims. Then, in regard to the other point 
mentioned by the Chief Secretary, it was un
necessary that the claimant should have to make 
a solemn declaration. It was a man's right to 
have a vote and he should not be put to the 
trouble and ~xpense of going to those individuals 
to have his right n.ttested. And then after t~at 
he was required to make a solemn declaration 
that the same was true. He would like to hear 
the opinion of other· hon. members upon those 
two points. · 

The SECRETARY :FOR MINES said that 
the hon. member had occupied the Committee 
for ten minutes with a number of absurdities 
and misstatements without moving any amend
ment. The hon. member had told them 
earlier in the evening that owing to his want 
of intimacy with his mother tongue he had 
got a dictionary to supply him with a mean
ing of the word " sedition," but there was no 
occasion to refer to a dictionary to understand 
what the hon. member mee,nt when he, talked 
about the" procuration" of a v?te. 'fhe mealfing 
of procuration was the procurmg for a nefariOus 
or improper purpose. He .thought the ~IOn. 
member's bittere't opponent m the Committee 
could not have expressed the object of the hem. 
member's extraor< tinary and lengthy dissertations 
so clearly, so truthfully, and with such an utter 
want of obscurity as the hon. member himself 
had done. The i1on. member wanted the clause 
so amended that the little restr ,int that no man 
would object to would be removed in putting in 
a claim for the exercise of a privilege for which 
the hon. gentleman professed his willingness to 
die if anyone dare to rob him of it. 

Mr. GLASSEY: It is not a privilege, it is a 
right. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES said the 
hon. member objected to such an ordinary thing 
as a man making a declaration that he was 
entitled to a vote. It would be noticed that when 
the hon. member discussed any matter it was 
always to remove from the object that he had 
immP.diately at heart any obstacles that could 
possibly bring forward t!1e consci~nt~m~s con· 
sideration of the man desirous to adam It. In 
other words, he wanted the procuration of a vote. 

Mr. GLASSEY said that the Secretary for 
Mines was extremely catchy ; but he would not 
catch him so easily as he expected. \Vhy should 
nob a man procure his vote? \Vhy should any
thing be allowed to stand in the way of a man 
procuring his vote? The hon. gentlemaJt said 
that he was extremely anxious that each person 
should have that vote; then why should he 
throw all possible obstacles in the way of persons 
procuring their rights? The hon. member's object 
was to have as few persons voting in the different 
electorates as possible ; and it was because he 
saw clearly the object underlying the whole t~ing 

-that the hon. gentleman felt annoyed. The obJect 
should be to give every possible 'opportunity _for 
a man asserting the right that belonged to him. 
\Vhen an hon. gentleman got up and said that 
it was a privilege, where was the individual that 
could confer that privilege? 

The COLONIAL TREASURER: It is Par· 
liament that conferred the privilege on you. 
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Mr. GLASSEY said that it was the people 
who had conferred the privilege, and they had 
the right to demand it. The people had asked 
Parliament to give them a rig-ht, and not a 
privilege ; and they had asked' Parliament to 
give them facilities for procuring that right. 
He did not see the use of retah,ing the words 
".solemnly and sincerely." It ought to he suffi
ment to say "I hereby declare," and so on; 
he therefore moved the omission of the words 
"solemnly and sincerely." 

Mr. HAMILTON said the hon. member had 
stated that the right to vote belonged to every 
man. Nobody disputed that. But the hon. 
member's objection "'"s that the voter would 
have to make a declaration. that the answerJ he 
had given to the questions put to him were true. 
No hon.est man could objeet to making a 
declaratiOn that the statements he had· made 
were correct ; only a dishonest man could object 
to making such a declaration. The only objec
tion he could see was one that did not arise 
under that clause-namely, that the declaration 
must be made before a justice of the peace or the 
head teacher of a school. He thought that "post· 
master" might be added, because there were 
postmasters in many places where justices of the 
peace were not plentiful and htJad teachers were 
absent. 

Mr. POWERS said he wanted to ask the 
Chief Secretary whether he would allow some 
questions to be put to those making freehold 
applications, to the following effect:-" Are vou 
the registered owner of the property? Do you 
hold the property on your account, and not as 
trustee, agent, or mortgagee? Do you believe 
the property in respect of which you claim 
freehold qualification would, if sold, realise £100 
above all encumbrances?" He knew that persons 
filled up freehold applications as loosely as 
persons filled up residence applications; and as 
they were very particular with regard to the 
residence claim, he saw no reason why 
they should not also be particular with re
gard to the freehold claim. He knew per
sons ":'ho had applied as mortgagees and trustees 
and m several other capacities contrary to 
what he believed was the intention of the Act. 
~e thought that freehold applicants should also 
grve particulars of their qualification, and would 
like to propose the amendment.he had sugiTested 
but he could not do so unless the ame;dment 
now before the Committee was withdrawn. 

Mr. GLASSEY said with the permission of 
the Committee he would withdraw his amend
ment for the present, in order to allow the hon. 
member for Burrum to propose his amendment. 

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Mr. POWERS moved that after paragraph 0 

the following words be inserted :-
(10.) Do you hold the freehold property on your own 

account and not as trustee, agent, or mortgagee? 

The CHIEF SECRETARY ,,aid he was not 
aware of any rule of their law which prevented a 
man who he!~ proper~y as a trustee from voting 
or from makmg a clarm to vote. The words in 
the Act were "seized of a freehold estate in 
possession, either in law or in equity," so that the 
intention of the proposed amendment was to 
introduce a new limitation to the qualification to 
vote, which certainly did not exist according to 
the. present law. 

Mr. POWERS: An agent cannot vote under 
the present law. 

The CHIEF SECRI<JTARY said a man could 
not hold a freehold property as an agent. 

Mr. BARLOW: He must have a freehold 
estate in possession, and not in reversion or 
rem<~.inder, 

The CHIEF SECRETARY said the word 
''possession" was used as distinguished from rever
sion or remainder. But what the hon. member 
proposed was to introduce a new limitation on 
the right to vote, which was not proposed in that 
Bill. But apart from that, it was quite possible 
to overload the form of claim. A man was 
required, as the Bill stood, to give particulars of 
his qualification. A freeholder would have to 
state that he had "possession for the last pre
ceding six months of a freehold estate at [ describ
ing situation as above directed] of the clear value 
of not less than one hundred pounds above all 
encumbrances" ; and he would have to satisfy 
the person attesting his claim that he was 
possessed of that qualification. If they were 
going to overload the form of claim they might 
make it a regular catechism, but he did not think 
it was desirable to do so. The first reason he 
ga\tl showed, at any rate, that the amendment 
was ~ntirely out of place. 

1\ir. BAULOW said it seemed to him that a 
case might arise where a person might be 
regi".tered as the owner of a property under the 
Recll Property Act, which did not recognise a 
trustee, except in the case of a deposited 
memorandum of trust. He might be registered 
as the owner although only a trustee, and why 
should he not have a vote? 

The CHIEF SECRETARY: He is entitled 
now. 

Mr. BARLO\V said the hon. member for 
Burrum was proposing to introduce a limitation. 
If a man were a conscientious man he would say 
"Although I am the registered owner of that 
property under the Real Property Act, I am not 
the actual owner," and that property would be 
unrepresented. If property was to be repre
sented at all let it all be represented. 

Mr. NELRON said he did not see how the 
que~tion limited the qualification to vote. It 
merely required the claimant to state what the 
facts were. 

The CHIEl!' SECRETARY : The facts are 
irrelevant. 

Mr. NELSON said they might be irrelevant, 
but the claimant was only asked to state the 
facts, and it was just as well that he should state 
whether be was the trustee or actual owner of 
the property. 

The CHIEF SECRETARY : Why, if it 
makes no difference 

Mr. NELSON said it might make some dif
ference. He quite agreed th:.t the trustee, being 
in ]Joint of fact the registered owner for the time 
being, should be entitled to vote, as he was under 
the present law. But the question was merely 
to elicit the facts ; it would do no harm, -.nd 
might do good. 

The CHIEF SECRETARY asked why should 
they put idle questions to an elector simply 
because they would do no harm? The answer to 
such a question would be perfectly irrelevant, 
because it had nothing to do with his right to 
vote. \Vhy, therefore, should they ask such a 
question? \Vhy not ask a man what was the 
colour of his hair, or what was his religion, or 
what were his political opinions? Those questions 
would be equally relevant. If he held possession 
of a freehold estate in accordance with the 
section, he would be entitled to a Yote, no matter 
what colour his hair was or what political views 
he might hold. 

Mr. NELSON said that in reply to that argu. 
ment he would refer the hon. gentleman to 
question (3) of the section : "What is your 
occupation?" He did not know that there was 
anything in the Act which required a man to be 
a mason or a bricklayer, or anything of that sort, 
The two questions were in the same category. 
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The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: No; 
one is for identification. 

Mr. NELSON said one question would be 
just as good for identification as the other. Why 
should not a man state whether he was a 
registered owner in his own right or as a 
trustee? ·rhe whole object of the Bill, so far as 
he could see, was to prevent people being on the 
roll who w_erf' not p_roperly qualified, and surely 
the more mformatwn they got on that subject 
the better! 

The CHIEF SECRETARY said the hon. 
gentleman had answered his argument as to the 
colour of a man's hair by the remark that it might 
be useful for purposes of identification, and there
fore it might be useful to ask that question ; but 
as to how the information suggested affected a 
man's right to a vote, the hon. gentleman had 
used no argument at all. 

Mr. PO\VERS said that as soon as the amend
ment touched the property vote it was objected 
to as a catechism, but the catechism in the Bill 
with respect to the residence qualification for a 
vote was not objected to at all. · 

The CHIEF SECRETARY: That applies to 
everybody. 

Mr. PO\VERS said the questions he suggested 
were necessary if a man claimed to vote as the 
agent or mortgagee of a property. 

The CHIEF SECRETARY: An agent cannot 
claim. 

Mr. POWERS said that agents and mortgagees 
did claim. 

The CHIEF SECRETARY : Dead men and 
absent men claim. 

Mr. PO\VERS said that agents and mort
gagees claimed, and how would that be known 
unless the question was a§.ked? They simply 
said, in the terms of the Act, that they were "in 
possession." They read the Act as they liked, 
and not as the legislature pos,iblv intended. 
He was speaking only yesterday to a· mortgagee, 
who was on the roll in the way he referred to. 
If the amendment he suggested was adopted, he 
intended, of course, to follow it up by an amend
ment in the 42nd line, to provide that a man 
should be in possession of the estate as owner, 
and not as agent or ·mortgagee. He did not 
think those questions of catechism should be 
objected to as soon as they began to talk about 
property. 

The CHIEF SECRETARY said he was 
trying to understand what the hon. member 
desired. Possibly wh~tt he de"ired would be met 
by altering the description of qualification in sub
section (b), lower down. Perhaps the hun. mem
ber thought the expression "Posses/lion for the 
last preceding six months of a freeliold estate" 
was ambi~uous, and might be taken to include 
what the non. member referred to. He h!).d no 
objection to remove that difficulty by making 
that paragraph read " Ownership for the last 
preceding six months of a freehold estate in 
possession," etc. 

Mr. POWERS said that would be a very 
satisfactory amendment, and would be some 
result, at all eventR, from the amendment which 
hA had moved. To provide that the form should 
state " ownership for the last preceding six 
months of a freehold estate in possession" would 
prevent what was going on now in the enrolment 
of agents and mortg·agees. On the understanding 
that the hon. gentleman intended to amend the 
clause in subsection (b) in the way in which he 
had stated, he would be quite willing to withdraw 
his amendment. 

Mr. GLASSEY said he thought the suggestion 
was a very- good one. He would like to draw 
the Chief Secretary's attention to the fact that 

the mere statement of a man's occupation would 
not lead to his identification. Take a case which 
occurred in his district, where there was one 
village in which there were fifteen J oneses, ten 
of them J ohns, and all of them miners. How 
would the occupation lead to identification in 
that instance? The statement would simply be
" John J ones, miner." As a matter of fact, the 
colour of a man's hair would be a better means 
of identification in that instance. If they took a 
whole mining community there might be at least 
thirty Thompsons in it, and twenty Thomases 
amongst them, and the roll would just appear-

" 'Thomas r:I.'hompson, miner, Blackstone, Buudan ba." 

Therefore the statement of the occupation would 
not by any means lead to identification, and that 
was a difficulty which he would like to see met, 

Mr. DRAKE said that before the amendment 
suggested by the hon. member for Burrum was 
lost sight of, he would point out to the hon. 
member that in the principal Act there wab a 
section providing that in the case of an elector 
presenting himself at a polling-booth to vote on a 
residence qualification, certain questions might 
be put to him, if required, and the amendment 
the hon. member suggested would come in very 
appropriately as an amendment to that clause of 
the principal Act, by providing that the questions 
to which the hon. member referred should be put 
to persons claiming to vote on a freehold qualifi
cation. 

Mr. PL UNKETT said he would like to ask 
the Chief Secretary a question upon the clause. 
He had filled in a good many application forms 
for enrolment, and, with respect to the qualifica
tion set forth in subsection (b)-

u (b) Possession for the last preceding six months of 
a freehold estate at [desL'ribing situation as al;ot;e 
directed], of the clear value of not less than one 
hundred pounds above all encumbrances 'J-
he might say that he had never yet been able to 
find out whether an estate was encumbered or 
whether it was not. If he signed a claim put in 
upon that qualification, and the registrar after
wards found out that the estate was encumbered, 
in what position would he stand ? 

Mr. DRAKE : You would be fined £50. 
The CHIEF SECRETARY said that no 

consequences at all would follow to the hon. 
member. It was quite competent for him to ask 
the claimant, "Is there any mortgage upon your 
property," and if he said there was not, the hon. 
member would have performed his duty, at any 
rate, and the man who said there was no mortgage 
on his estate, when there was, would render him
self liable to the consequences of having made a 
false declaration. 

Mr. RY AN said that if he understood the Bill 
aright, a justice of the peace had to satisfy him. 
self that the estate was of the value of £100 
above all encumbrances, and what he wanted to 
know was how a justice of the peace was to find 
that out. If he made a mistake, and the strict 
letter of the law was carried out, he would be 
fined £50 and disfranchised. 

The CHIEF SECRETARY: There is nothing 
in the Bill to that effect. 

Mr. RY AN said he understood there was, 
from the discussion on the second reading. 

The CHIE:B' SECRETARY: It is not in this 
Bill. 

Mr. RYAN said he had heard it distinctly 
stated that a justice of the peace would be fined 
£50 and disfranchised if he made a mistake. 

The CHIEF SECRETARY: The Bill does 
not say anything of the sort. 
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Mr. RY AN said it appeared to him that if a 
justice of the peace made a mistake with regard 
to the residence clause he would be fined £50 
and disfrt1nchised. It made no difference what 
he did with regard to a man who had property. 

The ORIEl<' SECRETARY said the speech 
of the hon. member might be all very well at a 
pub~ic meeting; but a member of the House had 
no nght to make statements of that kind. He 
was supp(>sed to hllve read the Bill he held in 
his hands, and he had no right to make assertions 
about the contents of a Bill which were con
trary to fact. The Bill contained no such provi
sion a~ that stated by the hon. member. 

Mr. McMASTl~R said he would call atten
ion to the provision in subsection (a). 

The CHAIRMAN said he would point out to 
the hon. member that the question before the 
Committee was the amendment of the hon mem
ber for Burrum, 

Mr. POWERS s,;id that after what had p,;ssed 
he did not intend to press his amendment. 

Amendment withdrawn accordingly. 
Mr. Mc:VIASTER said that subsection (a) 

provided that the application forms should con
tain the reKidence for the last preceding six 
months, giving the sit.tvttion and number of the 
portion or allotment. There were a number of 
young men who resirled continuously in private 
boarding-houses who would be quite unable to 
give the number of the allotment. He would 
suggest that ·instead of compelli-ng such persons 
to furnish the number o£ the allotment the 
name of the landlord or landlady would· be 
sufficient to identify their residence. He had 
repeatedly known claims returned because they 
did not state the nnmber of the allotment. He 
saw one returned last week because the house 
was described as being the third house in a cer
tain street, '.1.-ithout the number of the allotment 
being inserted. Many permanent boarders would 
have grr<,t difficulty in getting their names on 
the roll under the clause as it stood. 

The CHIEF SECRETARY said he thought 
the paragraph was clear enough, the concluding 
words of it being "or otherwise describing 
locality of residence so as to identify it." It 
might be "corner of Queen street and George 
street," or " corner of Brunswick street and 
Ann street," and so on. That would be quite 
enough. 

Mr. DRAKE: Then why require the number 
of the a.!lotment? 

The CHIEI<' SECRETARY said that might 
be necessary in cases where there were no streets. 
Or it might be sufficient identification to say, 
"So and so's house, near so and so, on the Logan 
road." 

Mr. BARLO\V said that what was wanted 
was a circular of instructions to benches of 
m,;gistrates when they revised the rolls. They 
did their best, but they very fre'luently made 
mistakes. He knew that many claims had been 
rejected because the number of the allotment 
was not filled in. He had in his house a plan of 
the electorate he assisted in representing, and 
had a! ways put in the number of the allotment 
in claims that had come before him; but every
one did not possess those facilities. 

Mr. AGN.EW said that although the clause 
was sufficiently elastic to cover every claim, 
benches of magistrates did not always accept it 
as such. He would give a rather amusing 
instance in point. The hon. gentleman's own 
Solicitor-General made application to be put on 
the roll for the ::'\ nndah electorate, and it was 
rejected. The Solicitor-Gen'tlral described his 
qualification quite in accordance wit.h the clause, 
i the bench of magistrates had understood it; 

but they did not, and the application was 
returned. On that occasion about 150 applica
tions were rejected. 'l'hat showed that although 
the clause might be sufficiently elastic to cover 
all claims, the benches of magistrates had not.got 
clear enough instrudions with regard to it. That 
difficulty would be overcome by the issue of a 
circular letter of instructions as suggested by the 
previons speaker. 

Mr. SA YERS said that in his electorate he 
had never known a claim rejected so long as the 
description of the residence was properly given. 
It would be impossible, because there was a great 
deal of Crown land where there were no allot
ments, and many single men were permanent 
boarders in hotels. All they had to do was to 
give the name of the hotel, and the street in 
which it was situated. Unless men set them• 
selves wilfully to act against the spirit of the 
law their claims could not be rejected so long as 
their residence was described with sufficient 
clearnesB to identify it. 

Mr. POWERS said the hon. member for 
Nundah· had referred to a case where the 
Solicitor-General's application had been refused. 
He himself knew that 1m application bv Mr. 
Edwyn Lilley had been refused, and also one by 
his own partner, who lived next door to the 
returning-officer in Gregory terrace. If there 
was the slightest informality in the applications 
the bench threw them out. There were three 
solicitors who had tried to fill up the forms pro
perly, and e·,ch had been rejected for informality. 
Such being uhe case, how could it be expected 
that any working man could fill them up? 
They had heatd of batches of 150 being 
thrown out, and such would continne to be 
the case unless plain instructions were given 
to the benches of magistrates. He was sure 
the Chief Secretary could do that easily. 
He would simply have to tell them that it was not 
absolutely necessary to describe the number of 
the allotment. 

The CHIEF S:ECRETARY said the hon·. 
member referred to some instances where appli· 
cations had been thrown out ; but if he knew 
anything of the particulars of those cases, he also 
knew that the amended form of claim removed 
all the difficulties. An Act of ·Parliament 
could do a great many things, but it could 
not teach men grammar or give them intelli
gence. All they could do was to use the 
plainest language and trust to the intelligence 
of people. If any plainer language could be 
suggested he should be glad tn nse it. If 
magistrates could not understand the plainest 
language the only remedy was to get more 
intelligent men on the bench; bnt if they could 
not be got, what were they to do? They mnst 
get the best men they could. 

Mr. McMASTER said it had come to his 
knowledge that many claims had been rejected 
becr.wse the number of the allotment was not 
given, and that would be the case again if the 
magistrates acted as they had done in the past. 
He thought that instead of giving thP. number of 
the allotment applicants should give the name of 
the owner or the name of the landlord. 

The CHIEF SECRETARY said in England 
every house was numbered, and the number 
of the house must be stated ; but in this country 
the houses were not numbered, and they must 
do the best they could. What were they 
to do, then, but to say that the residence must 
be described in such a way as to identify the 
place ? Surely any ordinarily intelligent ma.n 
knew what that mP.ant? 

Mr. DRAKE said the hon. member for 
Fortitude Valley, Mr. McMaster, was quite 
right, and he might go further and say that a 
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great number of persons who were entitled to 
vote were debarred from putting their names on 
the roll because they saw the instruction printed 
in italics that it was necessary to give the 
number of the allotment. They could not do 
that, and so did not put in their claims. 
Some hon. members said they did not know 
any cases in which claims had been rejected 
on that ground. That showed how unequal 
the practice was in its operation. In some 
places the revision. court was composed of 
more intelligent men than usual, and they 
accepted claims where the position of the resi
dence was sufficiently described. In other cases 
the claims had been thrown out again and again 
because the number of tbe allotment was not 
given. The Chief Secretary said that all that 
was necessary was that the locality should be 
sufficiently described to identify it. Then what 
was the necessity of putting in the words with 
regard to the number of the allotment? If hon. 
members would look at line 31 of the Bill they 
would see there that the claimant must,· in 
answer to the question, " ·what is your place of 
abode?" give such a description of the locality 
of his place of abode as will enable it to be 
easily and clearly identified. Why should not 
the same instructions be given under sub-clause 
(a)? Then all the difficulty would be done 
away \vith. Further on there was a para
graph "The situation of the property, if 
any, in respect of which registration is 
claimed, must be specified in such a manner as 
to enable it to be easily and clearly identified." 
Nobody could object to that. There might 
perhaps be some reason for requiring the number 
and position of the allotment to be given in the 
case of a claim for a vote in respect of freehold, 
because a man was supposed to know the number 
of the allotment and portion ; but it was a 
notorious fact that hundreds of people had not 
the remotest idea of the number of the allotment 
on which they lived. 

The CHI!<JF SECRETARY said if the Bill 
required that they should give the number ofthe 
allotment all the objections that had been made 
wonlrl be well founded, but it did not say any
thing of the kind. 

Mr. DRAKE : It does. 

The CHIEF SECRETARY said he could not 
see it. 

Mr. GRIMES said it was very easy to ascer
tain the number of an allotment in any place, 
either in the country or the town, because that 
information was given in the local authority 
notices. 

Mr. DRAKE: The lodger does not see it. 

Mr. GRIMES said in that case the informa
tion could be obtained from the proprietor of the 
establishment very easily. He could not see the 
force of the objection that had been taken to 
that portion of the clause. 

Mr. HAMILTON said he had no doubt the 
provision was inserted because the particulars of 
qualification applied equally to freehold as to 
residence. \Vhen a freeholder wished to show 
his qualification he had to state the number and 
portion of his ·allotment, but there was no direc
tion to the effect that a person applying for a quali
fication by virtue of his residence must necessarily 
state the number and portion of the allotment. 
If it was so, he would object to it. The clause 
sa-id distinctly, " or otherwise describe the 
locality of residence." Supposing the claimant 
lived in Adelaide street, he might say, "In 
Adelaide street, so many doors from the corner 
of Queen street, on the right or left hand side." 

Mr. AGNE\V said he would like members to 
understand the case he quoted. He did not 
mean that the S,lJicitor-General'• qualification 
had been so vaguely described as to unfit him to 
be put on the roll. Besides giving the qualifica
tion, it was necessary to srate where the 
Rpplicant resided, and he stated distim·tly where 
he resided. The name of his house was given, 
and the district in which he resided; but because 
he had not stRted the number of the allotment 
the claim was thrown out. He thought the 
clause was simple enough ; but he approved of 
the suggestion thrown out by the hon. member 
for Ipswich, Mr. Bm·low, that the magistrates 
themselves wanted complete and revised instruc
tions, and if they were conveyed to them 
all the difficulties would be done away with. 
He had sat on the bench many times, and had 
seen the magistrates most desirous to admit 
claims where they thought they were justified in 
so doing. In any claims he had filled up, or in 
regard to which he had given instruction, he 
generallv stated the res!dence as being so many 
doors from the nearest hotel, or near the police 
court, and so on, and never had had any returned. 
The magistrates should have general instruc 
tions. 

The HoN. B. D. MOREHEAD said the 
magistrates did not want more instructions, but 
mor" intelligence. That was the weak point ; 
they had any amount of instructions. They 
were more particular in regard to the composition 
of lic<msing benches, and if the same care was 
taken in regard to registration benches they 
would do very welL 

Mr. O'SULLIV AN said it would be a good 
thing if people had the power to appeal against 
the deciswns of the magistrates. 

Mr. SAYERS said that would not do, because 
it would take too long to get on the roll. In 
many cases he had known, where claims had 
been thrown out, the court had been adjourned 
for a fortnight to enable people to prove their 
claims, and every facility had been given to get 
on the roll. He had never seen any obstructions 
raised at all. Some hon. member~ seemed to 
suggest that very peculiar things had been done; 
but he was sure everything would be plain 
enough under the Bill. 

The CHIEF SECRETARY moved. that the 
words " or as the case may be" be inserted after 
the letters "J.P." on the 2flth line. 

Mr. GLASSEY said he had an amendment 
to move before that, which he had moved 
previously but had withdrawn to allow another 
to be pro posed. 

The CHIEF SECRETARY said he would 
withdraw his amendment, but hoped he would 
not have to be continually doing so. 

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 

Mr. GLASSEY said he had withdrawn his 
amendment to accommodate the hon. gentleman. 
He had already given his reasons why that 
declaration should not be made. No doubt some 
hon. members might fancy he had an ulterior 
motive in view; but he did not care whether 
they thought so or not. If a man bad a claim 
he should be allowed to make it in the most 
simple manner possible. He presumed that all 
people were not lia-rs, and that those who made 
claims were inclined to speak the truth without 
saying they solemnly and sincerely declared, etc. 
He moved that all the words in lines 26 and 27-
" Ana I make this solemn declaration conscien
tiously believing the same to be true, and by 
virtue of the provisions of the Oaths Act of 
1867 "-be omitted, 



508 Elections Bill. [ASSEMBLY.] Elections Bill. 

- Question-That the words proposed to be 
omitted stand p[trt of the question-put; and the 
Committee divided:-

AYEs, 45. 
Sir S. W. Griffith, Sir T. mci!wraith, Messrs. Cowley, 

Hoclgkinson, 'rozer, Unmack, Nelson, Hyne, Stephens, 
J3attcrsby, \Vatson, Idttle, Mc1:Iaster, Annear, Hamilton, 
Wimbi·- Pattison, ::\forehead, stevenson, Callan, Luya, 
Plnnkett, 3Inrr...ty, O'Cvnnell, . Corfield, Agnew, Palm er, 
Dalrymple, Dunsmure, Lissner, Gannon, Drake, Sayers, 
Powm·s, B~trlow. Macfarlane, Crombie, Dicl{son, Aland, 
0'::-lullivan, Blaclt, Paul, Smith, Grimes, and JoneR. 

NoEs, 4. 
1\Iessrs. Glassey, Ryan, Hall, and Hoolan. 
Question rPsolved in the alfirmati ve. 
The CHIE:B' SECRETARY moved the 

insertion of the words "or as the case may be," 
on the 29th linE', after "J.P." 

Amendment agreed to. 
Mr. DRAKE moved the omiHion of the words 

in subsection (a) "[giving the situ[ttion and 
number of the portion or allotment (if any), or 
otherwise describing locality of residence, so as 
to identify it]," with the view of inserting the 
words "[giving snch a description of the l<lcality 
of his place of residence as will enable it to be 
easily and clearly identified]." He was only 
following the words of the Bill, with the excep
tion that he had substituted "residence " for 
"abode." He thought the Chief Secretary and 
other hon. memLers had admitted that all 

. that was necessary was that the place of 
residence should be so described as to be 
easily and clearly identified ; and therefore he 
thought it would be quite sufficienc to put that 
in subsection (a). 'rhen, if a claimant fora vote 
under [1, residence qualification knew the number 
of the allotment upon which he resided, he would 
certainlv give it, because it would be che easiest 
W[l,Y by ;vhich he could se,tisfy the Act. If he 
was not able to give the number of his allotment 
he could give such a deilcription as would, by 
other means, enable the revising justices to 
identify his place of residence. 

The CHIBF SECRETARY said that he did 
not think the reasons given were in favour of 
the amendment, but mther the contrary. He 
thought the clause was far better as it stood. It 
indicated exactly what they me[tnt. The best 
description ought to be given that could be 
given, anrl that was contained in the clause as it 
stood. He thought it best to adhere to the clause 
as it stood. 

Mr. DRAKE said that he was surprised at 
hon. members not standing up and saying a 
word in favour of the amendment, as he was 
certain many of them recognised its reasonable
ness. He was sure that a great number of people 
outside who were in the position of being qualified 
to vote would be very glad if an amendment of 
that kind were made. He had sfmply moved 
the amendment because the description as ic had 
previously stood was a pithll which had pre
vented a great number of people who were 
entitled to vote from putting in claims, and it 
had given the justices of the peace on many 
occasions [tn excuse for rejecting claims put in by 
persons who were thoroughly qualified tu ha vetheir 
names put upon the rolls. He had accepted the 
declaration of the GovBrnment in good faith that 
their object was not to prevent any man who was 
entitled to vote from getting upon the roll. That 
was one of the obstacles that had hitherto stood 
in their way, and he had asked the Government 
to remove it; but now that they were put to 
the test they rejected a simple amendment like 
that. 

The CHIEF SECRETARY said that that 
sort of thing was becoming a little too common. 
A question arose upon a grammatical question. 
The Government thought that.the expression and 

language used in the Bill were better adapted to " 
give expression to their intention than the form 
of expression suggested by the hon. member. 
_Thereupon the Government were accused of being 
anxious to disfranchise everyone. They could not 
express a matter of opinion upon a grammatical 
question without being accused of evil motives. 
\Vherc was the imputation of evil motives to 
end? The hon. member said that the refu"al of 
the Government to adopt one form of gram
matical expression rather than another was 
manifest proof that the Government were 
actuated by evil intentions. Why not talk sense 
instead of indulging in that sort of thing? 

Mr. PAUL said he thought the hon. member 
for Enoggera was right in the view he took of 
the question. 

The HoN. J. R. DICKSON said he did not 
rise to speak in commendation of the amend
ment, because he did not think it was any 
improvement on what might be termed the 
direction to the bench as it now stood. He might 
say, however, that a good deal of fnterest 
attached to the diecussion, because in many 
cases benches had rejected bond fide claims on 
account of the residence not being distinctly 
stated. He had seen an avplication for a claim 
under freehold qualificatiOn rejectld simply 
because the applicant had not stated particularly 
where his residence was, although he had 
minutely described the freehold in respect of 
which he had made the claim. HP trusted, after 
the discussion which had taken place, that the 
benches in dealin~r with future claims would see 
that the point at issue was the clear description 
of the qualification. 

Mr. McMASTER said that all he wanted W[l,S 

to draw attention to the fact that freehold claims 
had been rejected because the numbers of the 
allotments were not inserted. He was satisfied 
now it had been plainly stated by the Chief 
Secretary that if the number was not forthcom
ing it would be sufficient if the property was other
wise described, so that it might be identified. 

Mr. POWERS said the question was net one 
of grammatical expression; it was a question as 
to what construction a bench of magistrates 
would put on the expression-whether they 
would still say that the number of the allotment 
"nd the portion must be stated, notwithstanding 
the discussion which had taken place. He was 
of opinion that the benches would consider, 
since attention had been drawn to the matter, 
and the Committee had not made any alteration, 
that the Committee approved of their action. 

The HoN. B. D. MOREHEAD said the 
matter seemed to lie in a nutshell. More 
intelligent magistrates were wanted. But if 
every member of Parliament had a right to 
nomlnate persons for the commission of the 
peace, what could be expected? The way to get 
over the difficu!&y would be to have a higher cla"" 
of magistrate than the '{rdinary magistrate, or a 
District Court judgP, where possible, to deal 
with such matters. The hon. member for Bun
danba had offered to sacrifice his life, or the life 
of anyone else, if he did not get his vote, and the 
Committee should see that votes were securely 
guarded. 

Mr. J!'OXTON said he thought there was a 
good deal in the amendment proposed by the 
hon. member for Enoggera ; and he agreed with 
a great deal of what had fallen from the hon. 
member for Balonne. He had known instances 
in which magistrates had rejected claims fm: the 
franchise because the number of the allotment 
and the number of the portion were not stated. 
He had only to call attention to che fact that it 
was almost impossible for many persons to state 
the number and portion or the allotment on 



Elections Bill. [28 JUNE.] Elections Bill. 509 

which they resided. Many estates had been cut 
up, and the subdivisions were not on the of!bial 
maps, so that the number of an allotment could 
only be ascertained by a reference to the deeds 
of the land itself or by a search in the Real 
Property Office, which was, of course, out of the 
question. He thought the object of the amend
ment might be attained by omitting from the 
subsection the word' "if any," and inserting- in 
lieu thereof "if known to the applicant." If a 
claimant was able to give the number of the por
tion or allotment he ought to do so, but if he 
was not able to do that his claim ought to be 
admitted, provided he gave such a description 
as would enable his residence to be clearly and 
easily identified. He was well aware that it was 
the opinion of some hon. members that the 
magistrates who had to administer the law would 
not reject a claim if it contained such a descrip
tion ; but he was not quite so certain that 
benches of magistrates would take that view of 
the matter. He thought it would be much better 
to put it in black and white in an Act of Parlia
ment than to trust to benches of magistrates to 
follow the opinions expressed bv individual 
members of the Committee. • 

Mr. BARLOW said the whole difficulty 
appeared to be ir: the words "if any." If those 
words were om1tted that would remove the 
difficulty, and the subsection would read, "Giving 
the situation and number of the portion or allot
ment, or otherwise describing locality of residence 
so as to identify it." 

The OHIKF SECRETARY said some hon. 
members appEared to think that whenever some 
justice of the peace in some country town had 
made a mistake in construing an Act of Pm·lia
ment, it was the business of Parliament imme
diately to alter the law. He did not hold 
that opinion. Another thing that occurred to 
him was that it was a rule in discussing a docu
ment to have it before them ; but they had not 
got the documents which were being discussed. 
If they had, it might be seen that the claims 
which had been rejected by the magistrates 
contained no particulars at all. 

Mr. ALAND said he believed it was a rule 
in construing Acts of Parliament to read one 
clause with another, and therefore he hardly saw 
any necessity for the amendment, because any 
bench of magistrates having claims before them 
to adjudicate upon would have that clause before 
them which stated that the description of resi
dence was sufficient if it would enable the place 
to be easily and clearly identified. He did not 
see any difficulty in the matter. 

Mr. BLACK said the clause was sufficiently 
clear. Could any hon. member quote a single 
instance in which any elector qualified by resi
dence in, srty, Queen street, had had to put in 
hb claim the number of the portion or allotment 
on which he resided? It w:.ts no use referring to 
cases the particular;; of which they could not have 
before the Committee. In his own case he 
did not know the number of the allotment; 
he had simply put in "No. 1, Harris Terrace," 
and his claim was not thrown out by the 
bench. He did not know a single instance in 
which a claim had been thrown out because the 
number of the portion or allotment had not 
been given, provided the other particulars were 
furnished tu identify its qualification, and he 
believed that method of dealing with claims pre
vailed all through the colony. Subsection (n) 
gave every facility to every man who had acquired 
a re.;idence qualification to be enrolled, either by 
giving the number of the portion or allotment, 
or, if he did not know, otherwise describing the 
locality or residence so as to identify it. He did not 
know where those stupid magistrates were who 
had been referred to. He had never come across 

them, and he believed that the ordinary magis
trates who revised the rolls were sufficiently 
intelligent to understand a clear provision like 
subsection (a). 

Mr. GANNON said there were some benches 
of magistrates who thought it was their duty to 
prevent men getting on the roll. 

HoNOURABLE ME"rmms : No, no ! 
Mr. GANNON said there was no doubt about 

it. He had known many properly qualified men 
whose names were struck off the roll or not put 
on, and he would support the amendment if it 
went to a division, as he thought it was the duty 
of the Committee to provide an easy way for 
every man posse l<led of the requisite qualification 
to get on the roll, and not to put any dif!lculties 
in the way of registration. 

Mr. FOXTON said he would like to point ont 
that the remarks of the hon. member fur Mackay 
exactly coincided with what he had suggested. 
The hon. member, instead of using the expression 
contained in the Dill, used the words, "if known 
to the claimant." That was the way the hon. 
gentleman read it. 

Mr. AGNEW: What magistrate could tell 
whether it was known to the claimant or not? 

Mr. JNJXTON said the claimant himsPlf knew 
best whether he knew it or not, and probably 
he would give the information if he knew it. But 
what he wanted was tu vrevent a claim being 
unnecessarily rejected if that information was 
not given by the claimant. 

'fhe Hox. B. D. J'vlOUBHEAD said he would 
ask the hon. member who had proposed the 
amendment what was the difference between his 
amendment and subsection (a) of the clause? 

Mr. DRAKE said he proposed to omit the 
words in the subsection referring to the number 
of the portion or allotment. It was admitted by 
all hon. members that it was not necessary that 
the claimant should give the number of the 
portion or allotment; and it was not only 
unnecessary, therefore, that the words should 
be there, but it w:.~s absolutely mischievous. 
He could not help thinking that the position of 
the Government with reg'ard to that an:endment 
was somewhat inconsistent, because in another 
part of the clause it was proposed that the 
question should be put to the applicant, "\V hat 
is your place of abode?" and the claimant was to 
give such a description of the locality and place 
of abode as would enable it to be easily and 
clearly identified. That was very clear indeed, 
and if that was wfficient instructions to the 
claimant as to how he should describe his place 
of abode, it wa~ also a proper way of telling him 
how to describe his place of residence. He 
could not see any difference between the two. 
The amendment he proposed would really carry 
out what was ;aid to be tbeintentionofthe Govern
ment. The hon. member for Ipswich, Mr. Bar low, 
had suggested that the wMds "if any" in the 
section should be omitted. Tha~ was following 
very much the same idea, and if hon. members 
preferre,d to accept that suggestion he wculd be 
perfectly prepared and willing to withdraw his 
amendment, but otherwicie he could not see his 
way to withdraw it. Those instructions were to 
appear on the face of the claim, and it was 
desirable that it should be put in a clear form 
.before the claimant how he should describo his 
residence in order to satisfy the justices. If the 
object was to make these instructions clear, 
then it was better that the description should be 
given clearly, a•, it was in other parts of the Bill, 
rather tlmn in the way proposed in the clanse 
under discussion, which required the claimant 
to state ihe number of the portion or allotment, 
as if that wat. primarily necessary. 
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Mr. BARLOW said he was inclined to ask 
the hon. member to withdraw his amendment 
for the form in which he (Mr. Barlow) proposed 
to suggest it. The form he suggested would 
read, "Giving the situation and number of the 
portion or allotment, or describing the locality of 
reRirlence otherwise so as to identify it." He 
thought that would meet the case. 

Mr. STEVENSON said the clause as it stood 
supplied the alternative, and it was absurd to 
waste their time debating a point like that. He 
hoped the hon. member for Enoggera would 
accept the advice given hirr. and withdraw his 
amendment. 

Mr. DRAKE said he would withdraw his 
amendment if the Committee agreed to accept 
the suggestion of the hon. member for Ipswich, 
Mr. Barlow; but there was no use in his with
drawing if that hon. member's suggestion was to 
be neg"tived also. 

Mr. HAMILTON said he quite realised that 
the motive of the hon. member for Enoggera 
was to simplify the instructions to the elector, 
and if the amendment would have that effect he 
would SU]Jport it. He had been inclined to 
support it at first, but he saw that the clause as 
it stood was superior, and there was only a 
difference in the wording. The clause distinctly 
stated, "Giving the situation and number of 
the portion or allotment (if any), or otherwise 
describing localit~- of residence so as to identify it." 
A magi~trate who could not understand that 
must be a first-class ass, and the hon. member's 
amendment would not make it any clearer. 

Mr. RY AN said he did not wish to cast the 
slightest doubt upon the magistrates of Brisbane, 
but he could, if necessary, bring a number of 
claims to show that names had been rejected in 
the Barcoo district on that very section. For 
instance, a few people lived on the Barcaldine 
Reserve, and they had no other way of identify
ing their residence but to say they lived on the 
northern, eastern, western, or southern portion of 
the re;erve; and yet the magistrate, who was not an 
ignorant man, rejected those claims on the ground 
that the residence was not clearly defined. The 
same difficulty had arisen in other parts of the 
electorate ; and, as he considered the amend
ment proposed by the hon. member for Enoo-gera 
would make the section more lucid, he. ;ould 
vote for it. 

Mr. DRAKE said that with the permission 
of the Committee he would w1thdraw his amend
ment in favour of that suggested by the hon. 
member for Ipswich. 

'l'he CHAIRMAN : Is it the pleasure of the 
Committee that the amendment be withdrawn? 

HONOuRABLE MEMBERS: No, no! 

Question-That the words proposed to be 
omitted stand part of the clause-put ; and the 
Committee divided:-

AYEs, 36. 
SirS. W. Griffith, Sir T. Mcllwraith, >fr·ssrs. Cowley, 

Un:nack, ~Iodgkinson, Tozer, Black, Plunkett, Smyth, 
Sm1th, Gnmcs, .'\Jand, Dickson, Barlow, Agnew, Luya, 
l\Iacfarlauc, Callan, Dun~mure, Little, Battersby, Jones, 
Dalrymplc, Cor1ield, O'Connell, Murray, Orombie, Annear, 
:M:orehead, Pattison, \Vimble, Hamilton, :Jic:Master 
~~ atson, Stephens, and Hyne. ' 

NOJ<~S, 11. 
Me"' rs. Drake, Powers, Glassey, Hoolan, Hall, Ryan, 

Foxton, Gannon, Sa.yPrs, O'Snlhvan, and Isnm.bert. 
Qur,'ion resolved in the affirmati;-e, 
On the motion of the CHIEF SECRETARY, 

subsection (b) was :tmended by the substitution of 
the word "o,vnersbip " for the word " pos.<es
sion," and the addition of the words "in posses
sicn" afLer the word "estate." 

Clause, as amended, put and passed. 

On clause 4, as follows :-
"Forms of claims may be provided by the Govern

ment Printer, with the sanction of the :J.Iinister. 
"Every claim so provided shall have printed at the foot 

or on the back a note in the following form or to the 
like effect, that is' to say :-
Directions to be obse'l·ved in answedng the q'uer:tions and 

filling up the claim. 
(I.) Name.-The claimant's name must be written 

in full. 
(2.) Place o! abode.-The claimant must give such a 

description of his place of abode as will enable 
it to be easily and clearly identified. 

(3.) Particulars of qualification.-The answer to 
this question must sot out a description of the 
claimant's qualification in such one of the fol
lowing forms as is applicable, or to the like 
e!!ect:-

(a) Residence for the last preceding six months 
at [giving the silucttion and number of the por
tion or allotment Uf any), or otherwise desc-rib
i,, g locality of residence so a8 to iclenfify it] ; 

(b) Possession for the last preceding six months 
of a freehold estate at [desc l'ibing sUuatlon rut 
above directecl], of the clear value of not less 
than one hundred pounds above all encum~ 
brances; 

(c) Householder at [d~~scribiny situation as above 
directed] for the last preceding six months, 
the house being of the clear annual value of 
ten pounds; 

(d) Holder of a leasehold at [describinq ·situation 
as above dit'ected] of the annual value of ten 
pounds, the lease of which has eighteen 
months to run; 

(e) Holder !or the last preceding eighteen months 
of a leasehold at [describing situation us abm·'e 
directed], of the annual value of ten pounds; 

(f) Holder !or the last preceding six months of a 
license from the Government to depasture 
land at [describing .'Jitu,~tionas abor;'e di ·ecled]. 

(4.) The situation of the property, i! any, in respect 
of which registration is claimed must l)e 
specified in such a manner as to enable it to be 
easily and clearly identified. 

(5.) If the registration is not claimed in respect of 
re"'1dence, the eighth and ninth questions need 
not be answered. 

(6.) The claimant may fill up the blank in the 
paragraph relating to a polling district, or not, 
at his option. 

(7.) The claim must be signed by the claimant with 
his own hand, or, if he cannot write, with his 
mark, and must in either case be declared 
be! ore •md attested by a justice o! the peace, or 
an electoral registrar, or the head teacher of a 
State scltool. 

On the motion of the CHIEI<' SECRETARY, 
paragraph (b) of subsection 3 was amended by 
the insertion of the word "occupation" in place 
of the word "possession," and the words "in 
possession" after the word "estate." 

Mr. DRAKE said that as notice had been 
given of some amendments to alter clause 5, 
with regard to persons allowed to take declara
tions, which, if carried, would involve necessary 
alterations in clause 4, he thought that those 
amendments should be considered before finally 
disposing of clause 4. 

The HoN. J. R. DICKSON said that before 
proceeding with the amendments in clause 5, he 
had an amendment to move in subsection 7 of 
clause 4. The subject had been before referred 
to by the hon. member for Balonne. He agreed 
with that hon. member that at the present time 
it should be an indispensable qu,lification of an 
e~ec.tor that he was able to read and write. He 
cJntended that an elector, to have any intelligent 
knowledge of the affairs of the country, must be 
in a pusition to read what was going on, and 
should also be able to wrice. He wonld go 
further, and say that unless an elector could both 
read and write he was really not in a position to 
exercise an independent vote at the polling
booth, but must act as an automaton, not knowing 
what name he was striking out except under 
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direction. HIJ therefore thought they should 
mark their sense of what they considered should 
be the intelligence of the electors by restricting 
their claims to the franchise, and would move 
that the 7th subsection of the clause be amended 
by the omission of the words "or, if he cannot 
write, with his mark." 

Mr. O'SULLIY AN said the game of the hon. 
member for Bulimba was not worth the candle. 
There might perhaps be a dozen unfvrtunate old 
fellows in the colony, who came out thirty or 
forty or fifty years ago, to whom the amendment 
would apply. The hon. member was of opinion 
that those men had no intelligent knowledge. 
·would the hon. member tell him what "intelli
gent knowledge" meant? He had never heard 
the phrase before. If the hon. member thought 
that because a man could not read or write he 
had no intelligence, he never made 9 greater m1s· 
take in his life. 'Many men who could not do 
either had better brains than the hon. member 
himself, and that was saying a great deal. 
Why should they take up time by discussing 
the claims of two or three or a dozen old fogies 
who were in the colony, and who could neither • 
read or write, when in another three or four years 
they would be taken to another world? He 
supposed all the natives of Queensland would 
be able to read and write, because they got their 
education for nothing. Really the him. gentle
man's little game was not worth the candle. 
There was nothing in it. 

Mr. BLACK said if he understood the sugges
tion of the hon. member for Bulimba, he did not 
think it wa~ likely to apply to those twenty or 
so old foss1ls who had been referrf'd to. He 
did not think it was intended to make the 
amendment retrospective, and therefore they 
would not be affected. 

An HoNOURABLE MEMBER : It will if they 
remove from one district to another. 

Mr. BLACK said if they were so aged and 
infirm they were not likely to remove. He thought 
the time had arrived when the educational test 
should be applied. They had had a most liberal 
Education Act in force for twenty years, and at 
the present- time they were spending £250,000 a 
year in educating the people. The education 
vote hst year was £258,000. The means of 
education were within the rea.ch of all people 
who had been born in the colony, and, he 
thought the time had arrived when they 
should expect those who intended to exercise 
the franchise in an intelligent manner to be 
able to read and write. He did not know 
where those people were to be found who were 
entitled to take a part in the elecLirn of repre
sentatives who were unable to read and write. 
The only ones he knew of were some of those 
who came here as immigrants, and the sooner 
they learned b read and write the better. He 
was entirely in accord with the amendment of 
the hon. member for Bulimba, and he hoped 
when they came to the next clause further effect 
would be given to it by excising the words in 
reference to the education test. He did not 
know that any sound objection could be raised 
against insisting upon a reasonable educational 
test for a voter. 

The CHIEF SECRETARY said he was dis· 
posed at first sight to support the amendment 
which the hon. member for Bulimba had moved, 
and which had been indicated by the hon. mem
ber for Balonne that afternoon, because it was 
pointed out that for more than twenty years there 
had been free edncation in the colony, and that 
almost all the natives of the polony entitled to 
vote could read and write, and moreover because 
the amendment would not have a retrospec
tive effect. He confessed he did not think 

that any new arrival who conld not read and 
write ought to have the franchise;. but at the 
present time there were a number of people who 
had the franchise, and who had had it for many 
years, who could not read or write. If by any 
chance they were left off the electoral roll, or 
ceased to be qualified for any one district in which 
they had been qualified, they wonld be dis· 
franchised, because th, y could not get on 
the roll under the new law. He thought 
that would be a hardship to them, and suffi
eiently serious to counterbalance the arguments 
on the other side. Otherwise he would have been 
disposed to support the amendment. But it 
might have the effect of disfranchising a great 
many men who had enjoyed the franchise for 
many years, and for that reason he did not think 
the amendment should be agreed to. 

The HoN. B. D MOREHEAD said he thought 
the difficulty sugge;ted by the Chief Secretary 
could be got over. He had not the slightest 
desire to disfranchise anyone at present on the 
roll, but any further cbimauts to be put on 
the roll ought to be disqualified if they could not 
read and write. There was not a member of the 
Committee who would not agree that a man who 
could not read and write was not competent to 
hold proper opinions on political questinns, or 
say that a man was competent or otherwise to 
represent a constituency. He could quite con
ceive the hon. member for Bundanba reading a 
speech, perfectly correctly of course, of the Chief 
Secretary's to some constituent of his who was 
not able to read or write, and even by an 
inflection of the voice or laying particular stress 
upon certain wordtJ, and reading it in that way 
with the manifest intention, of conrse, of in
fluencing the elector against the Chief Secretary. 
He would go further. He could quite imagine a 
gentleman of an inventive turn of mind inventing 
a speech and saying to an illitemte elector, 
"' Here is what your member said." He had 
known as bad thing;; as that done in elec· 
tioneering. An unscrnpulons man, who might 
be regarded as a sort of demigod by certain 
people, and who had forced himself forward by 
power of cheek-which, in his opinion, was the 
greatest power on earth, and greater than that 
of money-might bring a great deal of influence 
to bear. 

Mr. O'SULLIY AN: You have your share. 
The HoN. B. D. MOREHEAD said he might 

have his share, but he also had his share of dis· 
cretion. which some hon. members had not. He 
could quite understand a man who had no regard 
for truth reading an imaginary speech to illiter· 
ate electors, and being able to fool the lJOOr 
people he was reading to, and getting the votes 
of those ignorant people, who, probably, were as 
intelligent, and, in nine cases out of ten, a great 
deal more honest than himself. He would not 
interfere with the nineteen or twenty poor old 
fos<ils alluded to by the hon. member for 
Stanley. No injustice would be done to them, 
because they could easily be kept in their 
position, and at the same time other ignorant 
old fossils would be prevented from getting on 
thA roll in the future. Surely it was a standing 
disgrace to the colony, with its grand edncational 
system-a system that he did not altogether hold 
with in some respects, although he knew it had 
done good f01·the colony, and wonld"!io more good 
in the futnre-if they allowed those persons 
who could neither read or write to \'ote for the 
election of members of that Assembly. \Vhen 
they had enabled all their young men to go to 
the fount of knowledge who chose to learn to 
read and write, and a great deal more besides, 
they should make the educational test the 
supreme test as regarded the electors of the 
colony. So far as those who came to the colony 
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rom other countries were concerned, they should 
n0t be allowed to vote unless they could read and 
write. 

Mr. BARLOW : Do not bring them out. 
The HoN. B. D. MO REREAD said he would 

not go so far 9S that, because the colony would 
come to nothing if they had no more popu
lation. At present it was as well to stem 
the tide of immigration, and be agreed with 
the Government for having done it; but 
Queensland could never be a great country 
without population. He was rt'o1ding an article 
in an English paper a few days ago, which 
remarked that the population of Queensland was 
30,000 less than that of Birmingham, while that 
of the great territory of South Australia was 
52,000 leBS than that of Leeds; and it suggested 
tl:at probably people out here tried to find e,:tch 
other with telescopes. If there were more people 
here there would be less trouble, and he hoped 
there would some day be a selection committee 
in England to examine into the past careers of 
those who might be immigrants at the expense 
of the colony. The motion of the hon. member 
for Bulimba should have his heartiest support, 
and if it were carried they would have almost in 
the immediate future a body of electors who 
would be able to judge for themselves. Their 
rolls would soon be free of people who were 
unfortunately unable to judge for themselves, 
and who were the prey of those agitating 
demagogues who at the present time were so 
injurious to the colony. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES said there 
waB one other argument that the hon. member 
might have used with equal force, and that was 
that if the people who were unable to read and 
write were not allowed to vote, and were thus tu 
a certain extent penalised, parents would see 
that their children attended the State schools. 

l'llr. BARLOW said the hon. member for 
Balonne had slightly misunderstood him. "What 
he meant was, that they should establish an 
eclncational test as well as inquire into the 
character of the immigrants who came out. 
Hon. members must not jump at the conclusion 
that because a man could write therefore he 
could read; because he remembered the case of 
a most etitimable citizen in another colony, and 
a man of great wealth, who could sign his name 
but could not read a word. If he stopped in the 
middle of his signature he had to start afresh. 
He did not think he could snpport the motion of 
the hon. member for Bulimb<>, and he thought 
it would be a good thing if some people in the 
colony who could read and write could not do 
so. It would be a very dangerous and somewhat 
invidious thing to establish that test at present. 

Mr. McMASTER said he could not support 
the hon. member for Bulimba. It would be a 
very hard thing if any man now on the rolls were 
left off because he could not r~.:ad and write. It 
would be adding insult to injury. He knew a 
few very intelligent men who took an active part 
in politics, and knew all that was going on, who 
could not fill up a form. The few among't them 
who could not read and write would soon go oft' 
the stage, and as long as it was not made a test in 
selecting immigrants they should not be dis
franchised when they came here. Even if it were 
made a test at home, he was afraid some of the 
best men they could have would be debarred from 
coming-men of the very cla<>s they most desired. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER said there 
could be no doubt that under the Bill there was 
not the slightest attempt made to disfranchise 
any memb. rs of the community. The matter of 
an educatiOnal test had been discussed before, 
and he was of opinion that, with the educational 
system Lhey had, it was a legitimate thing that 

they should enact that no man who could not 
read and write should have the franchise. But 
they had deliberately allowed a certain num?er 
of men in the community to have the franc~1se, 
and they had exercised it up to the present t1me, 
and they ought not now to disfranchise men 
who had had the franchise before, unless due 
reason was shown. There was nothing to show 
that those men had abused the privilege; but 
for the future it would be a proper restriction. to 
put upon the franchise that the young generatwn 
should be able to read and write before they were 
put on the rolls. The men at present on the rolls 
who could not read and write were not the poor, 
miserable lot of beings that the hon. member for 
Stanley referred to. He knew many of them 
-honest, respectable men-who could exercise 
judgment in the affairs of the colony as well as 
men who could read and write. He was disposed 
to follow to some <.:xtent the amendment of the 
hon. member for Bulimba-that was, for the 
future all men on the rolls who could not read 
and write should be debarred from that privilege. 

The HoN. B. D. MOREHEAD: That is all 
that is wanted. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER said the 
amendment went very far beyond that, because if 
a man who could not read and write dropped off the 
roll he could not go on again, even if he had been 
on the roll for twenty years. There would have 
to be a saving clause. 

An HoNOCRABLE MEMBER : There is no 
objection to that. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER said that 
would be only justice. After the expense they 
had gone to in seeing that the men of !h<; young 
generation were educated, they should ms1st that 
there should be some means of ascertaining that 
they knew what was going on in the government 
of the country before they E'xercised the franchise. 
He thought it was perfectly right to provide t~at 
in future every man who came to the colony With
out being able to read and write should remain 
without a vote; but all those who had been on 
the rolls before should be provided for in the 
amendment of the hon. member, so that they 
might retain their rights. 

Mr. MACFARLANE said that he would not 
like to assist in disfranchising any man who had 
already exercised his vote ; but there was a 
great deal in the proposed amendment with 

, regard to the future. There seemed to be an 
' impression in the Committee that all the young 

people in the colony were being educated, but that 
was a mistake, as there were many who were 
not being educated at all. If the amendment 
were carried, it would prevent those young men 
from voting. He knew one family in West 
Moreton, in which there were nine children 
ranging from eighteen years of age to six months, 
and not one of them had ever been in a school. 
If the amendment were passed, it would be a 
very strung inducement for the parents to 
educate those children, so that they might 
exercise the privilege of the franchise. "With 
regard to those coming to the colony, the idea 
thrown out by his colleague was a gJod one
that the free immigrants should be tested. If 
they invited immigrants to come to the colony 
at its expense, they had a perfect right to test 
them in the matter of reading and writing. He 
would be glad to assist the hon. member for 
Bulimba, if he would except the old re:<idents 
who alreetdy enjoyed the right to vote although 
they could neither read nor write. 

Mr. SMYTH said that he could not support 
1 the amendment, because when they spent a 

large amount of money in bringing people to 
the colony- such as agricultural lahourers
those persons should not be disfranchised because 
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they could not read or write. Hon. members 
would agree with him that eome of the best 
colonists could neither read nor write. Mftny 
of the best miners on Gympie would be wiped 
out completely if the amendment were passed. 
He did not know whether the Chief Secretary 
or Sir Charles Lilley was the author of the 
Education Act, but it was the best Education 
Act in the world. Some of his best friends 
and constituents could neither read nor write, 
or if they could they were only able to do 
so very imperfectly, and it was not likely he 
would support an amendment which would dis
franchise some of his best friends. If they could 
not read or write, it was no fault of their own. 
It was the fault of an imperfect Education Act 
in Great Britain, perhaps. Under the Educa
tion Act in this colony every boy could get an 
education very cheap, and if any of those children 
could not read or write it was very often the fault 
of their parents. Perhaps such an amendment 
might be introduced in ten or fifteen year~, but 
it was a great mistake at the present moment. 
He intended to oppose the amendment, bec:wse he 
did not think it was a crime if a man was unable 
to read and write. He had spoken the other 
night about the way in which certain persons in 
the colony voted through secretaries. He had 
since consulted various hon. members, and he 
found that that could be got over. A man who 
had the franchise, and who voted knowing how 
he was voting, would not be in the hands of any 
clique or secretary. He would vote for himself. 
He hoped the Committee would not acJept the 
amendment. No doubt it sounded very nice, 
but it would disfranchise men who had toiled 
hard, but who were in the unfortunate position that 
their parents had not been able to educate them. 

Mr. BLACK said that since the discussion 
had commenced he had looked up the census 
returns, and he was inclined to think they were 
undertaking a very large order. He had had no 
idea when he heard what the hon. member for 
Stanley had said that there was anything like 
the number of people in the colony who were, 
according to the census returns, unable to read 
and write. To his astonishment, he had found 
there were no less than 60,0()4 males. Under the 
age of seven-after which they might assume 
that the lads of the colony were able to read
there were 40,000. 

The CHIEF SECRETARY: And then there 
are all the kanakas and Chinese. 

Mr. BLACK said there were about 20,000 of 
the male population unable to read and write. 
No doubt that included thekanakasandChinese, 
although a great many kanakas could read and 
write; but he thought it mip;ht safely be said 
there were no less than 10,000 male European 
adults in the colonv unable to read or write. He 
would be very sorry to do anything which would 
disfranchise that large number. 

The HoN. B. D. MOREREAD : It is not 
proposed to disfranchise them. 

Mr. BLACK said he was sure the discussion 
would do a great deal of good, and probably in 
the course of a few years would rec;ult in the 
educational test being applied. If it was under
stood that it was going to be applied at some not 
far distnnt date, it would b~ a good thing; but if 
the amendment was likely to disfranchise 10,000 
male adults who at present enjoyed the fran
chise he certa,inly thought some steps would 
have to be taken to ensure the continuanPe of 
the electoral rights to those men so long as they 
remained in the colony. Probably that was all 
that would be required ; hut he maintained that 
it would be a good principle to enunciate that, 
provided the existing rights could be protected, 
all future claimants would have to be able to 
read and write. 

1892-2 K 

The HoN. J. R. DICKSON said he had no 
desire whatever to interfere with existing rights. 
The Colonial Treasurer had placed the mn,tter in 
a very clear light ; and he believed that if the 
Committee were in favour of the amendment, 
the Chief Sen.retary was prepared to s,ubmit a 
subsequent n,mendment which would protect all 
who now enjoyed the franchise. His experience 
agreed with that of other hon. members with 
regard to some of the ablest men in the colony
the pioneers of the colony-being men who could 
neither read nor write. Some of them laid the 
foundations of their fortunes in the colony, and 
their descendants now occupied high and credit
able positions. There could not be a very large 
number of electors in the colony who could 
neither read or write. His attention was drawn 
to the matter by reading the 33rd and 34th 
paragraphs of the report of the Secretary for 
Public Instruction for the year 1891-

"The annual returns from head teachers for the yea1• 
1891 show a t0tal of 721 children bet\'\"een the ages of 
five and thirteen, who reside within two miles of a 
school. and whose education is totally neglected. Of 
these 386 are boys and 835 girls. The number of 
neg1Jcted c'.lildren thus reportrd was 12~ more than it 
was in 1890. 

"'fbe number of children reported as not attending 
school the minimum number ot days required by the 
Edtwation Act 160 in the half-year) was 5,194--viz., 
2,532 boys and 2,(v32 giris. This is an increase of 349 on 
the number reported in 1890." 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN
STRUCTION (Hon. W. 0. Hodgkinson): 
There was an increase of 4,000 children in the 
average daily attendance for 1891-the largest 
increase in the history of the colony. 

The HoN. J. R. DICKSON said that con· 
sidering the number of children who were not 
benefiting by the educational system it was not 
premature for the Committee to express their 
sense of the necessity of electors possessing the 
(\Ualifications insisted upon in his amendment. 

Mr. AGNRW said he did not see his way to 
support the amendment proposed by the hon. 
member for Bulimba. The hon. member said that 
some of the most brilliant of the pioneers of the 
colony could neither read nor write, and he (Mr. 
Agnew) could not see why those brilliant people 
who were still to come to the colony should be 
precluded from voting if they conld not read or 
write. A vast number of the people likely to 
come to the colony when immigration was 
resumed were people who lived in those portions 
of England where there was the greatest diffi· 
culty in getting educn.tion; in fact, they were 
the least edncat0d of any class in England, 
I re land, or Scotland. He knew that in Scotland 
it was difficult to find anyone who was not 
capable of reading or writing. The whole thing 
was simply a rehash. He remembered reading that 
a member of the House of Lords once introduced 
a Bill to prevent any man from voting unless he 
was able to read and to write so that his writing 
could be read; and yet, when the Bill was 
presented to be read by the Clerk of the House 
the Clerk could not read it. It would be unfair, 
after inducing people to come to the colony, to 
deprive them of the right to vote, and he 
intended to Of>pose the amendment. It was not; 
necessary th<Lt a man should be able to read and 
write in order to j ndge of the actions of members 
of Parliament; in fact, a large number of people 
were often misled by what appeared in the 
newspapers. They harl the opportunity of 
listening to the addresses delivered by the 
candidatft!s at election times, and they could 
ea,,ily ascertain whether their members carried 
out the pledges they made, though they could 
not read or write, 
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Mr. P ALMER said that there were lots of 
people who could just sig-n their names and no 
more ; so that being able to sign one's name was 
no great educational test. At the same time he 
intended to support the amendment, because h•' 
looked upon it as a slur on any man not to be able 
to sign his own name when sending in his claim 
to exercise the franchise. He never knew a 
foreigner who could not read or write, and he 
thought that there should be some educational 
test. 

The HoN. B. D. MOREHEAD said he held 
in his hand a copy of the Times weekly edition 
of 20th May, 1892, which contained a report of a 
debate in the House of Commons nn the illiterate 
vote. In that report it was stated that-

H l\:Ir. \rebstFT, on the motion for going into Com
mittee of Supply, called attention to the provisions of 
the Ballot Act in re~ard to the illirernte vote, and 
moved a resolutior;t declaring the opinion or the House 
that, in the interests of true freedom of election, the 
clauses iu the Ballot Act which permitted the illiterate 
vote should be repealed." 
Various reasons were given for moving that 
resolution, but it was unnececcsary to trouble the 
Committee with them. 

Mr. HYNE : Head the principal reasons. 
The HoN. B. D . .MOREHEAD said he would 

read the reasons if it were desired. Mr. \Veb~ter, 
the report went on to say- · 

Asserted that by means of those clauses, especially 
in Ireland, the seCL'-CY of the bullot was violated and 
the \vishes of the electors were frec1uently thwarted." 

Mr. GLASSEY: Hear, hear! 
The HoN. B. D. MOHEHEAD said he did 

not wiBh to bring· in any nationality, and there
fore did not at first read that portion of the 
report. 

Mr. GLASSEY: I will give you the reason 
by-and-by. 

~'he HoN. B. D. MOREHEAD said the hon. 
member need not interrupt, bnt could go home 
and get into the House of Commons and see 
where they would put him. Mr. \Vebster 
continued-

" In England and :\cotland the proportion of illiterate 
Yoters was trifilng, but in Ireland one voter out ot" every 
five claimecl to be unable to put his mark against the 
names oft he candidates. In many cases, he maintained 
the illiterate voters were intimidatLd bv the Roman 
CatholL~ clergy; and in others, as at 1Yaterford, by the 
lUOb!' 

Those were the two special reasons he mentioned. 
The 'luotation was from the Times, and if the 
hon. member for Bundanba was going to correct 
it he could do so. 

Mr. GLASSEY: I was going to refer to it 
by-and-by. 

Mr. HOOLAN: The Tirnes is nothing but a 
record of lies. 

The HoN. B. D. lVIOREHEAD said he had 
no doubt that now the hon. member for Burke 
had expressed that opinion the circulation of the 
Times would at once diminish. The hon. mem
ber had better go home and personally intimidate 
the 1'imes. He (Mr. ::Yiorehead) would pass by 
the remarks of some of the members in the 
House of Commons, and quote what was said by 
Mr. Bnlfonr, the leader of the Hon"e-

" }lr. Balfour hoped the House would pass the 
resolution. The Ballot Ace had undoubtedly 
been violated under cover of the clauses which 
were intended to give Rpecial protection to 
illiterate -voters, and the illiterates of the three 
kingdoms did not COl<stitute a clas,w upon whom it 
was dc::;irable to confer the grave responsibility of 
deciding on the character and policy of !11\e Govern
ment of this country. If these two points were 
considered together it must be felt that it would be 
impossible ever to touch again the question of the fran
clnse without dealing in a drastic ma11ner with this 

subject, in accordance with the general principle laid 
down in the resolution. The Government, however, 
committed themselves only to the general proposition, 
as it would, of course, be impossible to introduce a 
measure embodying it in the pre:sent session." 

Sir Wilfred Lawson, who certainly could not 
be called an extreme Tory, supported the motion, 
"e;,:pressing his belief that the clauses relating 
to the illiterate vote tended to weaken the pro
tection of the ballot," and the motion was carried 
on division by 115 to 50. That showed 'the ten
dency of public feeling in the greatest delibera
tive assembly in the world. \Vith regard to the 
statement which had been made that the amend
ment of the hon. member for Bulimba would in
terfere with what might be called vested rights, 
it was only proper to point out that there was 
no intention on his (Mr. Morehead's) part, or on 
the part of the hon. member for Bulirnba, to 
interfere with any existing rights. The only 
desire they had, and he believed that it was 
shared by many hon. members, was to prevent 
in the future any peroons who could not read or 
write getting on the roll. There was a strange 
inconsistency in the remark~ of the Chief 
Secretary. TLe hon. gentleman admitted that 
he did not think any imported person who 
could neither read nor write should get on the 
roll. But why not apply the same principle to 
those now in the colony ? 

The CHIKF SECRETARY: Because they 
are on the roll now. 

The HoN. B. D. MOREHI~AD said the hon. 
gentleman did not seem to apprehend that it was 
not the intention of the mover of the amendment, 
or any member who had spoken in favour of it, 
to interfere with any person whose name was 
already on the roll. The intention was simply 
to prevent any new claimant, who desired to 
exercise the franchise, getting n pon the roll, 
unless he could read or write. It was all very 
well to say that some of the pioneers of the 
colony could not read or write, and he was aware 
that some of the greatest men in the world could 
neither read nor write-he 'luite agreed with the 
ejaculation of the 'l'reasurer that they were great 
men in spite of not being able to read or write ; 
but surely the hnn. member for Nundah would 
not say that they would not have been more 
knowledgable men, and better men, if they had 
been able to re>td and write ! 

Mr. AGNEW: It was not their fault that 
they were not able to read or write. 

The HoN. B. D. MOREHEAD said the 
hon. member led them to suppose that it was 
a virtue they were not able to read or 
write. All that was asked was that in 
future addttions to the rolls it should be 
a sirte q-ua non that persons claiming to 
be enrolled should be able to read or 
write. That was the only way in which they 
could have an absolutely perfect check against 
personation, became a man could not be fully 
apprised of what was going on in the country 
unless he was able to read-without getting the 
information from other sources than tbo•e from 
which it was obtained by most people. If a man 
went into a polling-booth, and they had any 
doubt as to his identity, all they h:J.d to do 
was to get him to sign his name, and have 
that eignature recorrled; and in that way they 
would have a check against what was really 
at the present time one of the greatest blots 
in their system of electoral representation. 
He hoped the hon. member for Bulimba would 
go t.o a division on the amendment. If he did, 
he (Mr. Morehead) would vote for it, as he knew 
that the intention was not to interfere with 
existing interests, but to have a more intelligent 
roll of electors in future, 
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Mr. GLASSEY said the hon. member for 
Balonne should not be so thin-skinned as to object 
to interruptions, for no hon. member was more 
given to interruptions than that hon. member. 

The HoN. B. D- MOREHEAD: He is able 
to take care of himself. 

Mr. GLASSEY said other hon. members were 
able to take care of themselves as well a; the hon. 
member for Balonne, and would do so. In his 
remarks earlier this eveninll" the hon. member had 
mentioned that that qm~-;twn had recently been 
considered in the House of Commons, and from 
what was done there the hon. member appeared to 
think it was reasonable to infer that it was the ten
dency of the age that some educational test should 
be set up. He (Mr. Glassey) interjected that he 
would explain the reason by~ and-by. The hon. 
member had read from the Times-a newspaper 
that did not stand very high in the estimation of 
numbers of persons as a truth teller. 

The CHIEF SECRETARY: Does it not 
report members' speeches truthfully? 

Mr. GLASSEY said that was clearly shown 
by the notable case that took place a little while 
ago, when all sorts of scandalous things were 
alleged by the Times to have been committed and 
done by Mr. Parnell, and the proprietors of that 
paper had to knuckle down and admit that there 
was no truth in their statements. There was a 
considerable resemblance in what was taking 
place here to what had taken place in the British 
House of Commons recently, A c:msiderable 
number of members of the House of Commons 
saw an opportunity of po<sibly disfranchising 
a large number of per4ons prior to the general 
election coming on now in the old country. 

The CHIEF SECRETARY: Nothing of the 
kind. 

Mr. GLASSEY said there was something of 
the kind, and no member of the Committee 
knew the circumstances better than the Chief 
Secretary. 

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I know the 
contrary is the fact. 

Mr. GLASSEY said the great question to be 
decided in the old country at the present time 
was the question of home rule for Ireland ; and 
knowing that a very great number of voters in 
Ireland would vote for that measure, and that a 
large number of those voters were illiterate, as they 
had had no opportunity of acquiring a knowledge 
of reading and writing, the object was to pre
scribe a test which would be the means of dis-
franchising these people. ~ 

The CHIEF SECRETARY: No attempt 
has been made to do it. 

Mr. GLASSEY said it struck him that there 
was a great desire amongst some members of the 
Committee to disfranchise a considerable number 
of people here in the way now aimed at, and in 
other ways which he had referred to before. It 
was deplorable that in the present state of 
affairs they should be asked to take a step back
wards. Hon. members seemed to think that 
so long as they did not strike off the roll the 
names of illiterate persons who were on it at the 
present time they did all that was required. He 
had pointed out before during the debate that 
there were some 26,000 adult male white people 
who were not on the rolls ; and if the proposed 
amendment was passed, how were their rights to 
be guarded? 

The CHIEF SECRETARY: Are there many 
of them who cannot read and write. 

Mr. GLASSEY said many of them might not 
be able to read and write ; and when they con
sidered the social circumstances of many people 
in the old country, was it any wonder that many 
of them cmJid neither read nor write? 

The COLONIAL TREASURER: We do not 
wonder at that at all, but we wonder very much 
at the proposal to give them the franchise when 
they come here. 

Mr. GLASSEY said he would like to know if 
it was thought desirable to induce those people 
to come here and then tell them that, though they 
must be subject to the laws of this colony, they 
should have no voice in making them? \V ere 
hon. members going to tax those people when 
they came here? Did they tax them now? In 
case of an invasion would they ask those persons 
who could neither read nor write to defend the 
country in ttJe government of which they had 
no voice? Notwithstanding all the obligations 
they would impose upon tho~'e persor.s, they 
would debar them from voting because they 
could not read and write. He knew something 
:1bout the old country and about the c0lony, and 
he contended that the attempt to debar these 
people from the exercise of the franchise at this 
juncture, when they were practically on the eve 
of a general election, was manifestly unfair. 
The proposal would only add to the number of 
per~ons who must be diafranchised by the passing 
of the Bill. 

An HONOURABLE ME>IBER: The Governmenb 
do not support it. 

Mr. GLASSEY said the Government were 
going to support some provision for those on the 
roll if it was carried. 

The CHUJF SECRETARY : If you give 
such strong reasons in favour of it, the Govern
ment may ha Ye to support it. 

Mr. GLASS:BJY said he would regret it very 
much, but it would make no difference to him. 
Some of the ablest men in thi~ country, or in the 
old country, conld neither read nor write. Very 
often the most practical men to be found in 
conducting mining affairs had had no opportunity~ 
of learning to read and write, and when the mining 
Act was pasoed some years ago provision was 
made for those persons obtaining certificates 
after serving a certain time. The reason given 
in ~r,.vonr of the amendment was that certain 
persons were likely to influence illiterate electors 
at election times, and the hon. member for 
Balonne had in that connection alluded to himself. 
He did not know that he had any extra influence in 
inducing electors to vote contrary to their wishes. 
Tbehon. member might have had c')meexperience 
in that business, but he (Mr. Glassey) had none. 
\Vhen thev knew the dodges that were resorted 
to by smne members of the Committee, even 
during the elections in 1888, it was sur
prising to hear the arguments they used that 
evening in suggesting that electors might be in
flnenced by secretaries of societies and so forth. 
Had they forgotten the whisky and beer that 
were poured out like water at the last general 
election ? Would any member on the bench 
on which he was sitting resort to such a 
dodge for the purpose of influencing an election? 
He would not, and he was sure not one of 
his colleagues would. Let them consider the 
very large number of persons who had worked 
in factories in the old country before educa
tion was so universal as it was at the pre
sent time. As a lad of seven years of age, he 
himself had worked in a factory. What oppor
tunities had children under that age of learning 
to read and write? Persons were asked to 
come out to the colony, and when they came 
out they were insulted because they were not 
born in Australi>t. That was what had hap
pened to himself and to thousands of his 
fellow-countrymen because they happened to 
be burn in another land. It was unfair and 
unmanly to have it constantly said to them, 
"~What do you know about the country? Who 
are you? 'Why don't you go back?" \Vas that 
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fit language to be used by members of the House, 
more particularly by a member who had occupied 
so exalted a position as the hon. member for 
Balonnc? It was cowardly and contemptible, 
although, so far as he was per.sonall:v conc-erned, 
he did not take much notice of it. Two- thirds of 
the people in the colony had been imported, and 
many of them had been brought up quite as 
respectably as the hon. member himself. He 
should oppose the amendment. It was an attempt 
to take an undue advantage of a number of 
persons in the colony who had not had an 
opportanity of acquiring the knowledge of reading 
or writing, and n.any of whom were not on 
any of the electoral rolls. In addition to all 
the other obstacles placed in the way of men 
getting on the rolls, it was now propos.-d to 
impose an educational test. It was exactly on a 
par with the action taken in the British House of 
Commons, which was intended to disfranchise a 
vast number of the Irish people who, in conse
quence of wrong and misg<~vernment in the past, 
had had no opportunity of acquiring the know
ledge of reading and writing. 

The CHIJ:<JF SECRETARY said the hon. 
member for Bundanba, when he said the action 
of the House of Commons was taken in order to 
disfranchise a vast number of Irishmen before 
the geneml election, ought to have known what 
he was talking about. It was merely an abstract 
resolution, which would have no effect whatever 
on the general election. The hon. member 
either knew that or he did not. If he did not 
know it, he ought not to have been so p:•sitive 
in Uc;serting as a fact that it was so. If 
he did know it, he oug-ht not to have 
made the statement he did. \Vith respect 
to the number of men at present in the 
colony unable to read or write, he did 
not come to the same conclusion as the hon. 
member for J\faelmv. The total number of adult 
males in the colony" at the time of the last census 
was 60,094, including Chine,e, k:makas, and 
everybody elee. He preferred to take nine as the 
age under which persons could not read or write, 
there probably being as m•ny abo,·e nine who 
could not read or write as there were younger 
than nine who could rf'ltd or write. That gave 
c19,882. Adding to that the number of adult 
kanakas, and half the number of kanakas under 
twenty-one, the total c~me t•> about 57,500; 
that W<mld leave about 2.600 adult males who 
could not read or write. - He did not believe 
there were more, but there were no means of 
ascertaining the exact facts. If all those at 
present on the rolls were excepted, i~ would not 
be any great hardship. If he voted for the 
amendment, it would be with the view of 
inserting a saYing clause reserving the rights of 
all the men who were at the present time on the 
roll. 

Mr. LITTLE said he could assure the hon. 
member for Bundanba that the words he had 
complained of were not used by the natives of 
Australia. ·what they con>plained of was that 
men who had hardly been twenty-four honrs in 
the colony attempted to dictate to them what they , 
should do and what they sho•rld not do. He 1 

shoul::l not vote for the amendment, because 
there were a good many men in the colony who 
could neither re«d nor write, and who hac!' never 
had their names on the roll. If the amendment 
was carried, those men would never have an 
<>pportunity of obtaining the franchi"e. 'rhe 
Bill put no obstacles in the way of men getting 
on the rolls, bnt the amendment did; therefore, 
while supportin~ the Bill he could not support 
the amendment. 

Mr. BARLO\V said that one of the argu- • 
ments of the hon. m em her for Balonne was that '· 
the signature would afford means of identifica- , 

tion. Both that hon. member and himself had 
in their early days followed the same occupa
tion-that of a bank clerk; and the hon. member 
would confirm what he oaid, that if a man made 
an ebborate signature of a sort of COJ•y-hook 
character on ordinary occaHionr3, during the 
excitement of an election his signature would 
not be a bit like the one attached to his claim to 
vote. But the Act provid,·d that no friends 
could be taken into the polling-booth, and that 
the names must be struck out before the scruti
neers and the other persons present. That was 
a very grea,t safeguard. \Vith regard to people 
who could not read and write, his experience 
was that they were more suspicious than those 
who could. 1f asked to sign a transfer of 
property, they would want to take it home first. 
He juot took it home and showed it to some one 
else. The man who conld not read or write was 
far more careful ancl suspicious than the man who 
hod the advanta.ges of ducation. The mere te.;t 
of signing a claim was no test at !'11, because in 
a week's time a man could be tramed to make 
his sianature. He thought it was nnfortnnate to 
bringo up the que~tion. The debate might do 
good-it might direct attention to the >Ubject; 
but as for cutting off a large number of people 
because they could not read or write, some of 
the most respected conserva.tive members of the 
community-men who were not given to excesses 
of a political nature-belonged to that class, and 
it would be a mistake if they were strnck off the 
roll. 

Mr. HA:YIIL'rO~ said the argument in favour 
of the very low educational qualification proposed 
was that persons in possession of that qualifica
tion had sources from which they could g-et poli
tical opinions which otherwise wonld not be open 
to them. There was an objection to passing the 
amendment, and it was that it might be con
sidered a disfranchi,ing Bill. At any rate, there 
were one or two individuals who were always 
prgaching the doctrine of hatred and malice 
both in and out of the House-he did not 
say who they were, hut they were generally 
known-and they had sedulously tried to make 
out that the Bill was a disfranchising Bill; 
but although they had done so, not one 
single clause could be pointed to having that 
effect. But, if the amendment were passed, 
then there might be some slight foundation for 
their statement. The amendment propv,ed did 
not cover the whole ground. The clause would 
re11Uire a subsequent amendment, providing that 
all those now on the roll who could not read or 
write should continue to exercise the franchise, 
and if that were carried it would not be open to 
the same objections. One of the objections 
urged by an hon. member was that the amend
ment was taking an undne advantage of a 
number of persons at pre,ent in the colony ; but 
it certainly would not be taking an undue 
advantage of them if it were carried as sugg-ested, 
and if the persons now on the roll were allowed 
to remain there and exercise their privilege. Of 
course there were many pers,ms now in the 
colony who could not read or write, and who 
were not on the roll ; but th:1.t was an evidence 
that they did not value their privileges. 

The HoN. J. R DICKSON said he did not 
wish to delay the Committee further than to say 
that his deoire was not to in any way restrict the 
franchise. He need not go over the arguments 
again. He thongh t it was in accordance with 
the spirit of the age, and the spirit of their 
educational institutions, of which they were 
justly proud, that the electoral power shonld 
be placed in the hands only of educated 
persons. Those hon. members who imagined that 
the amendment had been introduced for the 
purpose of preventing persons from getting 
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on the roll, were labouring under a miscon
ception ; they were either doing that or 
misrepresenting the case, becau~e, after the 
remarks of the Chief Secretary, they could not 
but be aware of the true spirit of the amendment. 
If the sense of the Committee contirmPd the 
amendment, he was quite willing to accept such 
subsequent amendments as the Chief Secretary 
might think were necessary to protect existing 
rights, and give the franchise to those persons 
already in the colony who could not read and 
write. 

Mr. O'CONN:B~LL said he did not think the 
genUeman who had introduced the amendment 
had in any way proved his contention. One of 
his contentions was that education of that mild 
sort would give intelligent knowledge. Now, he 
was quite certain that the ability to read and 
write would never confer upon the person who 
had that knowledge the intelligence to know 
what was the best course to pursue at election 
times. He did not think that the fact of a 
man being able read and write would confer 
any high intelligence upon him. From his 
experience it had rather the contmry effect. 
A man who was educated only to that extent 
very often got hold of literature which he 
could not understand, and was very much 
misled by his inability to read it intelligibly and 
understand it, and he was not able to form any 
very high or correct opinion of what he had read. 
He did not think, therefore, that ability to read 
or write conferred any very great intelligent 
knowledge. Another sugge9tion that was made 
was that a man who could not read or write 
would be very easily misled. Now, anyone who 
h.adany knowledge of elections knew that quota
twns were constantly made during election 
addresses, and the audiences had very little 
opportunity of verifying the quotations, and even 
if they had the knowledge to verify them 
it was very unlikely that they would take 
the trouble to see whether they were correct 
or not ; so that that argument did not carry 
much weight. Another argument had been 
used, that by withdrawing the franchise from 
illiterate people it might induce them to send 
their children to school, but he did not think 
that was likely to be borne out in actual prac
tice. He did not think that parent" who we•·e 
so careless about the welfare of their children 
would be induced to send them to school through 
the mere fact of the children, if th.ey could read 
and write, being entitled to the franchise when 
they attained the age of twenty-one years. If 
parents were so careless of the welfare of 
their children that they would not send them 
to school on account of the great advantages 
they would gain, they wonld not send them to 
school on account of the one advantage that they 
would be able to vote when they obtained the 
necessary age. He knew very many intelligent 
men in the colony who would he disfranchised if 
the amendment were carried; and he could not 
see any very great disadvantage in leaving !Jeople 
who could not read or write to vote, because 
man;y of that class of people had opportunities of 
learnmg what was desirable or undesirabl~ for 
the country, and they formed very fair opinions as 
to how it was desirable to vote at election times. 
For those reasons he could not see his way to 
vote for the amendment. 

Mr. PAUL said he simply rose to enter his 
protest ag,inst the cruel waste of time that took 
place in that House. They had been six honrs 
getting through thre.e clauses of the Bill. He 
appealed to hon. members not to make second
reading speeches in Committee. The subject 
had been discussed fully on the second reading. 

An HoNOURABLE MEMBER: It has never been 
discussed at all, 

Mr. P A"GL said that all he could say was 
that if every member of the British House of 
Commons talked the nonsense thao the majority 
of members talked, they would never do any 
business ftt all. 

Mr. POWERS said the only reason given why 
they should disfranchise that large number of 
p ople was that the Hou"e of Commons had 
l>ttely pa&sed a resolution in the same direction. 
If they were tc follow the House of Commons in 
that, they shonld do what both the Liberals and 
Comervatives there did, and that was to decide 
to confer the franchise upon every man, and go 
in for the prineiple of one man one vote. Both 
parties there had declared in their programmes 
that that principle should be adopLed. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER : Where 
did you hear that? 

Mr. POWERS said it was in the Couriu. 
Mr. Balfour, Lord Salisbury, and Mr. Gladstone 
had included it in their .manifestos, so that if 
they were to follow the House of Commons they 
would have to do what people elsewhere were 
doing, and ndvance with the times. The Com
mittee appeared to be going b:tck so far as the 
enfranchisement of the people was concerned, 
and the motion before them would show how far 
backward they were disposed to go. He was 
glad so many hon. members had spoken against 
the amendment, which on~ht not to have be9n 
jumped upon them as it nacl at mom than the 
eleventh hour, and which would disfranchise 
hundreds of people. 

Mr. ANNEAR said the hon. member for 
Burrurn ftppeared to be indignant in the little 
speech he had made. They knew the hon. mem
ber, like a good many others that evening, had 
been speaking to his constitnents ; and more hon. 
members were monopolising the time of the 
Committee and the columns of Hansard in that 
way. \Vhen they came to the queBtion of one 
man one vote he should have something to say, 
and should show the hon. member how it would 
clisfranchise a lar(\e number of electors in his 
(:Mr. Anneotr's) constituency, and prevent them 
voting in the hon. member's constituency, where 
they had spent £80,000 or £DO,OOO. It appeared 
to him that the hon. member for Bundanba 
must have fallen into bad company during the 
few years he had been in the colony. He (Mr. 
Annear) had been in the colony nearly thirty 
Y• <1rs, and had worked with all clas"·es, and with 
Irishmen in particular, and had never been 
insulted by anyone. If the hon. member 
would be less ag15reb,;ive both inside and 
outside, and not go into other people's con
stituencies and use language unbecoming to a 
member of Parliament, he would receive no 
insults either. He was much struck with a 
remark made by the hon. member for Balonne, 
that some men influenced others by giving them 
false information regarding qnestions before 
Parliament. The Bill was one which "ould 
enfranchise every man in the colony who was over 
twenty-one years of age, a British subject, and a 
reBident for over six months; und prev~nt what 
they had seen during th<e la"t few weeks. Those 
men who thought they were able to lead the 
destinies of the colony got a simple fellow to 
sign three forms in blank, which were used to get 
his name upon different rolls about Brisbane. 
There was an open-air meeting on Saturday 
night, rmd one of the friends of the hon. 
member for Bundanba told them that under the 
Bill a valuator would be sent round to value 
their properties, and if he was not friendly, and 
valued the property at £U0 lDs. lld., the men 
would be rlisfranchised. That was an absurd 
statement to put before intelligent people. Even 
if the valuator did do that there was still the 
residence qualification. The hon, member foc 
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Bundanba did not address his remarks to the 
Committee; but invariably he addressed the 
gallaries when he got up to speak in the blatant 
way he did on nearly every occasion. The BiH 
was a mea 'lure demanded by the people, and one 
which would enable every ma,n who was qualified 
to have his name on the roll. He had met hundreds 
of honourable and good men who could neither 
r6ad nor writo, and it would be a great injustice 
to leave them off the rolls. He would take care 
that if the Bill passed there would be sufficient 
copies of it for the people to see in his electorate, 
and those people had sufficient intelligence to 
understand what was placed before them. As 
to the 26,000 men the hon. member spoke of, they 
could all be enfranchised. There were sufficient 
magistrates in the colony, and it was a very 
isolated place where there was not a State schooL 
The electoral registrars in the different parts 
of the colony had a great deal to do, 
and they facilitated things as much as 
possible. He had sent in many claims, 
and when any had been informal, they had 
been rectified. In the last four or five 
years he did not think more than five claims 
had been returned by the bench in his elec
torate. 

Mr. HALL said it was reassuring to know 
that the Government did not intend to support 
the amendment. He was not at all surprised 
that the amendment had come from the hmn. 
member for Bulimba. It would not be surprising 
if that hon. gentleman, at a later period, pro
posed another amendment to do away with the 
residential qualification altogether, and restrict 
it to property. The 11,mendment was a retrograde 
movement, to do away with the illiterate vote so 
long as there were such a number of illiterate 
voters already on the ;·oils, and likely to be until 
the school accommodation could provide for the 
whole of the children. ·when everyone had the 
means of being educated, it might be neeessary to 
abolish the illiterate vota ; but he intended to vote 
against the amendment on account of the 'fact 
that there were a large number of people who 
already had the franchise who were unable to 
read and write, and also because there were 
numbers of children now growing up where 
schools were not provided for them. 

Mr. MURRA Y said that he did not intend to 
support the amendment of the hon. member for 
Bulimba, being satisfied that it would disfranchi••e 
many capable and desirable colonists. Nor did 
he think they had any evidence before them to 
prove that those who could not read and write 
voted with less discretion than thosP. who 
could. He was perfectly satisfied that the fact 
of a fool being able to read and write woufd 
not make him a wise man, and h.e was sure 
that the voters of the colony who could 
not read and write were just as capable of 
forming a sound opinion upon political questions 
as those who could. Besides, he did not think 
that the evil complained of was a great one. He 
believed that the number of adults who could 
not read and write was very small. He could not 
see any arguments that had been brought for
ward to show why they should attempt to dis
franchise those who were so unfortunate as to be 
unable to read and write. 

Mr. NELSON said that he was very much 
surprised to hear the remarks of those opposed 
to the amendment. They seemed to be very 
contradictory. The hon. member for Nor
manby began by saying he would oppose the 
amendment because it would disfranchise a 
large number of people, and almost in the 
same breath he said that the number of people · 
in the colony who could not read and write was 
very small, It would be a serious question for 

the Treasurer to consider whether they were 
justified in spending a sum exceeding £250,000 
annually on education. One would think from 
the arguments that had been used that education 
wa·s a very bad thing-that it was the worst 
thing a man could do to educate his children. 
Far better to l~ave them alone; if they could not 
read and write they would be able to take the 
very be>t view of political m.ttters. That was 
the conclusion anyone would come to who listened 
to the arguments of some hon. members. The 
whole weakness of their argument lay in the fact 
that they would insist in putting a very much 
larger application on the amendment than was 
intended. They had been assured repeatedly by 
the mover of the amendment, by the Chief 
Recretary, and by others, that it would not 
affect any person in the colony at present whose 
name was on any roll. All vested nghts were to 
be preserved. 'fo whom, then, would it ap!Jly? 
Only to new claimants. \Vas it a reasonable 
thing to allow that people coming to the colony 
-because it would apply to them particularly
and who resided in the colony for six months, 
that three months after, at the outside, they . 
should be put in the same position as those who 
had been living in the colony all their lives? Could 
they know the affairs of the colony- more particu
larly if they could not read and write, which was 
the only test they proposed to put upon them-as 
those who had lived here all their lhes? That 
was a very small test to ask-that they should 
have so much intelligence or so much education 
as to give some guarantee that they were able 
to graep in some way the affairs of the colony, 
and that they were able to make use of the 
literature which was produced in the colony. It 
was not much to ask that every man who asked 
for a vote should be able to sign his name to his 
claim. He thought it a reasonable thing, and he 
intended to support the amendment. 

Mr. DALRYMPLE said that he intended to 
vote against the amendment-not because he did 
not think it an exceedingly good amendment. 
HP believed it would be carried into law, and he 
believed further that it ought to be carried into 
law; but he did not believe that the present 
moment was an opportune one for introducing 
an alteration in the basis of their electoral 
system. Apparently the framers of the Bill had 
no such intention. It appeared to him that the 
Bill they were discussing wa~ simply for the 
purpose of applyin&" more strictly the tests which 
had previously existed, and on the lines which 
had previously exioted-to prevent fraud on the 
old lines. It did not appear to be intended to 
alter the basis on which they went, and therefore 
he did not feel disposed to support the amend
ment. But when the hon. member for Burrum 
told them that the only reason he had heard in 
the Committee in support of the amendment 
was that it had been adopted by the British 
House of Commons, the hon. member 
appeared to have kept his ears shut. He 
had heard from the hon. member for Murilla, the 
hon. member for Balonne, and the hon. member 
for Bulimba a great many reasons in favour of 
this amendment. In the first place, ifthe people 
were enjoying the advantages which they did 
under their educational system, and if they 
exercised the sovereign power-the reigning, 
the kingly power-it might very well be ex· 
pected that they should be able to read and 
write. And when the hon. member for Burrum 
ascribed that.to the British House of Commons, 
apparently the hon. member was not aware 
that such restrictions had existed and still 
existed in the great United States of America. 
They had existed there ·for years. The United 
States had not borrowed it from the British 
House of Commons, nor had they introduced 
the limitations which were on the1r statutes in 
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order to annoy anybody, either in the North of 
Ireland, or the south, or the east, or the west. 
They h":d done so because, he presumed, 
they believed that education was intrinsically 
valuable, and on that belief the fouhdtrs 
of the American Union and the people who 
governed the United States had alwavs acted. 
In Connecticut the law required that the elector 
sh<;n;ld be of good character, and posse"s fair 
abrhty to read any part of the Constitution or 
State law. In Massachusetts there was the 
same provision, with the addition that the elector 
must be able to write. In the State of Missouri 
the law required that all new voters after 1876 
should be able to read and write. So he thought, 
first of all, that reasons in favour of the amend
ment had been adduced; next, that it was not 
necessary to look to the British House of Com
mons, also that there were precedents for the 
amendment, and, further, that those precedents 
were good and wise, and would some day be 
followed in Queensland, and probably in the 
other colonies. 

Mr. CALLAN said the hon. member had told 
the Committee certain things about America, but 
the hon. member knew very well that a man wa~ 
allowed to vote in America, and no question was 
asked as to whether he was able to read or write. 

Mr. DALRYMPLE: \V ere you in Massa
chusetts, Connecticut, or Miswuri? 

Mr. CALLAN: Never mind Massa<:>husetts, 
Connecticut, or Missouri. It was the same all 
over America-there was no question as far as 
education was concerned; it was simplyaquestion 
of a man's vote. As for the amendment, it was 
not a question of what education might have 
done for those who were in the colony, but it 
was a question as to those who might come 
afterwards. It was likely that there might be 
immigration for the next fifty or hundred years; 
and poesibly a great number of those immigrants 
might be unable to read or write. It would be a 
shame not to allow them to vote simply for that 
reason ; therefore, he would not support the 
amendment. 

Mr. PLUNKI<~TT said the present time was 
very inopportune for making such an ~~mend
ment. A gond many people thought the Bill 
was brought in more for the purpose of disfran
chising people than enfranchising them-though 
he did not share that belief-and he thought it 
would have been wise not to have proposed the 
amendment, especially on the e''e of a general 
election. He would be willing to increase the 
number of l?ersons who might witness signatures 
to cleclaratrons; but he would not" support the 
amendment now before the Committee. He 
knew a good many men occupying good posi
tions in the colony who could not read or 
write ; and if those men had done so well, 
why should others be debarred from coming 
to the colony and doing the same? In times 
past (,lueensland had not been so very attractive 
to im1_nigra!lts~large sums of money had been 
spent m brmgmg them out-and the attraction 
would be diminished if people were told that 
though they might pay their own passages they 
would not be allowed to vote if they were unfor
tunate enough not to have been taught to read and 
write. 

The Hox. J. R. DICKSON said he could not 
say he was sorry he had introduced the amend
ment, . c:onsidering the expression of opinion it 
had ehc1ted from hon. merr, hers. It was cliificult 
to remove sentimental feelings, but he still main
tained that the views he had expressed were 
tho~oughly sound, ~ne! that any person who 
asptred to the exercrse of the franchise in this 
~tge of education should possess at least 11 

rudimentary knowledge of reading and writing. 
Perhaps the most encouraging speech on the 
question was that of the !1on. member for 
Mackay, JYir. Dalrymple, whose support he 
hoped· to have on a future occasion. Having 
obtained a full anrl, to his mind, h.~tisfactory 
expression of opinion from hon. members, as he 
had no desire to divide the Committee on the 
question he would ask permission to withdraw 
the amendment. 

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 

Mr. POWERS said he wished to kno>v 
whether the Chief Secretary would accept an 
amendment which would enable claimants to get 
their declarations witnessed by pr:-.4masters, 
members of divisional boards, and masters o£ 
vessels. In the country districts there were 
many men who could not, without considerable 
loss of time, get to a justice of the peace, 
a head teacher, or the electoral registrar. 
He would like to know whether the Government 
would accept some other person not altogether 
under Government control as witness to the 
signature to a declaration, such as a postmaster, 
a member of a divisional board, or a master of a 
vessel. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER: The master 
of a vessel? 

Mr. POWERS said he suggested the master of 
a vessel for the purpose of allowing sailors to get 
on the roll. \Vould the Government accept any 
of those officials? · 

The CHIEF SECRETARY said he did not 
see his way to accept th9 amendment suggested 
by the hem. member. Some postmasters were 
certainly qualified, but others were not; many of 
them were casual persons appointed at £12, and 
in some cases £6 a year, and they were certainly 
not sufficiently qualified. As to allowing the 
master of a vessel to attest a ·claim, if a sailor 
wanted to get his name on the roll and wa' in 
port he could easily find a justice of the peace or 
the electoral registrar; and as to members of 
divisional boards attesting cleclarations, it was 
not convenient, for reasons which it was nnneces~ 
sary to give in detail, that many of them should 
be entrusted with that power. 

Mr. FOXTON said he would suggest that 
that membero, of the police force should be availecl 
of for the purpose of attesting declarations. 
There was a very large number of schools in 
country distticts which were merely provisional 
schools, and the head teachers of those schools 
would not, he took it, be eligible to attest a 
signature under that Bill, as they, technically 
speaking, were not head teachers of State 
schools. The members of the poiice force were 
as a rule intelligent men, and had a capital 
local knowledge, and it would be a great 
convenience if they were allowed to attest 
the signatures of claimants. He did not propose 
to move an amendment, but he certainly thought 
that such a provision would remove many of the 
objections to what were alleged to be the 
difficulties in the way of persons getting their 
names on the roll. 

Mr. PL UNKETT said he did not think it 
would be ·wise to place that duty in the hands 
of the police, but he believed it would be a 
great con yenience to electors in some places if 
the head teachers of provisional schools could 
attest signatures to declaratiom. As a rule, 
State schools were in the centres of population, 
where justices of the peace were available; 
but in districts where provisional schools were 
established it was not so easy to find 1t justice of 
the peace. 
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The CHIEF SECRETARY said that matter 
had been very carefully comidered by the Go
vernment. He had considered it very carefully 
in conjunction with the Secretary for Public 
Instruction. He had also had some experience of 
that department himself, and he did not think 
it would be desir·able to entrust that power to the 
head teachers of provisional schools. There were 
some who, of course, might very properly be 
entrusted with it; but there were a great many to 
whom the power should not be entrueted. As 
to allowing the police to do that duty, he thought 
that would be a mistake. 'l'he electoral registrars 
in nearly all country places were members of the 
police force, and were appointed especially for 
that purpose, but the police generally were not 
conversant with the work, nor would it be 
desirable to entrust them with the power to attest 
those declarations. 

Mr. POWERS said he would like to know 
whether he was to understand that the Govern
ment would not accept the suggestion to allow 
teacheril of provisional schools to attest the 
signatures of claimants? 

The CHIEF SECRETARY: Yes. 

Mr. POWERS said wherever there were 
teachers of State schools there were justices of 
the peace. 

The CHIEJ!' SECRETARY: Oh! dear no! 

Mr. POWERS said he did not know of any 
place at the present time where there was a 
State school without a justice of the peace being 
handy, but there were many provisional schools 
which were a long distance away from any justice 
of the peace, and it would be a grel't convenience 
to electors to be able to have their signatures 
attested by the head teacher of a provisional 
school. However, if the Government would not 
accept the suggestion, it was no use pressing it, 
as the Chief Secretary had stated that it had 
received careful consideration by himself and the 
Secretary for Public Instruction. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN
STRUCTION said he had no hesitation in 
saying that it would be a very wrong step to 
entrust that duty to the masters of provisional 
schools. He thought it was a great pity that any 
election matters should be imported into the 
State schools at all. It was an element 
which would have a deterrent effect on many 
reforms that were being carried out by the 
department. For instance, one of the means by 
which economy was sought to be exercised was 
by increasing the number of pupils, and if the 
head teachers of State schools were compelled to 
take something more than the supervision of 
schools, and the duty imposed l>y the Bill 
was cast upon them, it would interfere with 
th~ir ordinary duties. The working classes 
found it inconvenient and a loss to their pocket 
if they had to attend to get their names plac,,,d 
upon the roll within any specified hours; but 
he thought it was most unfortunate that any 
electors should be allowed to go on to school pre
mises while the school was going on and interfere 
with the progress of the business by calling upon 
the head master, perhaps in the middle of a class, 
to atkst the signature to a claim. But, unless 
the would-be elector was given the privilege of 
going at any hour that might suit him, he wonld 
be exposed to a deprivation. Although he opposed 
a duty of that kind being given to schoolma~ters, 
he did not, in deference to his political chief, 
press his objection. But he could not approve 
of the duty being extended to provisional school
masters, nor did he think such a proposal would 
commend itself to the Committee, 

Mr. DRAKE said he would point out that t~e 
difficulty suggested by t~e Secretary for r:ubhc 
Instruction would be obvmted by the adoptwn of 
the New Zealand system, which provided that 
the signature of a claimant might be attested by 
any elector of the district. 

The CHIEJ!' SECRETARY said that was 
pr2ctically the system they were proposing to do 
away with and not to introduce. 'That system 
would practically be equivalent to having no 
attestation of signatures at all. 

Mr. GLASSEY said he was sorry the Secretary 
for Public Instruction opposed the insertion. o_f the 
teacher of a provisional school. A proVIsiOnal 
school teacher held that position in consequence 
of the limited number of scholars attending his 
school ; but if the number increased sufficiently 
the school would cease to be a provisional school, 
ancl then the objection the ban. gentleman 
raised would occur, and the teacher would be 
called upon to attest ~!aims of electors g.oing to 
him for the purpose. The clause should mclude 
the teachers of provisional schools. 

An HoNOURABLE MB1IBER: Half of them are 
girls. 

Mr. GLASSEY said he did not see why 
women should not attest these claims as well as 
men. If they were competent to teach they 
were competent to attest signatures. He would 
move that the word "provisional" be inserted 
after the word "State" in the last line of the 
clause ; and he intended after that to move the 
insertion of the words" or householder." 

Question put; and the Committee divided :

AYEs, 12. 
)lcssrs. Sayers, Plnnkett, Glassey, Hoolan, Hyan, Hall, 

::\1acfarlane, Powers, Drake, O'Connell, Isambert, and 
Gannon. 

NOES, 36. 
Sir S. W. Griffith, Sir T. ~Icilwraith, ~Iessrs. Black, 

Dickson, Paul, Uumack, Hodgkinson, Cowley, NelsonJ 
Jivne Stephens, Palmcr, \Vatson, Dunsmure, Stevenson, 
rrOze1:, Casey, Smyth, vrimble, Luya, Little,· Smi~h, 
Lit::.:mer, Corfield, Agnew, Grimes, )Iurray, Cromb1e, 
Annen.r, Barlow, i\Ic)Iaster. Morehead1 O'Sullivan, 
Patt.ison, Dalrymple, and Jones. 

Question resolved in the negative. 
Mr. GLASSEY said he would move the inser

tion of the words '• or honseholder" after the 
word " school" in the last line, and would take 
the sense of the Committee on that, though he 
did not suppose hon. members would endorse his 
view of the subject. 

Question put ; and the Committee divided :
AYJ1:11,4. 

Thiessrs. Hoolan, GlasRey, Ryan, and Hall. 
NOES, 43. 

Sirs. W. Griffith, Sir 'f. Mcilwraith, ::U:essrs. Cowley, 
Nelson, Black, IIodgkinson, 'rozer, Unmack, Paul, Hyne, 
Stephens, Palmer, Vfatson, Jones, Dunsmure, Stevenson, 
Casey, \firnble, Luya, Little, smyt,h, Lissner, Corfield, 
Dalrsmple, Agnew, Grimes, O'Counell, Sayers, Isarnbcrt, 
Drake, 3Iacfarlane, Gannon, Annear, 1\Iurray, Powers, 
Bar low, ~:Ic}la::;;ter, Smith, Crombie, Pattison, Djckson, 
:\forehead, and O'Sullivan. 

Qmstion resolved in the negative. 
Clause, as amended, put and passed. 
The House resumed ; the CHAIR;IIAN reported 

progress, and obtained leave to sit again to
morrow. 

ADJOURNMENT. 
The CHIEJ!' SECRETARY sa1d: Mr· 

Speaker,-I move that the House do now adjourn. 
\V e shall go on with the same business to-morrow. 

Question pnt and passed. 
The House adjourned at ten minutes past 

11 o'clock, 




