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LEGISLATIVE ASSEtviBLY. 
Thursday, 30 June, 1892. 

Question.-Formal )!otion.-Qneensland Trustee Com
pany, Lin1ited, Bill: Fir.':lt reading.-.A.djournment.
Assisled Land Settlement: Adoption of lteport of 
Select Cornmittce.-Elections Bill: Re::.mmption of 
committee.-Adjournment. 

The SPEAKER took the chair at half-past 
3 o'cL)ck. 

QUESTION. 
Mr. PL UNKE'l'T asked the Colonial Trea-

surer-
Wh<Jn will the Government introduce the Stock Tax 

Bill, referred to in His Excellency the Governor's 
Speech? 

The COLONIAL TREASURER (Hon. Sir 
T. Mcilwraith) replied-

Circumstances have so altered since the Speech was 
delivered that it is not possible at present to say when, 
if ever, a Stock Tax Bill will be introduced. 

FORMAL MOTION. 
The following formal motion was agreed to :
By Mr. GANNON-
That there be laid upon the table of this House 

copies of all papers and reports (giving dates) relating to 
the alteration of the South Brisbane ltailwav Station 
from :\felbourne street to Grey street. · 

QUEENSLAND TRUSTEE COMPANY, 
LIMITED, BILL. 

On the motion of Mr. POWERS, leave was 
given to introduce a Bill to amend the Queens
land Permanent Trustee, Executor, and }finance 
Agency Company, Limited, Act. 

FIRST READING. 
Mr. PO\VERS presented the Bill, and moved 

that it be read a first time. 
Question put and passed. 

ADJOURNMENT. 
The CHIEF SECRETARY (Hon. SirS. W. 

Griffith). said: Mr. Speaker,-! beg to move 
that th1s House, at its rising, adjourn until 
Tuesday next. 

Question put and passed. 

ASSISTED LAND SETTLEMENT. 
ADOPTION OF REPORT OF SELECT CoMMITTEE, 
Mr. DRAKE, in moving-
That the report of the Select Committee oh assisted 

land settlement be adovted-
said :. Mr. Speaker,-In moving this motion I 
should like as far as possible to a void the two 
extremes of talking too much, and thereby 
excluding other hon. members who might perhaps 
more profitably emJ!lloy the time, and at the same 
time of saying too little and incurring the 
reproach of having neglected to draw attentiOn 
to the most important points in the report. I, 
of course, take it for granted, as the report has 
been in the hands of hon. members for something 
over three weeks, that they have made them
selves acquainted with the main features of the 
recommendations of the Select Committee. I 
should like to devote some little portion of 
time to endeavouring again to draw the atten
tion of hon. members to the actual proposals 
that have been m:tde to the Government with 
regard to this system, because I find that 
there is a very great deal of misapprehension 
as to what those proposals actua.Ily were. In 
bringing forward anything new, if there is any
thing good in it, a great deal of opposition is 
a! ways encountered, and the opposition, as it 
has done in this particular case, very frequently 
takes this form : Some hon. members think they 
would not approve of the proposals, and tht>y 
misrepresent-! do not say designedly; perhaps 
through not havmg heard what the proposals 
are-the proposals that have been made, and 
then exert considerable ingenuity in showing 
that the scheme which they imagine has been 
proposed would not work. I think it is only 
fair in discussing a matter of this sort that hon. 
members should really consider what are the pro
posals that have actually been made. It has been 
frequently said since this was first brought for
ward that the proposal is to take the whole of the 
unemployed indiscriminately and either give them 
money to go on the land or put them on the land 
and provide them with rations. That never 
has been proposed to the Government or to the 
House. I will just quote briefly from the pro
posals which were drawn up in 1887 and sub
mitted to the Government, and afterwards 
brought forward in this House. I am now quot
ing from page 63, appendix K-

" That groups of intending settlers be invited to form 
themselves. It is suggested that twenty adult men
either single or heads of families-would be a con
venient number, but that is a matter in which it would 
be inadvisable to dmw a hard and fast line. The only 
conditions of membership should be good char~cter 
and fitness for physical labour; but it is suggested that 
each group should include-in t.he inauguration of the 
~ystem-one or more. individuals with bush or f-arm 
experience ; and that no gr;:,up should be entirely com
posed of new arrivals unaccustolned to t.he climate and 
unacq_uainted with the country. It would even be 
desirable that preference should be given in tbe first 
instance to persons already resident in the colony." 
That shows clearly that it was the intention of 
the proposers that there should be a careful 
selection made of persons who would be fit to go 
on the land. And then, to show clearly that it 
was never any intention of mine that these 
proposals should be taken to be intended simply 
for the relief of the unemployed, I would point 
out that in 1887, when these proposals were 
drawn up, there was no distress anything like 
there is at the present time. The colony was 
then, compared with what it. is now, in a 
prosperous condition ; and the object clearly 
was to devise some permanent system, in 
addition to our present system, of land 
settlement by which settlement might be 
made easy to persons of very limited means. 
On the occasion when I first brought this scheme 
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before the House-in 1889-the Government 
were asking the House to'vote £250,000 for 
immigration, and an amendment was moved by 
the hon. member for Mitchell, Mr. Crombie, to 
reduce that amount by £100,000. I spoke in 
favour of the reduced amount-£150,000 instead 
of £250,000--and in the course of my remarks I 
again drew the attention of the Government to 
the necessity of introducing some better scheme of 
land settlt'mEmt. These were my concluding 
remarks-I am quoting from Hansard, vol. lix., 
page 2263-

" If there were a proper system ol State-aided land 
settlement he would cheerfully vote for the continuance 
of t4e present immigration system, but they must have 
that settlement first. He was certain that wit4in the 
next y.ear or two, or at the next general election, it 
would be either one thing or the other-either a proper 
system of land settlement and State-aided immigration 
or the stoppage of State-aided immigration altogether." 
I Inention this because I was then introducing 
this scheme to the House and the Government. 
again, and advocating it as a means by which 
people could be helped to go on the land, and hy 
which State-aided immigration might be con
tinned without its objectionable features, Two 
and a-half years ha,'e passed sincf\ then, and 
State-aided immigration has been •topped, but 
the additional facilities for land settlement have 
not been granted. l!'urther, I think hon. mem
bers will bear me out in saying that when
ever I have spoken on this subject I have 
said distinctly that the object was to afford 
facilities for a certain percentage of people >\·ho 
were unemployed, who might be fit to go on the 
land and be able to earn a living, but who were 
debarred from doing so from want of funds. At 
all events, I am not open to the reproach of 
having brought this forward simply as a means 
for relieving thE> unemployed difficulty. If hon. 
members will look at it from that point of view
as a proposal to introduce a permanent system 
by which people who find themselves without 
employment in the towns may escape as it were 
on to the land~then I think they will find 
that a great deal of the evidence which at first 
sight migl1t appear to be hostile to the proposal 
really bears out exactly what I have urged. It 
was a strange thing, as showing the effect of the 
misrepre:>eutations that have been made, that it 
was quite apparent to myself and to other mem
bers af the.Select Commi.ttee that many witne~ses 
who came forward to give evidence were evidently 
under the impression that their opinion was to be 
taken uponaschemeforsettling the unemployed in
discriminately upon the land, and a good many of 
them no donbt c;ul).e prepared to condemn that. 
But even those witnesses who were-I wiil not 
say hostile, but unfavourable to any proposal of 
that kind nearly all agreed that there was a 
percentage of the unemployed who were fit to go 
on the land and would, if assisted to go on the 
land, be able to make a living on it. I think the 
first witness who was examined, Mr. McLean, said 
something to that effect, though I think it must 
have been said in a conversational way, because I 
do not see it in the evidence. I will refer now to 
Professor She! ton's evidence, on page 12-

" By the Chairman: You spoke about those men who 
have h;td practical experience ; you said quite a 
sprinkling of them were about. I understood you to 
mea.n men w110 are suitable for agriculture, but who 
are debaned from goil;)g on the land by thei)' w&nt of 
capital? Ye.s; men who are qualified to _go on the 
lands of the colony. 

" Quite a sprinkling, who are debarred from taking 
advantage o-f our land laws for want of means? Yes; 
men who have been on the land in England a$ agri~ 
cuJturallabourers.u 
The next question, which was asked by :Mr 
Black, indicates that the committee had some 
evidence before them that there was a certain 
number of the unemployed who were suitable 
men to settle on the land, 

"By Mr. Black: Wehaveouly 5 percent. of unemployed 
who are fit to go on the land? Yes; abo.ut that. 

"You consider that a large number of suitable men 
to settle on the l11nd? Yes; in propo.rtion to t4e 
population of the colony. 

"By the Chairman: Supposing this 5 per cent. of 
practical men could arrange to settle on the land undel~ 
some co-operathe sy.:;tem andstartedimprovingit-that 
is to say, clearing the land, getting it ready for cultiva
tion, and so on-would the improvements after the first 
year be security for the advance for rations to keep them 
going 1n the first year P It is a lmrd question to answer. 
If you give me a piece of land of given area, and let me 
know the kind of man there, I shall be able to tell you 
something about it. 

"Supposing a number of men arranged amongst them ... 
selves, after passing an examination for tb,eir fitness to 
go on the land, say, on lllackall R·1 nge ; and they 
started clearing scrnb, felling timber, to make the land 
ready for cultivation; wonlcl their improvements be 
security for their rations? Certainly they should." 

JYir. MacMahon was asked somewhat similar 
q_nestions, I would refer hon. members to ques· 
tJOn217-

" Could you find a remedy for that, suppose that the 
people referred to were otherwise suitable for the work 
and were willing to go upon the lanll ?-Do you know 
whether th~re are men who would be willing to go Oll 
the land, but who are prevented l;Jy want of means 
fi'om doing so? Dnl'ing the three years I have been 
here, large numbers of n1en have called upon me for 
employment. I have svoken to them, and have asked 
them what thev knew. Out of t4e number, 5 per cent., 
not lnore, wer8 capable ot being put on the land. Give 
them.£100,and theywonld make aliveliho.od, certainly, 
on the I~n~, but nothing more. There 1Yas not a man 
amongl:5t them whom I would trust in my own interest 
with the management of a farm." 

Again, at question 236-
" By the Chairman :This 5 per cent. of men you speak 

of that would go on the laud if given in&truction~ 
by a careful officer supervising their operations, do you 
think they would be likely to be a success f Yes, if 
helped and supervised." 

Mr. Soutter was asked at question 414-
" Ga .. n yon give us any suggestions from your own 

experi_ence as to the best means of assisting land settle
ment? The subject of land settlement, to my mind, is 
one which it. is de~irable, as far as it is possible, to get 
practical men to take up. If the object of tile com
mittee is to place practical farmers on the land and to 
assist them, I should say certainly do so ; but my 
experience of the average unemployed at the present 
time is that to put them on the land would be an abso
lute farce.'J 
That wa.~ almost the first que6tion he was asked, 
and he refers to the average unemployed as 
though they were the object of the proposal. 
Then, at question 415-

" Not bmng accustomed to the land? On account of 
their lack of knowledge of agricultural industries/' 

Again, at question 417 the witness was asked-
" Then with regard to the minority that are fit to go 

on the land, fit to be f>trmers themselves ?.-Suppose 
there are amongst the unt:mployed some who are fit to 
become farmers themselves. could you suggest any form 
of help that should be given to them to settle? 'l'hat is 
a most difficult thing to suggest what could be done 
with those men; because we have at the present 
moment the fact standing before us that the farmers 
now on the land are not in such a Jlrosperous condition 
as would warrant 11TIY more bein5 added to their 
number. 

"That is on account of the -present low prices, I 
pre~ume? Low prtces, high freights, and the difficulty 
of finding central markets to get rid of produce; so 
that to arid more farmers, 11 they were qualified, to th.e 
existing number in the colony is to my mind out of 
keeping with any notion of common sense. 

".A.nd are the farmers who are now on the l~nd work
ing at it loss P Practically they are, as far as my 
knowledge goes. The most common-sense method of 
dealing with the subject would be by giving small 
areas of land, from twenty to fifty acre•, to those men to 
go in for fruit farming. This is a branch of agriculture, 
or horticulture, which is less difficult to un(ierstand 
than absolute farming. From the farming point of 
view, a man with an orchard re<ruires some amottnt o! 
skiU/J 
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Then the witness goes on to speak at large upon 
the subject of fruit-growing. Next, I will refer 
to the evidence of Mr. G. Glencross 8mith, who 
was certainly not at all friendly to the proposal. 
The keynote of his evidence will be found in 
questions 909 and 910--

H You would not suggest the State taking up a. scheme 
of this sort, which is to cost £109 15s. for each settler on 
the land? Not unless the people were-unless every snch 
settler was-specially adapted for agricultural pursuit,s, 
I should not suggest it or encourage it in any way at 
all. 

''Except they were specially fitted? Even then, as a 
farmer) I consider we have sufficient competition with~ 
out bringing others into the field. u 

:Mr. :MORGAN: Hear, hear! 
:Mr. DRAKE : I hear the hon. member for 

Warwick say "Hear, hear." There is no doubt 
the farmers had taken that attitude, but rather, 
I think, from a mistaken point of view. At 
question 876 Mr. Smith was asked-

" You think that the State, owning and finding the 
land, and being the landlord, might put tbe tenant-the 
people-on the land, supply rations, tools, implements; 
in fact, keep these people going until they could grow 
a crop ; and, then, that the State, as remuneration, 
should talre a portion of the crop? I believe it is work
able, a scheme like that, under certain restrictions. Of 
course. there would have to be very careful selections 
made. 

"The resolutions state that the object is to relieve the 
present unemployed difficulty. Do you thin!< that men 
amongst the unemployed at present are suitable to take 
the place of tenants under such a scheme as this r• No. 
The men would have to be very carefully selected." 
I have quoted now the evidence of those wit
nesses who may be considered upon that point 
to be most strongly opposed to the proposal, and 
each one of them admits the presence among the 
unemployed of a certain percentage who, if care
fully selected and assisted to go upon the land, 
would be able to make a living. If that is so, I 
think the adoption of some scheme of this sort 
would be a proper thing at the present time, 
because, even if only 5 per cent. can be taken 
away from the ranks of the unemployed and put 
upon the land, that would at once to a great 
extent relieve the present difficulty. The 
Colonial Secretary stated the other day that he 
was actually feeding 900 families in Brisbane. 
"Well, the number of families who are actually 
receiving Government mtions does not represent 
the total number of persons who ar~ now out of 
employment. I think it would be a fair esti
mate to put the number at 1,000. Now 5 per 
cent. of that 1,000, which is the proportion gentle
men occupying official positions estimate as 
suitable for settling on the land, would mean 
fifty who would be immediately put upon the 
land under a system of settlement such as that 
proposed. Hon. members sometimes say that 
this is artificial. Of course it is artificial, and 
feeding people, giving people bread and other 
rations to keep them from starvation, is also 
artificial. And if we recognise that the present 
condition of affairs is abnormal, I think we 
should also recognise that it is necessary that we 
should adopt some artificial means of tiding over 
the difficulty. I think a system should be 
adopted which will give some relief to the 
unemployed at the present time-relieve the 
existing distress in Brisbane-and at the same 
time lead to the establishment of permanent 
settlement. The committee say they are unable 
to suggest-

" Any immediate remedy for existing distress which 
will also have the effect of creating permanent settle
ment." 
In another part of their report the committee 
state that putting a number of men on the land 
for the purpose of clearing it would be the 
easiest and speediest method of grappling with 
t)le unemployed difficulty. That is doubtless 
true, but of course anything that might be dQne 

in that direction is liable to the objection than it 
would partake of 'the nature of relief works. 
What I wish to show, however, is that if the 
country would adopt permanently some system 
of land settlement, there would at once be an 
opportunity offered to put men upon land to 
prepat"e it for occupation by those who would 
afterwards permanently settle upon it. Three 
schemes of land settlement came under the 
notice of the committee, as hon. members will 
see on page 6 of the report-

Cl The various schemes for assisting working men to 
obtain a living fro1n the land as set forth in this report 
may be classified thus-

,, The employment of bodies of men under supervision 
to clear land for future settlement. Payment to 
be made in rations and wages or half wages, and the 
land to remain the p1·operty of the State with a view of 
being, as soon as possible, sold in its improved condition 
at a higher price. 

"vrorldng men's blocl{s. Small areas near to towns 
er upon lines of railwaJ- communication with towns for 
bond fide workers on deferred payments or perpetual 
lease conditions. 

"Village settlements reproducing to some extent the 
leading features of communal life in young countries. 
These settlements need not of necessity be in close 
proximity to towns or to lines of rail way." 

I should like to say a word first about the second 
scheme-working men's blocks-because that is 
the system which, under slightly varying condi
tions, has already been adopted in New Zealand 
and South Australia, and which will probably be 
adopterl soon in Victoria. Theideaofthis system is 
that land shall bE' set apart for ban<£ fide workers 
near some town or upon lines of railway. These 
blocks 11re small, varying from five acres to twenty 
acres. The idea is that the men who take up 
these blocks do not do so with a view of going 
into business as farmers, but simply keep them 
as adjuncts to their ordinary means of obt•ining 
a livelihood. The reports we have from South 
Australia show that that system has been 
successful there. I quote from page 4 of the 
report of the committee a paragraph taken from 
the report of the inspector of homestead blocks 
in South Australia for 1891-

" In South Australia, under what is popularly known 
as' The Blockers' system,' leases with right of purchase, 
or perpetual leases, are issued for small areas in the 
vicinity of town to a maximum of twent.Y acres, in 
order to enable the thrifty and industrious worker to 
maim a. comfortable country home for himself and 
family" It is assumed that ·by an mtelligent use of his 
spare time he will be able to cultivate a portion of the 
land and provide milk, butter, eggs, fruit, bacon, etc., 
m!llcient for the requirements of his family. To that 
extent the experiment has been successful, and the 
opportunities offered have been largely availed of." 

Ch<trly a system like that would not be intended 
for the immediate relief of the unemployed diffi
culty, because the supposition is that theRe 
blocks are to be taken up by men who are 
actually in work, and have some spare time 
which they could devote to the cultivation of 
small patched of ground which, in many cases, 
would be little more than large kitchen gardens. 
There is the advantage in the system that if a 
man holding one of these blocks happens,· through 
depression in business or other circumstances, to 
be thrown out of employment and poverty over
takes him, he has the ehance of falling back upon 
his block of land and escapes the unfortunate 
position of men out of employment in towns and 
without any means of getting on to the land at 
all. A further advantage in connection with 
such a system is that a working man and his 
family would enjoy a country life instead of 
having to live in town. I do not wish to 
quote ~,t length, but hon. members can read the 
evidence of Mr. :MacMahon on that subject. That 
gentleman states that one cause of the present 
unemployed difficulty is the disinclination of the 
people for a country life, and he attributes that 
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to the fact than an artisan bringing up his 
family in a town biR children concBive a liking 
for town life and a disinclination for a country 
life, and, as Mr. MacMahon put it, the son 
aspires to be a clerk, and the daughter to be a 
school teacher, and they have no love whatever 
for a country life. If that has any weight with 
hon. memberR, and they consider that that is 
really one of the underlying causes of the present 
difficulty, they might seriously consider the 
desirability of introducing at some time-perhaps 
not now-a system by which working men would 
have the advantage of living upon blocks of their 
own in the ontskirts of a town instead of living 
in a town. Though I think that system is 
worthy of consideration by this House, it is not 
the system recommended by the committee. The 
committee, of course, had in view more particu
larly the question of the existing distre's and 
how it coulrl be relieved. The scheme of village 
settlement they recommend is one differing in 
some respects from the system which has been in 
operation in New Zealand for some time. It is 
described under three headings. On page 8 of 
the report they recommend the adoption of a 
system embracing the following conditions :-

" 1. Settlement by self-constituted groups of settle1·s, 
each settler having satisfied an officer, appointed for 
that purpose, of his capability for doing useful work on 
the settlement. 

" 2. Each settler to hold and occupy his own separate 
section for cultivation purposes; the grazing area. to be 
either held in sections or in common. 

"3. Advances within the limits fixed by Parliament 
to be made on the joint and several guarantee of the 
settlers in each group." 

I do not propose to weary the House by referring 
to the particular passages in the evidence upon 
which the committee relied iu making that re
commendation. The settlement of meu in self
constituted groups was based on the scheme 
suggested in appendix K, and I think it has 
this very great advantage: That it secures to 
the settlerH at once the benefits of a communal 
life. A great objection felt by many people to 
the isolation of the bush is, to a great extent, 
got over by such self-constituted groups. The 
settlers would go further out than they would 
if they went alone ; and by going further 
out they would have better opportunities of 
obtaining good land. The recommendation of 
the committee also suggests thltt those settlers 
should, first of all, be passed by a Govern
ment officer. That is to say, that if the Go
vernment are going to assist those settlers with 
money or with rations, they claim the right, 
first of all, to see that the men to whom the 
advances are made are reliable and honest and 
industrious men. With regard to the advances a 
great deal of difficulty has been experienced, and 
the evidence, as stated in the report, has been 
very cor.fiicting. It is said that giving this 
a'sistance is artificia.l. We have 1;5iven artificial 
assistance to a very great many thmgs in Queens
land, and I think it is almost too late in the day 
to raise that question as an insuperable 
obstacle to the granting of aiel. Then the ques
tion arose as to whether the security would be 
sufficient. U pan that point I will refer hon. 
members to the evidence of Mr. R. M. Cochrane, 
at page 81. I think my colleagues on the com
mittee will agree with me that YJ:r. Cochrane 
showed, in the evidence he gave, that he. had 
very fully considered the subject, and had con
sulted almost all the authorities upon it. He is 
asked, question 1454-

" By ~1r. Barlow: Do you think it would be a good 
plan to tie those people down by a joint and several 
guarantee? I do. In Germany there are something 
like 2,000.000 of members of people's banks and other 
co-operative institutions, all of whom are under joint 
and several liability bond. The system works well there ; 

but it is unknmvn to English ·industrialliff', because the 
co-operative movement there is distributive rather than 
productive. In Germany it is productive rather than 
distributive. 

"Do you think the conditions of German and English 
people are so identical you could ever work those bank 
association$! in a comn1unity lik,~ ours? Under the 
circumstances I think that it is possible; and for this 
simple reason: If you take a man who has nothing, he 
is a cypher ; he has no security to give to the Govern
ment; he has nothing bnt his Inherent natural mental 
and bodily powers that n1ight yield anything or nothing 
in the future-as one might say, an incorporeal heredi
tament. These are not enough for the Government to 
advance upon ; but if he joins thirty others in a joint 
and several liability there is something like security for 
a moderate advance. 

"From your ob~arvations in thi,;; and other 
colonies do you consider that it is at all likely that, 
except in a limited liability company, where, of course,. 
each man's interest is comparatively small and does 
not involve the whole of his means, any thirty men 
would agree together as you suggest~ I do not see that 
it is absolutely essential for them to agree in the sen~e 
of 'vorking together. Each man has his own block. 
The Govermnent says to them all: \Ye will advance 
you money on permanent improvements, pari prP.suj 
as those improvements are erect-ed; but we will not 
advance you money upon your single responsibi.lity; 
you 1nust be joined in a co-operative bond. I believe 
the working men he1·e simply want instr11ction in the 
principlf's of co-operation to adopt it with as great 
avidity as it has been adopted in l~ngland, Germany, 
and all over the world. In New Zealand it is making 
gigantic stridel:l." 

There was an opinion expressed by some witnesses 
that, though it was desirable to give aid to 
sectlers going on the land, it was not desirable 
that the adv:.nces should be made by the Govern
ment direct. It was the opinion of Mr. Ruthning 
that there should be a buffer between the Govern
ment and the settlers, and he and some other· 
witnesses recommended that advancee, should 
be m"tde, either by district trusts specially 
appointed for the purpose, or by the various 
local bodies, with somewhat similar. powers. 
They also were in favour of some assistn.nce 
being given, and were of opinion that if that 
assistance were gh·en the improvements that 
would be made by the settlers would be Hufficient 
secnrity for the repayment of the advances and 
the interest. I shall not detltin che House any 
further, because I have no doubt some of my 
colleagues on the committee will follow me :md 
give their views upon the question. I am still of 
the opinion I expressed in 1889-thltt this ques
tion of settling people on the land is really the 
one in which we shall find the solution of our 
present difficulties. I think t.hat if a system were 
adopted by which people in the towns, when 
they find themselves out of employment, were 
able to go upon the land, where they could at all 
events make a living, and perhaps develop into 
permanently prosperous brmers-I think that if 
we had some system of that sort we should be 
very soon able to find employment not only for 
the unemployed in our midst at present, but for 
whoever may be out of employment in time to 
come. I beg to move that the report of the 
Selece Committee on assisted land settlement be 
adopted. 

Mr. PLUNKETT said: Mr. Speaker,-As no 
one seems inclined to follow the hon. member for 
Enoggera, I should like to say a few words on 
the subject. I am •urprised to find that the 
evidence of Mr. McLean, the Under Secretary 
fur Agriculture, has been ignored. Mr. McLean 
was the first witne's called by the committee, 
and I shuuld like to quote from his evidence, as 
I consider him as capable of giving an opinion as 
to the success or non-success of this scheme as 
any"man in the colony. Mr. McLean was born 
and bred a farmer. For years h8 farmed in noy 
own district, though I cannot say he made a 
success of it ; but there is no doubt of his being a. 
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practical farmer. Mr. McLean was, as I said, 
the first witness examined, and I will quote the 
following passages from his evidence-

'' By Mr. Black: You travelled in the southern colonies 
and :New Zealand, :J!r. l\IcLean ~ Yes; and I made a 
report. [See 'Votes and Proceedings' of the Lt gisla
tive Assembly, 1887, vol. iv., p. 135.] 

"And were you favourably impressed with what you 
saw in connection with the village settlement scheme in 
New Zealand ?-It WHS State-aided P Yes. One of the 
systems that I saw-in fact, I saw two-was State-aided, 
the other was not. 

"What was the nature of the State-aided scheme in 
New Zealand? I must state, in the first place, that the 
area of land was too small for the people ou it to be able 
to do any good with it. I have two maps here, showing 
two of the land settlements, in which the area of the 
farms runs from five acres to twenty-five acres. A good 
deal of the land was what is called 'bush' in Xew 
Zealand-similar in character to our ' scrub ' land. 
The conditions of the State-aid were that the selector 
was allowed £20 towards the erection of a house. He 
was allowed 25s. an acre for felling and brushing
felling and clearing-and 25s. for burnh1g off, and what 
they call there 'grassing.' •rhe pet idea seemed to be 
to lay the land down in grass. 

"That is a total of £2 lOts. an acre? £2 10s. an acre; 
and £20 !or the house. 

"Were very many people taking advantage of this 
scheme? Yes. A good few of the unemployed from 
in the towns went out on the land under those condi-
tions · 

u Were they men that were familiar wlth agricul
tural pursuits? As a rule I think they were not. When 
I visited the settlement at Puhiatua--

" By the Ch~tirman: Is that the State-aided one, or 
the other? Yes; the State-aided one. When I was 
there I entered into conversation with several of the 
parties, and made inquiries about the prospects of 
success. Two or three men I spol<e to told me that 
before this Btate-aided settlement was inaugurated in 
•the district, those who were there before could find 
employment occasionally, and by that means were 
enabled to do some little towards improving their land; 
but that as soon as the unemployed of the towns came 
out there was employment neither for them nor for 
those who were there before. 

"By :\ir. Black: I assume that you mean so long as 
those p~rsons got advances from the Government they 
would not improve their farms? Well, they were 
employed felling and clearing their land to secure the 
advantages offered by the Government; of cour.se they 
worked on the land. Another man told me that as soon 
as they found the Government money was spent they 
were making back for the towns. 

"Do you know if the farms were improved?-\Vhat 
security had the Government for the repayment of the 
advances made to the settlers? The Government lwld 
no security whatever. 

"Then, beyond affording temporary employment to 
some of the unemployed there was no advantage to 
the COltntry? X one whatever, except that the Govern
ment got the land cleared." 

That, I think, will be the result of this scheme. 
Well, I have had some experience in the clearing 
of scrub land, and I know that if it is left for a 
time after being cleared, the cost of clearing it 
the second time would be almost as great as the 
first time. I have had scrub land cleared at £3 
an acre, and in a short time I had to pay 10s. an 
acre for clearing it again, and if I wanted to get 
any of it cleared now it would cost me more than 
it cost originally. Consequently the Government 
would get no advantage by such a scheme-

" By Mr. Isambert: And got other settlers afterwards 
to take up the land so improved? I do not know. 
Anyone might see that it was practically impos,;ible 
that a man could 1nake a living out of five or ten acres 
of land for grazing. I! there had been any attempt at 
agriculture, there was little opportunity of disposing of 
the produce. Those settlers had no market; if they 
grew anything, they would have to carry it too long a 
distance. 

"Vfhat distance? lOO miles from Vfellington. There 
was a small market nearer to the place, Wood.ville, 
Which is a small town. 

u How far is that?-1\'"hat size is that town? ·Pourteen 
miles dist~tnt. There are about 500 people in Wood
villa. 

[Mr, PLUNKETT, 

"Is farming carried out on the l~tnd about Woodville P 
No; very little. 

"To what do you chiefiy att.ribute the non-success of 
this village settlement besides the smallness ot the 
area? It was practically impossible to make ita success 
because of the smallness of the area. The selections 
were too small to make a living on. The settlement 
seemed to be a temporary experiment to find employ
ment !or the people. 

"Numbers of those settled were not practical agri
culturistsP Very few were. 

"Do not you think that was chiefiy the cause of the 
non-success of the settlement~ No; it did not matter 
whether practical agriculturists were there or not, 
because of the smallness of the area they were put 
upon. You must understand that there are various 
systems of settlement in operation in X ew Zealand. 
There is a system by which companies can select large 
areas of land-co-operative companies-and divide the 
land amongst themselves. 

"By the Chairman: Is this a non-State-aided system? 
Yes. An association of not less than twenty~five 
persons can take up an area of land under this system. 

"By ~1r. Black: They can take up to 11,000 acres 
between them? Yes. 

"By the Chairman: Do you say that very little 
advantage was taken of that? The regulations came 
into operation, December, 1885. I was there in 1887. 
There was very little advantage taken of them at the 
time I was there I may mention that there is another 
system called the 'Village Homestead Settlement Asso .. 
ciation,' by which an association of persons, no less 
than twelve, can combine !or the purpose of selecting 
land. 

"Have you any experience with regard to the success 
or otherwise of that? No. I visited one settlement 
near Timaru that appeared to me to be prosperous. It 
was near to the seaport and to a line of railway ; it was 
good land, although the areas were small. It was cele~ 
brated for potato-growing. It appeared to be a pros
perous settlement. 

" Under what system was that? No State-aid on 
that settlement. 

"By 1\'Ir. Isambert: An association of persons not less 
that twelve? Ko. They were put on the land by the 
Government; they were not a co~operative association; 
everyone for himself. 

" Was there State-aid there? Ji< o. They did not need 
it. 

" Was that a settlement o! men who seemed to be 
practical farmers? They farmed the land very well ; 
they seemed to be making a good deal ont of it. 

"By mr. Grimcs: Had you any opportunity of getting 
the price of farm produce P I cannot recollect it so far 
back. I made inquiries at the time while there. I 
travelled from Dunedin to Auckland, through both 
islands, inspecting ~he country. 

"By :\Ir. Black: Did you see anything in the New 
Zealand scheme of land settiement which, in your 
opinion, would be worthy of being adopted here; or 
which is better than the varied system of acquiring 
land in Queensland? No. I saw nothing in the New 
Zealand system that recommendeditsel! to me. I think 
our varied system is far preferable to it. But I do not 
altogether agree with our system of village settlement. 
I think that instead of the selectors getting allotments 
within township areas, which ought to be reserved by 
the Crown for future operation, they should live on 
their selections. 

"You mean that it is preferable that a selector 
should live on his farm rather than live with other 
selectors in the township? Most decidedly. 

"You are not impressed with that New Zealand 
scheme at all? No; not at all, mr. Black. 

" By the Chairman : Which do you mean-State-aided 
or co-operative ;-which of the three schemes is in 
operation there? I did not see any co-operative scheme 
in operation. 

"'Yhieh is the one you were not impressed with? The 
State-aided one. 

"That is the first you mentioned that you were not 
impressed with P Far from it. 

"By Mr. Black: Do you know if the New Zealand 
Government are still continuing that system? They 
had stopped it at the time I was there-that is, the 
State-aid system. I was informed by the Surveyor
General that the Government had Incurred a liability o 
£70,000 without parliamentary appropriation, 
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"You said it reduced the number of unemployed to 
such an extent that the farmers were not able to get 
men to work for them? But a very large number of 
them went back to the towns after they had exhausted 
the Gove1•nment aiiowance. 

n A.nd was there no system of co~operation at all 
amongst the men themselves P Not in those that I 
inspected. 

"And, therefore, the Government really had no 
security whatever for the advance made to the selec
tors P Xo. 

"I understand yon to say that puttiug them down on 
those small areas, so far from a market and from a 
railway, there was _really no chance for them to 
succeed ? Not the least chance. 

"I do not understand you to condemn the other two 
systems that you spoke of; the co~operative companies 
of twenty-five persons, and the village settlement special 
homestead system ? I had no experience, so I cannot 
condemn them. 

H By Mr. Isambert: Mr. McLean, what, in your opinion, 
should be done or can be done in this colony to facilitate 
settlement on the land? I think the present system of 
varied settlement that we have in operation in this 
colony is as good as you could have ; providing good 
land, suitable land, is surveyed for the people to settle 
upon. I have had some considerable experience during 
the last two years in connection with settling people on 
the land; and I can say that during that time I have 
sent hundreds of people on the land, where, within my 
knowledge, the land was good. 

"By the Chairman : And accessible ? And accessible. 
There is no difficulty whatever in getting people on the 
land. I may say without presumption that in some of 
the village settlements I know of, I have recommended 
people to go on the land, and those people are bound to 
be successful in the course of time. The land is good, 
they have railway facilities for market; and, as a ntle, 
they are the right class ofpeople. They ha Ye gone on the 
land, and they seem determined to make it a success. 

"By Mr. Black: Without State-aid? Without State
aid. There might be some little help rendered : I am 
speaking of those going out West. 

uBy Mr. Isambert: The chief conditions of success~ 
then, are suitable land, accessible land, and suitable 
settlers to take up the land P Yes; three essentials in 
settlement. 

"And you think no State-aid would make guod agri
culturists upon the laud of those that are not acquainted 
with agriculture? No. It would just relieve the labour 
market. None of them would State-aid make good agri
culturists. 

"Vfhat, in your opinion, should be done?-You say, 
give good land, accessible land, and get the proper class 
of people, and settlement will be a success ultimately. 
But you admit that the settlers would have considerable 
diJ!iculties to meet in fi"'t settlement. What method 
would you adopt to facilitate operations and to help them 
in overcoming the difficulty of getting on the land? You 
mean, after the people have got on the land--? 

" Put them on the land, and when there--P I think 
a good deal might be done by giving the people railway 
passes. 

" By thB Chairman : '£hat is the help you are referring 
to? Yes. A great number o! people come to me and 
make inquires about the land. My advice to them, as a 
rule, is, 'Go out West, or North.' The question then 
put to me i•, 'How am I going to get there r-Will the 
Government give me a pass?' I say, 'I cannot answer 
that question; that matter belongs to another depart
ment.' When there are men I know who arc likely to 
make successful settlers, who are earnest in their desire 
to select land, I give them a letter to the Under Secre
tary for Lands, and, as a rule, I think arrangements are 
made to p1·ovide a pass over the railway to go and select 
land. 

"By 1\Ir. Isambert: What further suggestions could 
you make? Another thing would be, if the Govern~ 
mem could afford it-and it would pay the Government 
well-to have a ranger, or some person intimately 
acuuainted with the country, residing, for instance, in 
our inlaud towns, that would take the people to the 
land and show them over it to select. 

"By Mr. Grimes : In batches? Yes. 
u Arrange for periodical visits? Yes. A number of 

them at a time. 
((By Mr. Isambert: What further recommendation 

would you make to facilitate settlement P I thmk one 
important matter is this: Yon should have proper 
markets in the different towns. Take the city of Bris
bane, for instance. There is practicaiiy no market that 
the farmer can take his produce into, 

"By the Chairman: Except to consign it to agents? 
Except consigning it to agents. I can give you an 
illustration of benefit derived from the farmer being 
able to sell his own produce in the market, that took 
place recently in Sydney when Professor Shelt011 and I 
were on our way to Adelaide. We went into the market 
one morning and saw one of our Queensln.nd fruit~ 
growers there. 1Ve entered into conversation with 
him. He told ns that he had been shipping pineapples 
to Sydney for some considerable time, but he could get 
nothing for his produce-no returns of any value. At 
last he determined to go to Sydney, and sell his own 
fruit himself. He went to Sydney, and took a stall in 
the market, for which he paid a shilling a morning; 
he sold his pineapples as they came down from Queens
land, and he found by that means he was able to make 
some money out of his land." 

Further on Mr. McLean says-
" There is another point I should like to refer to, in 

reference to the land snl'veyed Ior the village settle~ 
ments: I think the Govel'llment ought to be provided 
with information of the quality of the land before it i8 
surveyed, I know of numbers of village settlements 
surveyed that it would be a sin to put a person on. ~Ir. 
Black, you know some of them., Of course, the land 
should be of good quality, with command of water, and 
suitableness in every respect. In one case, l was sent 
out to inspect some land, 25,000 acres, that a surveyor 
had reported on as suitable for wheat and that ought to 
be divided for village settlement ; I was ten days going 
over the ground wi~h the same surveyor, but he could 
never show me one acre that was suitable for grmYing 
wheat. 

"Have you any present suggestions-any other sng~ 
gestions-to make now ? Yes. I think if we had our 
college insl ituted, it would go a good wa,y towards pro~ 
moting the interests of the agricultural community. 
It ma.y not do much for promoting immediate settle~ 
ment; but it is very essentlal for the agricultural indus .. 
try of the colony. Professor Shelton will be able to say 
more about that. I may say, fnrther, that the village 
settlements here have been successfnl where the land 
was good, and where facilities for a market were good
where they were anything like reasonable at all-and I 
am quite confident, J.Ir. Chairman, in saying that where 
good land is given, and facilities are provided for putting 
the people upon it, there is very little need for State-aid, 
further than indirectly. 

"There is very little need for direct State-aidr Xo 
need. You wiii find plenty of peo~·le to go on the land 
if you give them good laud. 'l'be Government should 
provide every facility for getting the people on the land 
to settle." · 

I will quote just one more-

" Referring to the State-aided schemes: you have not 
come across any practicable scheme after t,l1e one or 
two suggel-'.ted, according to which settlement could 
take place F From my own personal knowledge, it 
would be throwing away 1noney for the Government to 
pnt the people on the land; and a waste of time and 
energy of the people." 

I may say that these remarks exactly agree with 
my knowledge of settling people on the land. I 
can assure you that there are far more diffi
culties in the way of settling people on the 
land and putti11g them in a position to make 
a living than residents in the towns have any 
idea of. I have had thirty years' experience 
in farming, and, for humanity's sake, I would 
not allow men to be sent away from Brisbane 
who have no knowledge at all on the subject. 
It would be a most unwise thing. I would 
very much like to see some way out of the 
difficulty; but I have read the report fairly well, 
and do not think the united wisdom of the 
gentlemen composing that comnlittee has solved 
the difficulty. I am in the very same position 
myself; I do not see how it can be donte. I 
agree with the remarks made by Mr. McLean, 
from m;v own knowledge. It would be a very 
good thmg if we could do it; but no good results 
will ever accrue, either to the men themselves or 
to the country, if this report is adopted. 

Question put-

Mr. BARLOW said: Mr. Speaker,-! shall 
detain the House a very few minutes. · 
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The CHIEF SECRETARY: We w::mt to 
hear the committee ; we want to know all about 
it. 

Mr. BARLO\V : I was waiting for the Govern
menh. 

'The COLONIAL TREASURER : And we 
were waiting for you. 

Mr. BARLOW: I h<tve submitted my views in 
the form of an appendix to the report. There 
were two or three impressions that were fixed into 
my mind, and the strongest of all was the in
justice of subsidising competitors to our farmers, 
who are now, many of thPm, in hard circum
stances. I have heard to-day that there has 
been considerable difficulty with the rents of 
selectors, and under such circumstances it 
would be unjust, as it would be at any other 
time, to put alongside of men who have gone 
upon the land and borne the burden and 
heat of the day a number of State-aided com
petitors. The next fact in the evidence that 
struck me was that the unemployed as a whole 
are not adapted to go on the land. I therefore 
suggested, in my addendum to the report, a 
scheme which I submitted to everyone of the 
witnesseR, purely as an experiment-namely, that 
some fifty men or so should be pnt under an 
overseer, and be instructed and taught what was 
necessary, and in that communal fashion they 
should do the rough work for a certain number of 
farms, and afterwards take up the farms by lot and 
work out their own salvation on them. I entirely 
dissent from the doctrine, and so does the hon. 
member for Mackay-we have sent in a joint 
protest against it-that we should make these men 
jointly and severally liable. That would never 
work. No man of spirit and energy would consent 
to have his earnings mortgaged in that way for the 
advantage of all the rest; and, however pleasing 
these schemes may be as theories, I am quite cer
tain that co-operation can neversncceed except as 
a mercant.ile undertaking. Where a company )s 
formed and a certain amount of capital is put in 
by working men, who put in their labour in addi
tion, and always presuming that some effective 
means of superintendence can be obtained, then 
co-operation may succeed, and probably will 
succeed. But I do not think it will succeed in 
the case of an aggregation of farmers at some 
distance from one another. My attention has 
been given to the financial side of the question, 
as I am not a practical 'farmer, but only willing 
and anxioue to learn, and the impres>ion made 
upon my mind is that unless the Government are 
prepared to extend a very great deal of indul
gence and forbearance to theee men, these 
schemes will, not succeed. · 

The HoN. B. D. MOREHEAD : At the ex
pense of the taxpayers. 

Mr. BARLOW: I say this with regret, 
because I attended all the meetings but one of 
the committee, in the sincere hope that some 
way of escape out of our difficulties might 
present itself. Although it is quite possible 
that an experiment of the kind I have in
dicated might be tried, the evidence disclosed 
the fact that a selection must be made of 
the best part of the unemployed, and we 
should be left with a residuum who, are not fit to 
go upon the land. I do not think I need say 
any more. . The committee have thoroughly 
thrashed out the subject at a l>trge number of 
meetings. The tendency of the whole of the 
evidence, as I understood it, is that until we 
have a larger population, and have a more con
siderable market for produce, and some articles 
for ~xport, it will not be fair to existing farmers 
to carry out any extensive scheme of this kind. 
I do not think there has been any evidence that 
the New Zealand schemes have been a great suc
cess. It seems that there is no way of escaping from 

the present difficulty. No one will be more glad 
than I if some scheme can be suggested ; and no 
one feels more than I do for the· people without 
employment, who, in many other cases, have in
herited the sins of their predecessors. The 
principle we have gone upon in past times of 
borrowing money and squandering it to carry ?n 
an artificial system and prop up the colony, With 
its handful of people and its immense resources, 
upon a false basis, has now recoiled upon our
selves; and the only way of escape is by economy 
ammngst our,;el ves. I speak for myself as well 
as for the unemployed. 

The HoN. B. D. MOREHEAD : Economy 
amongst ourselves means more unemployed. A 
reduction of wages is what we want. 

Mr. BARLOW : If we do not spend money 
upon luxuries and so on, which involv~ takiJ!g 
capital out of the country, more cap1tal Will 
remain for the employment of the unemployed 
in the creation of a wages fund. But I shall not 
detain the House any longer; the opinions I have 
expressed in the addendum to the report are 
what I consider to be the net result of the pro
ceedings of the committee. 

Mr. BLACK said: Mr. Speaker,-There is no 
doubt that this Select Committee, appointed for 
the purpose of endeavouring to evolve some 
scheme by which the unemployed difficulty could 
be removed, took a great deal of trouble in 
collecting as much evidence in the time at their 
disposal as they could get ; and I regret very 
much to have to say that the evidence is not of 
such a nature as to encourage the Government 
in advancing the very large sums of money which 
would be necessary to settle the unemployed on 
the land by means of State aid. There is one 
good thing, however, which .this commi~tee has 
done. It has enabled us to brm~ together m a con
crete form the various methods of land settlement 
which have been adopted in other colonies, and also 
to examine personally some of those gentlemen 
who have advocated this scheme for some time 
past, and to ascer~ain from t~em whr,ther t~eir 
ideas were theoretical or practical. And I thmk 
it will be found by hon. gentlemen who read 
this report that most of their suggestions are 
thoroughly theoretical. Very few of those 
gentlemen, however sincere they m:;y be-·and I 
believe several of them were very smcere-were 
practical farmers. They were g-entlemen living 
in Brisbane-solicitors, surveyors, and gentlemen 
who were not practical farmers, but who had had 
this idea in their minds for some time past ; who 
have been in the habit of issuing pamphlets on the 
subject, and who have got np a cry about sett.ling 
the people on the land, givin!f them State au~
assisted land settlement-without even havmg 
arrived at a practical solution of the dif!iculty as 
to whether, first of all, we have got the money 
to do it-where the money was to come from ; 
or whether it would be fair to the general tax
payers of the country to relieve the unemployed 
difficulty by making the general population of the 
colony pay. That is really what it amounts to. 
I would say with reference to. the evidt;nce that 
it is perfectly useless quotn:g questwns and 
answers, for you can get questwns and answers 
to meet any particular view any hon. m~m]Jer 
likes to take. I never heard more confhctmg 
evidence given than we have got in this rep~rt. 
It can be twisted and made to prove anythmg 
you like. We had some who professed to know' 
n,ll about the subject, but when we came !o 
question them wo: fol!nd they had never bee~ m 
the bush in their hves. They knew nothmg 
whatever about farming, and they were especially 
sincere in their desire to put the people o,n h~e 
land and giving them a lot of money for domg.It, 
But when those gentlemen were asked ~o g1ve 
us some idea of the amount of money which WM 
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necessary, the sum of .£100 seemed to be a 
nice round easy sum to handle, and that was 
generally the amount which was going to solve 
the difficulty. They thought .£100 each would 
be enough. But when they were asked to point 
out in what way this £100 was to be expended, 
the amount of material and rations which 
was going to be furnished with that .£100 
was something extraordinary. It would have 
been more likely to take £300 than .£100 to 
provide all the tools, implements, rations, clothes, 
and everything th~tt was necessary for two 
years ; and in. no case was any provision 
ever made for the personal expense of the 
farmers, 0r for such things as divisional board 
rates. It was simply, " We must have the 
pick of the land. We must cut that land up 
into small are<ts. It must be near a good wuter· 
supply, where irrigation would be possible. It 
must be close to a railway station, in order that 
we can get our produce to market ; and it must 
be near a market where we can sell our produce." 
Strange to say, when we examined pra·Jtical men, 
such as farmers-and we had several who came 
and gave evidence-they all pointed out that 
they were at present suffering from a very severe 
depression, and they were unable to find a 
market for thP produce they were growing, and 
they thought it would be manifestly unfair if 
they, having borne the burden and heat of the 
day, and having -incurred-many of them con
siderable-liabilities, were now to be brought 
face to face with competition by State-aided 
farmers without the responsibility of having to 
repay the advances. They considered the burden 
would rest very heavy upon their shoulders. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER : They 
would be fighting themselves with their own 
money. 

Mr. BLACK : That was the opinion of the 
farmers. They did not see the advantage of this 
scheme at all. They thought that if anyone was 
entitled to assistance in these had times it was 
they themselves ; and I must say that if some 
scheme were ever to be carried out for the pur
pose of assisting farmers, my opinion is that we 
should assist those who have shown their bona fides 
by going on to the land-men who have shown their 
suitability for agricultural pursuits by going into 
the bush, clearing their farms, and struggling, to 
the best of their ability, to make a decent living, 
but who still find themselves somewhat in arrear 
and hampered by want of better prices for their 
produce. If anything could be done, those are 
the men I would like to assist, because they have 
in the great majority of cases shown that they 
are men who understand what they are doing, I 
think it would be no use going into Brisbane and 
attempting to relieve the present depres~ion by 
getting a large number of the unemployed to 
settle upon the land. That would be only to 
make things worse than they are at the present 
time. We should add very considerably to the 
annual expenditure of the colony, and I am very 
much afraid that the chance of the Government 
ever getting reimbursed for the advances would 
be a very distant one indeed. There was one point 
came out in evidence that is worthy of note. I took 
the opportunity of asking several of the witnesses 
this question, "Do you consider that the present 
very varied land laws which we have in Queensland 
are sufficient to meet any reasonable require
ments of people desiring to settle upon the land?" 
and the reply was universally "Yes." No 
colony, and I do not think any country in the 
world, has greater facilities for land settlement 
than we have, and at a lower rate. There is no 
colony which sells land on such advantageous 
terms to the small selector as Queensland. 
There is no colony that I know of where a man 
desiring to go on the land can get his land for 

~2s. 6d. an acre, to be paid in five years. It is 
practically giving the land away, and I do not 
think it would be judicious to devise any scheme 
ofland settlernent by which we would settle a large 
number of unsuitable people on the lands of the 
colony. I am not going to quote any of the evi
dence, but I would ask hon. gentlemen to refer 
to the evidence given by three of the un
employed who came and gave evidence. Those 
are the men representing the class which it 
is intended to benefit by this scheme of 
assisted land settlement. Their names are 
Messrs. Gallagher, Shackleton, and Calder, 
One gentleman, named Shackleton, one of the 
unemployed, gave evidence; and if hon. members 
will look at page 63, they will see some of the 
very, very vague statements to which the Select 
Committee had to listen. I agree, to a certain 
extent, with the evidence he gave. It was to the 
effect that if you put p:ople on the land, you must 
employ them to produce something which can be 
exported. He was right so far, and he evidently 
thought that sugar was one of those commodities 
which could be grown here and placed on the 
markets of the world. He knew all about it ; 
and this was part of his evidence, as hon. members 
will setl on reference to question 1099-

" Have you calculated the yield you would get from 
eight acres of cane, twenty-five tons to the acre? ~o~ 
I have not, because seasons vary, and so does the land. 
You will get much more from some than from others." 

He went on to point out that he would get 8ix 
tons of sugar to the acre; that from twenty-five 
tons of cane he would get six tons of sugar. He 
knew all about it-he had been four years on a 
sugar plantation at .Mackay. His evidence was 
so astounding that the hon. member for Ipswich, 
Mr. Barlow, was rather staggered, I believe. 
This is some of Mr. Shackleton's evidence, be
ginning with question 1125-

" By Mr. Barlow: What do you calculate as the pro
duction of cane per acre on this scrub land which you 
wish to get? Twenty-five tons to the acre. 

"How much sugar would that cane produce ; or how 
much would you expect it to producer I do not know 
the quantity of juice there would be in a ton ;-I do not 
know how much sugar comes from a ton of cane. 

"What would be the proper yield, the fair expectation 
of sugar that that cane would yield? Well, about six 
tons. 

"About six tons of sugar from t'venty-five tons of 
cane !-Why, you would be millionaires in a short time. 
With the land and the implements and the rations-the 
£100 given by the Government, which I understand you 
to say 'vonld furnish rations for two years-you would 
have all the assistance you want to feed your family 
and yourself upon what you grow on the land? Ye9. 

"And in two years you expect that twenty men would 
have 1,000 ac1 es of cane ready to be cut? Is that what 
I am to understand you to have said? Yes. 

"The result would be that the net proceeds at £15 
per ton of sugar, free on board, n•ould be £37,500, less 
manufacturing chargrs. That appears to me to be an 
incredible result. If 1,000 tons of cane produces 2-~ 
tons o! sugar to the acre, that result would be brought 
about by the expenditure on the land of £6,000-£2,000 
advanced by the Government, and £4,000, the value of 
the labour o! the twenty settlers at £100 a year each 
during two years. Can you throw any light upon the 
matter r You would require an expert who under
stands cane to say how much jnice it will yield. :Many 
a season it is not known what will be turned out by the 
mill." 
That is reallv a specimen of the unreliable nature 
of the evidence which some of the unemployed 
gave. 

Mr. GRIMES: Read question 1062. 
Mr. BLACK : This is the evidence he gave 

there-
" To have any prospeCts of success what. area of cane 

do you think twenty men would have at the end of two 
years ready for crushing?-We want to see wbat the 
probable results would he? I think they ought to have 
from aoo to 1,000 acres." 
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He was t1tlking of scrub land. There was 
another of the Ul!employed who gave evidence. 
His solution was to give each man £100, and 
forty a.cre' of land on the Barcoo, where he was 
to grow sufficient food for his family. The hon. 
member for Barcoo, who was present that day, 
was rather astounded at Barcoo above all other 
places being selected for the maintenance of a 
family. It may be supposed that land settle
ment is not progressing in Queensland at a rapid 
rate ; but the evidence of Professor Shelton 
is to the effect that it is going on at a 
most r:.pid rate all through the colony. He 
said that in his travels he never went out 
a second time in a district without seeing 
new farms start up in all directions, and 
that is borne out by the report of the Lands 
Department just laid on the table of the House. 
"iVhereas in 1890 we had only 879 agricultural 
selectors, selecting 173,251 acres ; in 1891 we had 
1,145 agricultura,l selectors, embracing 252,728 
acres. That means that last year there were 
266 more selectors selecting 79,477 acres more 
than in the previous year. It must be borne 
in mind that I am not including grazing areas ; 
and a matter worthy of consideratio11 is the 
fact that out of those 1,145 selectors, no less 
than 907 were homestead selectors. It is, there
fore, evident that bona fide land settlement, 
under onr very liberal land laws, is progressing 
at a very rapid rate; and I do not think any 
facility the Government could give would be 
more 'conducive to land settlement than the 
facilities which our Land Acts give at the present 
time. I candidly say that I do not think the 
result of the work of the Select Committee 
has been to show this House or the country 
that any assisted land settlement would be 
beneficial to the men. It was said over and 
over again that not more than 5 per cent. 
of the unemployed were suited to go on the 
land; and, even assuming that 5 per cent. 
of the unemployed were willing to go on the 
land, I say that there are facilities offered by 
landholders at the present time by which they 
can get employment-certainly it is in the 
tropics--on the sugar estates. All they have to 
do is to go on some sugar plantation and work 
one or two years to show their ability for that 
description of labour, and they can at once take 
up land on those sugar estates, where they will 
hav'e the benefit of a mill close by for the pur
pose of crushing t.he cane they grow. These offers 
have been open for some time, and are still open. 
In the Agricultural Department there is a list 
of planters in the North who are desirous of 
cutting up their large estates. All they want is 
to be assured of the bonn fides of the men 
desiring to embark in the undertakipg, and the 
terms are most liberal. I consider that any 
man who desires to settle on the land shonld 
certainly show his ability to do the work by 
going on the land and working for fair wages, 
for twelve months, say, until he feels himself in 
a position to become a lessee of one of the 
numerous farms which are open for him to 
take up for the cultivation of sugar. The 
working men's blocks in South Australia are 
referred to on page 4 of the report. Those blocks 
vary from five to twenty acres, but the conditions 
in South Australia are very different from those 
which prevail in Queensland. Not one witness 
could point out where those working men's 
blocks could be selected in this colony, and 
I contend that if a man can ge.t eighty or 160 
acres, as he can under our present law, he is in a 
far better position than a man who ean only take 
up from five to twenty acres. \Ve know that in 
the West these small aread are no good-that a 
man cannot make a living on them. The com
plaint made by many of the village settle
ment selectors is that the area is too small-

[Mr. BLACK, 

that they want larger areas. There is no 
system of !an(! settlement for the so-call;"d 
poor man which is more a~vantageous to h1m 
t}lan our agricnlj;ural seleqtwn, " known as the 
homestead selection, under whwh a man can 
take up 160 acres.· If that area of h!'nd is beyond 
the means of a small selector, let him take less ; 
but a man will feel far more independent if he 
sel<'cts land under that system, pays 11nnually 
the small rent demanded, works out his own 
salvation, 1111d bepomes the owner of that piece of 
land when certain conditions have been fulfilled, 
than he will by taking up land under the fosteri!1g 
aid of the Government, and having to go to 11< 
Government officer for a.few pounds whenever 
he wants anything. more, never knowing whether 
he will ever be able to pay it. blJ.pk. The form<>r 
system is one which PXperieuce has taught US 
has given general satisfaction to selectors. Every 
~ympathy should be shown to those selectors 
who are alrE~ady on the land, because they are 
really the best colonists we have ; and I do not 
think it wonld be fair to introduce any scheme of 
a8sisted land settlement by which the 5 per 
cent. of the unempl(}yed who are assnmed to be 
suitable to settle on the land would be brought 
i11to competition,· under more advantageous 
circumstances, with those who have alrea.dy 
spent their ali on the land. 

Mr. GRIMES said: Mr. Speaker,-Jt was 
with great reluctance that I agreed to sit ol! this 
committee, as I felt sure from my past experience 
in farmin~ that any report we could make would 
necessarily be a barren one, and my opinion has 
been borne out by the report which ha~ been 
discussed this afternoon, and by the eVIden.ce 
which ha~ been collected. I felt sure that while 
we should be able to get plenty of witnes>;es to 
give us theoretical schemes, which are all very 
well on paper, we should have very great diffi
culty in getting any really practicable s.cheme 
that we could confidently recommend to the Go
vernnumt. I knew that the farmers who were 
already settled on the land had as much as they 
could do to make both ends meet, and that in 
ma,ny cases they were leaving their established 
fal'ms and engaging as workmen on other 
f&rms where they could get work. I also knew 
that the extravagant notions of the present 
unemployed in Brisbane were s';lc~ that ;-ve 
should never be able to meet their Ideas with 
any scheme that might reasonably be proposed. 
The hon. member for Mackay, Mr. Black, has 
given the House some idea of what those axtrava
gant notions are. 'l'heir ideas of farming are 
snch that it would be absolutely dangerous to 
settle them on the land by means of borrowed 
money, f~r it is certain that as soon as the 
money paid to them by the Government was 
expended they would make extra demands upon 
the Government or abandon their farms, which 
would then go back again to a state of nature. 
\Ve have notbeeu able to confidently recommend 
any scheme of assisted land settlement that 
would be of any assistance to the unemployed in 
Brisbane. One scheme that hae been suggested 
is that they should be employed in clearing land, 
but it is very doubtful whether that would be at 
all remunerative to the Government, or whether 
they would ever get back again from the land 
sold the amount of money that would be ex
pended upon it in that wa~. A better way of 
relieving the distress ex.istmg among the U?• 
employed would be for the Government to stram 
a point and assist divisional boards with loans 
of money to be spent in a certain way
namelv, the carrying out of certain works 
on which the maximum rate of wages should 
be such that it would be jnst sufficient 
to keep a man and his family in bread 
and the other necessaries of life. That might 
be done, I think, leaving it open for those 
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who are really destitute-preference being given. 
to married men to apply to the divisional boards 
for work at that rate, I do not think it would 
be advisable to fix the rate of payment above 
what is now paid by agriculturi~ts, which is 
about 3s. 6d. a day. If the unemployed were 
settled on farms of their own they would not be 
able to earn more than that by their work. By 
such a scheme the money advanced by the 
Government would be distributed, and the 
divisional boards would, no doubt, see to it 
that work was only given to those who were 
really in need of work to prevent them from 
starving. I am confident that that would 
be the cheapest way for the Government to 
go to work. Under the present system of 
doling out rations the pri vi!ege is often abused. 
Ne'er-do-wells, who never wish for work and 
never will work, are obtaining rations in many 
cases, while those who are really destitute, and 
who for shame's sake do not care to make it 
known, have no assistance given to them. It is 
very noticeable that in the evidence taken by the 
committee it is not shown that there is any place 
in the world where assisted land settlement has 
been a success. We have heard a great deal about 
America,_ and when we called in Professor Shelton 
we expected that we should get some really 
practicable scheme from him ; but we found from 
his evidence that in America no assistance is 
given to agriculturists. The only assistance that 
had been given there was in one or two in•tances 
where there had been a severe drought or flood, 
and the railway companies had provided the 
farmers with seed to start again, accepting their 
note of hand until the crop was reaped ; and, 
of course, it was good policy on their part 
to secure the traffic on their rail way lines. 
That is the only assistance given to agriculturists 
in America, so far as we could learn from 
Professor Shelton. The scheme started a few 
years ago in New Zealand, when in that colony 
they were in the same position as we are in at 
the present time, was not a success. Those who 
settled on the land under its conditions only did 
so for the time being, and to get over temporary 
difficulties. They very soon found that the 
work they would have to do to make a 
living out of the land would be very much 
harder than they were accustomed to do in 
following other employments, and as soon as 
things improved they left their farms and went 
back to other employment. I am confident that 
just the same result would follow in the case of a 
very large number of those who might be selected 
from our unemployed to go upon the land. I 
quite agree with the hon. member for l'.1ackay, 
Mr. Black, that our land laws are very liberal, 
and we cannot well improve upon them. The 
block system in South Australia is certainly no 
improvement upon them. Under our homestead 
system a man has only 6d. an acre to pay for his 
land, and it becomes his own in five years. 
Under the South Australian block system a 
man has to pay 1s. lOd. an acre for the land he 
occupies under that system on a continual lease, 
and probably something more. 

Mr. BI,ACK : With a possible increase. 
Mr. GRIMES : Yes ; with a possible increase 

in the readjustment of rents in fnture years. I 
regret that we were unable to obtain evidence of 
a practicable scheme to put before the House, 
but as I had not much hope of it from the first 
whim undertaking my duties on the committee I 
have not been very much disappointed. 

Mr. O'SULLIVAN said: Mr. Speaker,-The 
report laid before us by this committee is a dis
,grace to the colony. It was never intended from 
the b_eginning that that committee's labours 
:Should come to anything. 'vVe boast here of our 
}and Iawf!. We are told that they are the mo~t 

liberal land laws in Australia; bnt one fact 
is worth a thousand assertions. Here, a 
woman takes up a selection, and she 
marries a young man who has another home
stead alongside of her own, and because she 
marries him we take the homestead from her, 
whereas if she lived with him without marrying 
him we could not touch her property. Is that a 
liberal land law? There is one thing I must say 
in connection with this, and that is that though 
I fight sometimes with the Chief Secretary he 
has always tried to remedy every case of that 
sort brought before him. There are many cases 
of that sort that could be mentioned. 'vVe 
have never had any encouragement for land 
settlement in this colony. Fancy a Secretary 
for Lands sending to his land ranger and 
asking him, "Do yon think that man has 
carried out sufficient improvements on his 
place?" And the ranger writes back, " I 
think he ought to lay out £3 more." Fancy such 
chee"eparing as that going on ! When the hon. 
member for Mackay was Secretary for Lands he 
would not tolerate anything like that. There 
has been no encouragement of land settlement. 
If there was any, how is it that we allow .£G5,000 
of land-orders to lie idle in this colony? Could 
not every £1 of that be utilised in the settlement 
of the land? \Vhy should we not have, as we 
had before, free selection before and after survey? 
At the present day every obstacle is thrown in the 
way of settlement taking place, but it used not to 
be so. I do not agree with what has been said here, 
because I am positive land settlement has not been 
going on as it onght to be. Then a gentleman 
comes here and tells us that no assistance has been 
given to land settlement in America. Is it not 
a matter of history that the State of Oregon was 
purchased from the British Government, and in 
three vears was settled to such an extent that it 
had ri'8en to the dignity of a State, which meant 
that there were 40,000 people in it. All that was 
done in three years. There never was any 
obstacle thrown in the way of settlement in 
America, but obstacles are thrown in the way 
here. 

An HmmURABLEMEMBER: No. 
Mr. O'SULLIV AN : An hon. member says 

"No," but I am mixed up with the settlers, and 
· I know something about it. One gentleman 
gets up and tells us that people can get cheap 
land here because they can get it at 6d. an am·e. 
I say no man can get land here at 6d. an acre. 

An HoNOURABLE J\fEliiBER : Half-a-crown an 
acre. 

Mr. O'SULLIV AN: Or half-a-crown an acre. 
An HoNOURABLE MEMBER: Yes, in five years. 
Mr. O'SULLIV AN: I say the heaviest tax 

laid upon any selector in this colony is laid 
upon the homestead selector. He pays more 
than any other lidng man for his land. Take for 
instance a man who has got a corner selec
tion of 160 acres, which is all he can get. He 
has got to fence in the whole of it, and can any
one tell me what that will cost ? Then he has 
to huild upon it. You tell me you are encourag
ing settlement, and you invite c~tpitalists to come 
into this colony and take up riur waterholes and 
the finest land we have at 10s. an here, and ask 
no questions of them for ever after. An unfor
tunate selector takes up !GO acres, and you send 
spies out to watch every yard and every panel of 
fencing he puts up. That is a fact. 

The COLO~IAL TREASURER: It iH a 
fact ! Go and read the land laws. 

Mr. O'SULLIV AN: I beg the hon. gehtle· 
man's pardon. Does he think I have not read 
the land laws? 

The COLONI.AL TREASURER: You do 
not seem to have read them, 
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Mr. O'SULLIV AN : The hon. gentleman 
will take my word for it that I have read them, 
and I believe that nothing I say with regard to 
the homestead selector can be contradicted. I 
say there are spies employed by the Government 
to watch him ; when I say " spies " I mean 
land rangers. I know of a case in :B'assifern 
where the ranger was going out, and he met the 
owner of a selection driving a team of bullocks 
with a load of timber. The selector said, "You 
won't find me on my ground to-day;" and the 
ranger said, "All right, I know where you are," 
and that very night he wrote to the Minister to 
say he did not find that man on his ground. 

Mr. BARLOW : He had no right to do it. 
Mr. O'SULL IV AN: He did it. There should 

be some liberality, and give and take about these 
matters, and no Secretary for Lands should 
oppress a selector. I talk very ugly here some
times, and some people may think I have a 
"down" on the present Secretary for Lands. 
I believe he is as much a gentleman and as 
glorious a man as we have in the colony. At the 
same time, I do not think he should be sitting 
there as Secretary for Lands_ It is not his 
nature to spread settlement in the colony. The 
hem. gentleman has been too long kanakadriving 
to make a good Secretary for Lands. We have 
had a few good ones, some of whom have also 
been a good deal among blacks. I will say that 
Mr. Black, the hon. member for Mackay, was 
really a good Minister ; but he is not the 
best we ever had, though he was very near the 
best. I know that wherever there was a case of 
the slightest hardship, if a single doubt could he 
foun<;! he would give the settler the benefit of it. 
Is that done at present? ·what is to be done 
with those £65,000 worth of land-orders? 

The SECRETARY :B'OR LANDS: Use 
them on the land. 

Mr. O'SULLIV AN: Will the hon. gentle
men accept those repudiated land-orders as pay
ment? They are still out, and we could easily 
utilise that £65,000 in the present state of the 
colony, and get a great many people to settle. 
As for thinking you are going to the corners of 
the streets of Brisbane, and get loafers to go and 
settle on the land, you will never do it. Of the 
cotton bonus that was given in West Moreton a 
good many years ago, not ls. was ever wasted. 
The farmer grew the cotton and got the land
order, which was made transferable, arrd he 
bought land in his sons' or daughters' names. 
That bonus encouraged settlement more than 
anything else ever did. Lately we have not been 
encouraging settlement at all. For the first three 
or four years we were doing very well. Then, as to 
the report of this Select Committee; we all knew 
from the beginning that no report would be 
brought up worth 6d. There has been a lot of 
time wasted. The committee was appointed to 
do what? Simply to walk up the hill and down 
again. "With the slightest encouragement from 
the Government you could have any amount of 
settlement to-morrow. 

Mr. ::V10RGAN said: Mr. Speaker,-I am 
sure the House will sympathise with the lady 
who has to choose between a homestead and a 
husband. I know the hon. member for Stanley 
has a strong sympathy with people desirous of 
settling on the land and those who are already 
settled on it, and he thinks that the land laws 
of the country ought to be administered as they 
were administered by a former ::Vlinister, who, as 
I heard him described here on one occasion, 
though he broke the strict letter of the law, 
made many a poor man's heart happy. The hon. 
member, I know, would like to see our laws 
administered on those lines. I am not prepared 
to advocate that any Minister should break the 
law in the administration of his department; but 

certainly he ought to administer the law in a 
liberal spirit, and not stick too strictly to the 
letter. With regard to this report, I have no 
doubt that the members of the Select Committee 
endeavoured to obtain all the information that 
they thought available on the matter that was 
remitted to them by the House; and I am only 
sorry that the results that have been achieved 
are such that they must fall very far short of the 
anticipations indulged in by my hon. friend, the 
member for Enoggera. I think the committee 
did not take a very broad view of the 
matter that was remitted to them for inquiry. 
I have been looking at the commission they got 
from this House on the 8th April, aDd I find 
that they were asked to inquire into and report 
upon the best means of facilitating the settlement 
on the land of people now unemployed in this 
city ; and they were also asked to inquire into 
and report upon the general question of assisting 
hnd settlement. They a]Jpear to have directed 
their inquiries almost exclusively to the first of 
those instructions-the settlement of people at 
present unemployed in the towns upon the lands 
of the colony. They appear to have set out with 
the idea that some means might be found of trans
planting scores or hundreds of the people now 
walking about the streets of Brisbane on to the 
land in the country districts in a month or six 
months hence, and making them useful colonists 
and wealth producers. The idea running in their 
minds was no doubt a very laudable one, but 
I think it was a great mistake to imagine that 
the best way of achieving that end was by trans
ferring men direct from the ranks of the unem
ployed to the ranks of the farming class. If they 
had addressed themselves to the qne~tion how to 
assist the men already on the land, and solved it, 
they would by that means indirectly, though not 
so rapidly, have achieved the purpose the House 
had in view when it remitted this inquiry to 
them. I do not think the Government of the 
country has done in the past, or is doing in the 
present, its duty in this direction, which ought 
to be to encourage the peoplewhoarealreadyupon 
the land. If you make those men-I mean the 
farmers and graziers-prosperous, they will find 
profitable employment for all the people we have 
here at present, anrl induce others to go and follow 
their example. I am sorry that the members of 
the committee, in whose genPral ability I have 
not the least doubt, did not address themseves to 
the particular view of the subject. 

Mr. BLACK : It was not remitted to the 
committee. 

Mr. MORGAN: The questions referred to 
the committee were-how to relieve the distress, 
and how to facilitate the settlement of people 
on the land. The means that I suggest are not 
so direct, but I am sure they would have been 
much more effective than the means recom
mended in this report. Now, what have we in 
the report? An inquiry into the system that 
prevails in New Zealand, with a synopsis of the 
law existing there with regard to village settle
ments-a scheme which has not been a success, 
but at best, on the showing of the committee, only 
a partial success. Then we have a description of 
the blockers' systems of South Australia, and the 
suggested scheme which the hon. member for 
Enoggera so strongly advocates-that of State
aided village settlement. In my opinion the 
l'\0w Zealand system has proved in its own 
country so partial a success that it would be 
extreniely unlikely to find very much favour if 
introduced into this House in the form of a Bill 
either by a private member or by the Government. 
With regard to the blockers' system in South 
Australia-and there is a good deal to recom
mend in it-it appears to me that two things are 
essential before you can adopt that scheme, 
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First, you must get the blocker, and then you must 
get the block. Y on are not likely to get the 
land required in or about any town of consider· 
able size that could supply a market. \Vhere 
will you get land for blockers anywhere around 
Brisbane? These blockers must have workmen's 
trains; they must have a market for their 
produce. Theoretically, the scheme has much to 
recommend it, and if you had land held by the 
Crown within ten, twelve, fifteen, or even twenty 
miles of Brisbane, you could cut it up into thirty 
or forty-acre blocks; then you could supply 
the men, let them go to work when they 
could get work, and when they had no work 
go upon their little blocks and attend in a 
small way to the cultivation of food for them· 
selves and their families and a little surplus 
for market. That scheme might do a great 
deal in relieving the ranks of the unemployed; 
but are the committee prepared to recommend 
that the Government should step in and buy 
back the necessary land for the purpose of 
utilising it for this purpose? The scheme itself 
looks very pretty on paper, but is it practicable? 
Then we come to the recommendation of the 
committee that we should have co-operative 
settlements. They recommend the trial of the 
system of co-operative settlement by self-consti
tuted groups. Each settler must satisfy some 
officer as to his capability of doing useful 
work on the settlement. Now, where are you 
going to get this officer; and if vou get the officer 
and the man capable of doing good work, may you 
not get men able but unwilling to do the work, 
whose only anxiety is to get the monetary assist· 
ance which this Parliament may Yote and then 
get rid of their responsibility as members of the 
community as soon as possible? I believe that 
is what would happen in a large majority of cases, 
and that not more than a, very small percentage 
of these men would remain for any length of time 
on the co-operative areas after they had got the last 
shilling they were likely to get out of the Govern
ment. I am entirely at one with the members 
for Mackay and Ipswich in their objections to 
the joint and several bond. That would operate 
to the benefit of the least worthy of these people, 
and to the injury of the most worthy. And I would 
point out that serious objections will be raised to 
this scheme in the interests of the men who at 
their own expense have gone on the land, who 
have found the money and found the enterprise, 
and who may find themselves in this position : 
That money may be voted from the public 
Treasury to enable other men to become com
petitors with them in an already congested 
market. I do not think that would be a just 
thing to do at all. If you want to give aid to 
the settlement of people on the land, then give it 
to the men who have already gone there at their 
own expense; but there would be very serious 
objection made by the farming community all 
over the colony, and by their representatives in 
Parliament, to any proposal to spend public 
money in helping men on the land to become 
competitors with those already there. 

Mr. G LASSEY : They are only loans. 

Mr. MORG AN: The loan can easily be spent, 
but it would be very difficult to recover it. I 
will not go into the evidence given, because it is 
useless. I do not think this matter is likely to 
be received with approval by members of this 
House, but I should certainly have liked to have 
heard the views of the Secretary for Lands and 
the Government on the question, and how they 
propose to act in regard to these village settle
ments. \Vhile I am on the subject I would like 
to call the attention of the member for Oxley, 
Mr. Grimes, to question 1561, in the exami
nation of Mr. Maximillian King, who gives evi
dence with which I largely agree, and who appears 

to be a man of some experience, as he is engaged 
in the produce trade. He was asked by the 
member for Oxley a question in regard to freight 
charges on flour, and that question merely proved 
that the hon. gentleman who asked it was not 
aware of the facts of the case, and it also proved 
that the gentleman who answered the question 
was not aware of the whole of the facts of the 
case. I would like to take notice of the ques
tion, because the hon. member-for Oxley, being a 
member of Parliament, is supposed to be fami
liar with rail way tariffs, and should be careful 
of his facts and arguments, and having got 
his arguments into print should be prepared to 
establish them as facts or withdraw them. He 
has conveyed a wrong impression to his witness, 
and he has got into a public document informa· 
tion which is not correct. The information is 
this: That the wheat-growers of Queensland, 
though seriously handicapped by freights to port, 
have the advantage of a differential rate-lower 
rate, I presume he means-in trading with the 
Western districts. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS 
(Hon. T. 0. Unmack): So they have most 
certainly from Warwick. 

Mr. MORGAN: They have nothing of the 
kind. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: 
Most certainly. 

Mr. MORGAN: The hon. gentleman was 
talking about flour. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: 
Yes; certainly. 

Mr. MORGAN: The hon. member for Oxley 
was talking about flour. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: So 
was I talking about flour. 

Mr. M ORGAN: \Ve must be at sea as to the 
meaning of the word " differential." I nnde1· 
stand a differential rate to mean a rate of 
freight that is lower than that conceded to the 
same freight from other districts. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: 
Exactly what I understand. 

Mr. MORGAN: I say we do not get the 
benefit of such a differential rate, and I want to 
see that put right-either proved or withdrawn. 
I say we have no differential rates to the 
Western district. \V e have a through rate; and 
before a statement like that I have referred to 
is made, either directly or indirectly, it ought to 
be examined into. 

Mr. SALKELD said: Mr. Speaker,-The 
hon. member for \Varwick, in the course of his 
remarks, spoke against State aid to enable a class 
of men to compete with those already on the 
land, and he was correct in saying that such a 
scheme would have very strong opposition from 
thA farming communities and their representa
tives. I must say that I am disappointed in the 
results of this inquiry. The only result that I 
can see is that it shows many people who favour 
State aid do not comprehend the situation at all. 
vVhy the committee did not travel beyond the 
first part of their commission and inquire into 
the best means of assisting land settlement may 
possibly have been in consequence of the consti
tution of the committee, because the hon. members 
for Oxley and Mackay were the only member,; 
who had any practical knowledge of land settle
ment at all, either here or in the old country. 
The others did not know th" conditions under 
which men settled on the htnd are working. 
Anyone who knows the conditions under which 
persons are struggling for a li.ving, and ha Ye been 
for years, will know perfectly well that it would 
he perfect! y useless to settle, perhaps, three· 
fourths of the present unemployed in the towns 
on the land. If they received a grant of .£100 
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each they would stay on the land until it 
was spent, and that is all. The greater 
number of people have no idea of the hardships 
people have to endure who get a living upon the 
land. I am familiar with most parts of West 
Moreton, which is the district I know best, and 
can understand the conditions under which the 
farmers there are living. They have to work 
early and late, and their families also ; they 
have to live very nearly and make the best of 
everything, or else they cannot get on at all 
and have to leave their selections. I do not 
believe in subsidising people, even those who 
are already on the land ; but there are cer
tain means of assisting people who are there 
already, by which they may be prevented from 
throwing up their holdings and swelling the 
ranks of the unemployed. For instance, we 
know that it is absolutely necessary that a 
farmer should have roads that he can travel 
upon, and I think it would be within the province 
of the Government, where mistakes have been 
made and the best roads have not been surveyed, 
to spend money in opening better roads. That 
would be a legitimate assistance for the Govern
ment to grant. I would not ask the Government 
to subsidise them by lending them money to 
carry on their farms, because I do not think 
it is right to use the taxpayers' money 
for that purpose ; but there is no doubt 
that great mistakes have been made in sur
veying roads, which render a great deal of 
Government land almost useless. The farmers 
have taken up that land, and it may be said, 
"Why did they not see about the road before 
they took it up?" But people who say that do 
not know much about taking up land in moun
tain scrubs. One-half of those who take up land 
in these scrubs do not know their way out again ; 
you have to find your way along like a wallaby, 
without knowing where the roads are. It 
would require a surveyor with a compass to find 
his way out, and the farmers are not surveyors. 
The Government have giVen assistance in that 
direction in some cases, and I believe they will be 
prepared to do it again. I will now point out 
another way in which the Government may give 
assistance. Under our land laws a settler has to ' 
pay rent on the 3lat March, and if he does not 
pay it till April he has to pay an additional 
5 per cent. as a penalty. Then if he does.not pay 
it till May he has to pay 10 per cent., and if not 
till June 15 per cent. I think the Government 
might grant redress in that matter. If the law 
were strictly carried out the Government could 
charge these men who cannot pay their way 
or borrow money 60 per cent. per annum as a 
penalty. vV e have been borrowing money, and 
paying 4 or 5 per cent. for it, and I 
do not think there is a private merchant 
or trader, with any sense of honesty or fair
play, who would take advantage of h1s con
stituents like that. A man who would take 
advantage of the necessities of his customers in 
that way would be looked upon as a black sheep 
and a swindler. I have been told that these 
cases cannot be relieved. 

The SECRETARY FOR LANDS: I relieved 
one last week. 

Mr. SALKELD : I have seen an official 
letter from the Under Secretary for Lands, 
which said that the penalties could not be 
removed. I came d()wn to see the Secretary 
for Lands abnut it, and understood that that 
gentleman was going to make some concession ; 
but the farmers are under the impression that 
they are tied by the law. Those things should 
not be. I met that farmer at the Ipswich show, 
and he. spoke to me about it then. I do not 
think people should be so fixed that they cannot 
get a thing put dght unless they get a member 

of Parliament to do it for them. Members o£ 
Parliament should not be able to get more done 
than anybody else, and I hope the Minister for 
Lands will do right in these matters. These are 
some legitimate grievances that can be remedied. 
Some legitimate assistance could be given to 
people to induce settlement on the land. I am 
quite sure that a man who is fined becn,use he is 
in a fix will not be likely to advise any of his 
friends to take up land. I do not think this 
House can do anything so far as regards settling 
on the land the great bulk of the people who are 
living in the towns. Nine-tenths of them could 
not live if they were put upon the land, and it is 
absurd to talk about giving them land along
side railway stations. It must be good land 
and within a reasonable distance of a market. 
There is no such land to be got, and that 
is why settlers have had to· go into out-of
the-way places miles and miles away from 
the means of communication, over intolerably 
rough roads, and away from a market, and to 
take inferior land into the bargain. If this 
report has done nothing else, it has demonstrated 
that all this talk about finding relief for the 
unemployed by State-aided settlement on the 
land is futile. I believed when they started that 
their finding was the only thing they could do. 
I never expected to find anything else, and I 
think the committee have shown their good 
judgment in refusing to recommend any more 
than they have done. They practically admit 
that nothing more can be done. If suitable areas 
of land are surveyed, and reasonable roads 
provided to the land, and if there is a de
ferred system of payments that will settle 
people on the land, and if that is done, 
and provided that the State has not to find 
any money, I would be quite willing to 
offer every inducement to people who wished 
to go upon the land but had not the 
means. I can hardly conceive, however, of a 
man being likely to succeed on the land if he 
cannot pay the small payments now required. 
Say he takes up eighty acres, he has to pay 6d. 
an acre per annum-that is £2; and if he cannot 
pay that amount I do not see how he can make 
it succeed, It is a very small sum. However, 
if it would be a help I would be quite willing to 
have a deferred system of payments. If they 
are unable to make a living by settling upon the 
land, then I maintain that if people are not 
doing well for themselves on the laud, they are 
not doing well for the State. There is no use in 
having people starving on the land. I really 
think this matter of the rents may become a 
very serious one. I certainly feel very mnch 
obliged to the Secretary for Lands for 
stating that every case would be considered 
on its merits. It is an unfortunate thing that 
the Act was made so stringent. There is nothing 
that can justify the Government of the country 
in making money by the unfortunate cil·cum
stances of the settlers. 

The SECRETARY FOR LANDS said: Mr. 
Speaker,-I should just like to say a few words 
in reply to the statements of the hon. member 
for Stanley. He appears to have a standing 
grievance against the Lands Department, and 
seems to think that it is the one object of the 
depn,rtment to keep people off the land, and 
to prevent them earning an honest livelihood 
when they are there. Now, I maintain that the 
Ycry opposite is the case. It is the desire of the 
department·-and, I believe, of every JIIIinister 
who has ever presided over it- to settle a 
genuine class of agriculturists on the. land, 
and to do everything possible to assist them. I 
am afraid the hon. gentleman is su susceptible to 
the influence of the females in his own electorate 
that he brings cases before the Minister without 
first considering ~whether they are just or fair. 
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The hon. member cited instances in which the 
department has dealt very harshly with female 
selectors who selected before they married. Now, 
the Secretary for Lands for the time being has to 
look after the interests of the whole colony ; 
he has to see that land is not obtained by fraud 
or misrepresentation; and there are cases where 
men who have selected homesteads, and were 
engaged to be married to young women, have 
induced those women to take up land just a 
short time before their marriage, in the hope that 
they will be able to obtain 320 acres instead 
of lGO acres at 2s. 6d. an acre. Where they 
have been bona .fide cases, in which women have 
8elected some years prior to their mr~rriage, in 
most instances those women have got their 
deeds, when it has been shown thr~t they really 
selected the land before their engagement; but 
where it has been known to the deprtrtment that 
the selection has only been taken up a few weeks 
or a few months prior to their marriage they 
have been refused-and I think rightly so. The 
hon. gentleman really does not want settlement 
on the land. "\Vhat he wants is to allow people 
to acquire land without settlement. He wants 
people to be able to obtain 160 acres without 
going near it. The hon. gentleman ha·' brought 
case" to me where single girls have selected, and 
where he has admitted that they have never 
been on the land for a eingle day or night, and 
where they have effected no improvements, and 
the hon. gentleman says, "Sure you would not 
have an unprotected girl live all alone on her 
selection ?" The object of the Minister is to 
see that the land is taken up, and that he 
gets bona fide settlement in exchange for the 
land ; and I maintain the Minister would not 
be doing his duty if he gave away our lands 
for 2s. 6d. an acre and got no settlement 
whatever. "\Vith regard to what the hon. 
member for Fassifern has said, the hon. member 
knows well what the Acts provide. It has been 
pas"ed by Parliament, and has been recognised 
by every Parliament. If there were no penalty 
for deferring the payment of rent, men would not 
pay. 

Mr. SALKELD: Sixty per cent. is too high. 

The SECRETARY J!'OR LAXDS: It is not 
60 per cent for the first month-it is only 5 per 
cent. H is not asking interest on the money. 
The Government do not want it; they do not say, 
""\Ve will let it stand over and charge this 
amount." It is really penalising them for not 
paying when the money is due, and that is only 
right. The hon. member for Stanley and the 
hon. member for Fassifern think they have 
grievances, but in no single instance since I 
have been in the Lands Department., or before, 
has land ever been forfeited for non-payment of 
rent only. So long as a man remains on his 
selectioa and cultivates it, or does his best to 
hold his farm, no Secretary for Lands h•>S ever 
forfeited his selection ; and I do not believe any 
Minister ever will do so. "\Vhen a man will not 
pay, and will not live on his land, then of cour·,e 
it must be forfeited, because there are plenty of 
other people who are quite willing to take the land. 
In no single instance. has a man ever been turned 
out of his selection simply because he i~ not in 
a position to pay his rent. Every leniency has 
been shown so long as the department has been 
satisfied that the man is residing on his lancl and 
trying to work it. I should now like to s >y a 
few words with regard to the motion of the hon. 
member for Enog:.~era, for the adoption of the 
report. I really would like to know what the 
hon. gentleman means by !Jie proposition. "\Ve 
have the report signed by the chairman out of 
all the members of the committee. 

Mr. DRAKE: That is because it is the com
mittee's report. 

1802-2 N 

The HoN. B. D. MOREHEAD : It is a 
majority report. 

Mr. DRAKE: No, it i~ not; it is the com· 
mittee's report. 

The SECRETARY FOR LANDS: Then we 
have an addendum by two members of the com
mittee which strongly objects to the main principle 
of the report--in fact, the only one in the report, 

The Hox. B. D. MOREHEAD : The back· 
bone of the report. 

The SECRETAHY FOR LANDS: I really 
cannot understand what the hon. member meant 
by the remarks he made. The addendum objects 
to what is really - as the hon. member for 
Balonne has put-the backbone of the report. 
It is really the only thing, so far as I can see, 
that the )Jeople who gave evidence are desirous 
of obtaining. A great deal has been said about 
village settlement in New Zealand and also about 
the blockers; but I maintain that the favou~ab.le 
conditions which exist here do not prevail m 
those countries. 

At 7 o'clock, 
The SPEAKER said: In compliance with 

the Sessional Order, the House will now proceed 
with Government business. 

ELECTIONS BILL. 
RESc}!PTION OF C03UII1'TEE. 

On this Order of the Day being read, the 
House went into. committee to further consider 
the Bill in detail. 

On the proposed new clause, as follows :-
Xo elector shall be entitled to have his name entered 

upon more than one eler>toralroll-
The Ho!-!, J. R. DICKSON said the question 

of one man one vote was brought very promi· 
nently before the electors of Bnlimba who had so 
recently returned him as their representative. 
\Vhen he stood for that electorate he was told 
that unless he consented to the principle of one 
man one vote he bad no business there; and he 
at once met that statemenh by denouncing it 
as a fad. Thereupon he was told that he had 
not the slightest chance of election; but the 
result of the contest had shown that he had 
some business in Dulimba. He had been re
turned by a very unmistakeable majority upon 
no ambiguous declaration concerning one man 
one vote, because that was a platform upon which 
his opponent endeavoured to obtain the repre
sentation of that electorate; and therefore he 
felt it his duty to point out that, at any rate, one 
very important elect.orate in the colnn:y h:td ex
prebsecl its entire dJSsent from the prmmple '?f 
one man one vote. He had always regarded It 
as a doctrine which emanated chiefly from ~en 
who were jealous of ~he superior prosper~ty 
of men who had obtamed a freehold qualifi
cation in different electorates of the colony. 
He could not see on what grounds objection 
could be made to men who invested their savings 
in different electorates having a voice in the 
local politics of the electorate.s in w?ich th~y 
were so interested; and he nnght pomt out tne 
circums~ances, which would be within the per
sonal knowledae of many hon. membere, that 
gentlemen of p~omine!1ce in the commupity, who 
conscientiously abstamed from enrolln;g· them
selves as voters on more than one electoral 
rr>ll, had not the sli.,htLst objection. to exer
cise an influence, and a very strong 1nfluer~ce, 
on the result of elections in neighbouring 
electorates. ']_',, his mind men wh<) could re
concile that with the strict principle of one 
man one vote '"ere showing ::t phm::Jsaic.al ob· 
servance of the letter and an OJ:len vwhttwn of 
the spirit of one man one vote. It also showed 
that in considering the amendment ~on: memb!lrs 
were endeotvouring to introduce aprmciplewhiGh 
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fould not be carried out ef}'ectually, and there· 
fore he maintained that at the pr~sent time it 
would be unwise, as it certainly was outside the 
scope of that Bill, to rest,rict the privilege of any 
elector in the colony. They had no encourage
ment to do so hy the accepbmce of the prin
ciple in the other colonieo or in the old countrv. 
The opinions of Me. Balfour, as communicated 
hy co.ble httely, were too ambiguous to enable 
them to di.,tinctly understand that he was an 
advocate of one man one vot0. Bnt Lord Salis
bury, within the last two years, had in several 
speeches distinctly denounced the one mnn one 
vo3e proposal, and asserted that the freehold 
franchisfl was the very foundation of the un
written Constitution of the mother country-that 
it had been the protection and conservation of 
that Constitution throughout troublous ages. He 
(;}lr. Dicl<son) believed he was qnite justified in 
saying t.hat at the present time in Victoria tbe 
number of members of the Legislative "\.ssembly 
in favonrof one man one vote was rdatively, if not 
ab,olutely, le&; than it was be' fore the last general 
eledion. The sJheme, as he had said, would redly 
be inopemtive, and it was entirely outside the 
scope of the present Bill. He would offer it his 
uncompromb~ing hm~tility, in whatever shape or 
form it was endeavoured to be introduced into 
the legL;htion of the colony. 

Mr. SA YERS said he intended to support 
the amendment, although he did not, like the hon. 
member for Burrum, believe that it would setl!le 
the difficulty they were labouring under at the 
present time. He (:\Ir. S>tyers) did not see why, 
heca\he a man had a dozen allotments worth 
£100 each in different electorates, he should 
have a vote in etch of those elect•lrates, and 
another for residence if he happened to live in 
another electorate; while another man, who was, 
perhaps, just as good a colonist, had only 
one vote. It had been argued over and over 
ag-ain that property should be represented, and 
property would he rer;resented even if plural 
voting was abolished, because money and pro
perty had power. He would support the amend
ment, and do all he could to assist in carryino
t through committee. 

0 

Mr. 1\IURRA Y said he intended to oppose 
the amenrlment, as he was entirely oppme"ct to 
the principle of one man one vote. "He thouaht 
the franchise was quite liberal enough, when 
under it a man who strolled over the border and 
lived here for six months could exercisfl as much 
power as a man who had spent the whole 
of his life in the colony. identified himself 
with its interests, and bound himself to it 
by ties of property and family relationship in 
such a way that it was impossible for him to get 
away from it. 'l'hat principle would enable a 
class of men . to exe.rcise a strong political 
mflnence at the~r electiOns, who, before the evil 
effects of their voting could be felt, could pack un 
their little bundles and stroll over the border 
again t;,11d escape, leaving the respnnsihilities of 
their action to the permanent residents of the 
country. No one who had the interests of 
the country at heart coni<! possibly advo
cate such a S)'Stem as that. \Vhat was 
property after all but accumulated industry? 
A m>ln might h.tve property in an electm:al 
district in .which he did not resirle, but surely it 
h ,d cost hm1 lahour and ecmH>m~· to acquire it, 
an!l the lahour he did in acquiring it was surely 
as useful to the colony ns his residence in the dis
trict for six months would be. Had be thought 
th>tt proposal was to be pressed upon the 
Committee, he would not have withdrawn the 
amendm, nt he submitted yesterday; because he 
thought that, if any man who resided in the colony 
for si.x mo?,ths >yas enti.tled to a vote, any man 
who 1dent1fied h1mself w1th the countryr acquired 

a little property, was married and rearing a 
family in it, was entitled to two votes. Such a 
man wa' entitled to one vote for his man· 
hood, first of all, to put him on rt level with the 
profes,ional sundowner who only walked over 
the border six months ago, and then he was 
entitled to a vote to represent and pwtect his 
family and his home. That might be admitted 
as only fair and reasonable. He approved of 
giving every man in the colony a vote, provided 
that he was a worthy citizen, of sound mind, 
amenable to the laws of the country, and 
c.cpable of supplying his own wants. He would 
be sorry to see anything done to deprive such a 
man of his vote. He waR not prt·pared to go 
further than that; but a man who w,>s per· 
manently settled in the country and identified 
with it as the land of his adopticn was entitled, 
in his own interest and in that of the country 
generally, to two votes. The amendment he 
had prepared wa<', he knew, irrelevant, and he 
had not proceeded with it; but he had discussed 
it and the principle of one man one vote with 
his constituents. He held several meetings of 
his constituents at which he condemned in toto 
the one man one vote principle, and spoke 
strongly in favour of the amendment he had 
referred to, and wherever he spoke the principle 
contained in that amendment had been approved 
of and appreciated. He hoped the Committee, 
in its wisdom, would give no countenance to the 
amendment proposed by the hon. member for 
Burrum. 

Mr. FOXTO~ said he was one of those who 
believed that the principle of one man one vote 
was in theory a ]Jerfectly correct one, and if a 
scheme could be drafted by which it could be 
applied so as to give each man his proper sha!'e in 
the government of the country, it would be an 
excellent thing. Such a state of things, how· 
ever, could only exiHt in a country over which the 
p,>pulation was fairly evenly distributed. He 
had recently addressed his constituents upon the 
subject, and he had then pointed out the prepon
derance of representation such a system would 
give to the metrop,,Jitan and coastal conRtitu
encies, as against the large producing districts 
of the interior, upon which the welfare of the 
colony mainly depended. Before giving a few 
figures to show how it would work, he would say 
that while he believec1 a very large proportion of 
the people in the districts of the interior were in 
favour of the principle of one man one vote, he 
feared they did not fully realise the effect of its 
adoption upon the districts in which they lil·ed. 
From returns given in the 8tatistic~ of the colony, 
which though not the late"t were suitable for the 
purpose of his twgume.nt, he found that in the dis
trict of Brisbane North there were no less than 
4,225 electors, and that electorate returned two 
members to the house. Then in the six electo
rates of Carnnrvon, Murilla, Balonne, Bulloo, 
1\Iaranoa, and \Varrego there were only 3,675, or 
nearly 600 less than in Brisbane North. The 
area of country the members for those districts 
represented stretched from tltanthorpe in the 
eost to the most western boundary of the colony, 
from the southern boundary of the colony 
northerly to a point nearer to the Central 
Railway than to the Charleville railway, and 
comprising a total area of 1'30,000 square miles. 
If the ]'rinciple of one mnn one vote was to be 
adopted, the necessary corollary was that the 
electors should be distributed evenly over the 
electorates throughout the whole of the colony. 
In order to make the prit.ciple work with eYen 
justice it would be necessary either to giveN orth 
Brisbane six members or to cut down the repre· 
sentation of the six electorates he had mentioned to 
two, or even less. The same argument would apply 
to the large towns on the coast as compared wi~h 
the country electorates lying to the west of them. 
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There were certain electorates, such as th0se on 
the Downs, and possibly in \Vest Moreton and the 
Wide Bay and Burnett, where the number of mem
bers returned would not be materially affe~ted ; 
such would possess a 72nd portion of the electoral 
power of the colony. But the contrast in the 
instances he had mentioned was most marked, and 
he was afraid the electors in the \V e<'tern distrif'ts 
did not realise what it would mean to them and to 
their districts. It had always been a complaint 
by representative~ of country electorates that 
Brisbane was over represented alrearly, and that 
many members for \V estern electorates took up 
their residence in the capital and became merely 
representatives of Brisbane. It had even been 
said in the House that it would be a desirablf' 
thing, if it could be carried out, that Brisbane 
should be deprived of all representation, a' it 
would still be fairly represented by the country 
members who reoided there. That was said 
during a discussion on the :Estimates, when 
it was proposed to spend large Rnms in 
and around the metropolis. Tbe evil here 
complained of would be aggravated if the 
principle of one man one vote, under their 
present system, were adopted. If some such 
system of representation as Hare's could be made 
to work-always presuming that the population 
was fairly distributed over the whole colony-it 
would be sound policy to adopt it. Xew ZeaJ&nd 
had. been referred to as a colony where the 
system of one man one vote prevailed. But the 
geographical conditions of New Zealand were 
quite different from those that obtainetl in 
Queensland. It was a compact colony, over 
which the populat.ion was fairly distributed, and 
the principle might be applied there "ith far 
more fairne.,s ,than in anv of the continental 
colonies, not excepting Victoria. :For thooe 
reasons he could nut ;;ee his way to support the 
amendment of the hon. member for Burrum. 
Be,ides, that Bill was not the proper vlace in 
which to introduce it. It was quite outside tLe 
scope of the Bill, and would require, in order to 
avoid the injustice which had been pointed out, a 
very elaborate scheme and a complete alteration 
of the entire system of their elections. 

Mr. MACF ARLANE st1id that at the last 
general election the subject of one man one vote 
had scarcely been mooted, althongh since that 
time it had become one of the burning questions 
of the colony, more especially with the labour 
party. \Vhen the question first presenterl itself 
to him he thought it an extremely fair one, but 
after he had gone more rleerJly into it h~ began 
to see that it would lead to a great amount of 
troub! e and injustice. Would not such a system 
tend very much to class legiHlation? The 
working population would be represented in 
Parliament in a much great~r ratio than 
capital. Supposing they took as a basis 
that the difference IJetween capital and labour 
was as 0ne in fifty, or, in other words, 
that ther~ was one employer to fifty labourers. 
The employer would have no more votes 
than the worker, and the result might be 
that capital would be represented by, one member 
as against fifty representing labour. Capital 
would be nothing, while labour would be every
thing. Supposing that unrler those circumstances 
the labour party brought in a Bill to reduce the 
working day to four hours, with wages at Ss. 
per day, would not th"t upset the financial 
calculations of every employer in the co:ony ? 
And with regard to the finances, money might 
be borrowed and lavished in such a way that it 
would be impos·,ible to pay the interest on it, 
and carry on things as they ought to be carried 
on.· Personally, although he was entitled to three 
votes, he had never exercised but one. Although , 
he had done that on principle, he could see 
that if the syBtem were carried out generally 

it would work very unfairly. It could easily be 
seen why there was such a demand for one man 
one vote. The hbour party thought, and in 
some case3 they had a right to think, that they 
were not getting juscice, and that the only way 
to get ju<tice was through the legislatnre. There· 
fore they thonght th~t if their power was gr<•ater 
in Parliament they would hare a better chance 
of "etting wln t they wanted. But he did not 
think that one man one vote would make matters 
much better than they were. He would go this 
length with the labour party: That an employer 
of labour ought to have a vote for the premises 
in which his work was carried on in addition to a 
rE;idential vote. That would give him two 
votes, but he should not have any more. He did 
noc think it right that any one man shonld 
purchase a piece of land in every electorate 
in the colony, and have a vote for each. It 
might be only a vacant allotment of which no 
use was being made, and which was being kept 
for tlw sake of the unearned increment ; but if a 
man conducted a manufactory on a piece of land, 
and employed lah<mr, then he was perfectly 
entitled to have a vote for it. He would go that 
length, b\lt he could not go the whole hog and 
give his assent to the principle of one man one 
v•Jte. In the meantime he was going to oppose 
the amendment th~t had been moved. 

Mr. PAUL said he must say at once that he 
was p:oing to vote against the am~ndment. He 
sh·mld be very sorrv to give a silent vote, and 
would give his reasons briefly. He thought 
evervhody would admit that the dominion of 
Can;da ''as one of the brightest colonies under the 
British Crown. It was a country in which there 
had been a gre:1t amount of prosperity, and there 
was not the slightest doubt that had been brought 
about by good government. They found there 
that not only was there a residence qualification, 
r.ut a vote was given to the holder of property. 
He found, on referring to the Electoral Franchise 
Act of Canada, the following provision :-

" (7.) If a farmer's son is not otherwise qu~~lified to 
vote in ths elr·ctornl district in ·which his father's farm 
js situated; and-

" (9.) If his father is living, is and has been re8ident 
within the electoral district continuously, except as 
herei11<1fter provided, with his father for one year next 
before his being placed on the list of voters or the date 
of the application for the placing of his name 
on the list of Yoters, if the value of such farm is 
snffident, if equally divided among the father and 
one or more sons as eo-owners, to qualify thmn to be 
rr,gistcrerl as voters--in which case the father and such 
one or more sons as so desire may be so registered as 
voters; Uttd if th·-re ar.:: more such sons than one 
Fsi!lcnt as aforesaid, and claiming to be registered as 
vot,·rs in respect thereof, and if the Yalue of the farm of 
the father 1s not sufficiPnt to give the father and each of 
such s;ons the right to vote in respect of such value, if 
8(1LUtllv divided among them, then tlle right to be 
re<.;i ... v.red as a voter an~i to vote in respect of such 
farm shall bdong only to tile father and the eldf'st or 
so many of the elder of such som~. being so l'i:'Sident as 
~foresaid .. a" the value o! such fttrm, if equally divided, 
IYill qualify.'' 
He would not detain hon. members long, and he 
only wished to say that it wa''" nonseme to think 
thu:~ a person who simply "bumped his drum" 
should have the same electoral rights as the man 
who worked hard and accumulated property. 
If that was the law there would be no incentiYe 
whatever to persons to att:1in high positions in 
life-if everybody was to be put on an equality so 
Ln ao voting power was concerned. '!'hat was 
the rea,on why he gave his unqu11lified vote 
ag,tinst the principle of one man one vote. 

:\1r. NOR TO=" mid l;·e had not Rpoken on the 
details of the Bill in cornmittep, because, ahhonf!'h 
some of the clauses seemed to be exceedingly 
stringent, he must confess he did not see how 
any of the remedies w hi eh had been suggested 
to 'avoid that stringency could have been carried 



564 Elections Biit. [ASSEMBLY.] Elections Bill. 

out or brought into operation without creating 
very great difficulties. But on that one par
ticular question he muot say a few words. He 
did not profefd to know what was really intended 
by one man one vote, but he presumed i& meant 
that every man was to be entitled to a vote, 
and tLnt "no man was to ha;e more than one 
vote. 

1\fr. POWERS: The amendment does not 
say that every man shall have a vote. 

Mr. KORTON said he was aware it did not 
say that, but that he presumed was the intention 
of it : and if it was not now embodied in the 
clause it would be embodied by·and·by if the 
principle proposed became law. He put it to the 
Committee in this way: He knew, and be 
believed everv member of the Committee knew, 
in everv district there were cert<1iu men who hacl 
risen from the ranks; men who had, by their 

. industry, perseverance, and thiift, nccumulated 
wealth. The'y had got property here and there 
in different parts of the country, and, accord
ing to the present electoral law, they were 
entitled to vote iu th0se districts, though they 
might not re,ide there. Now, those men 
were entitled to some consideration. In the 
same districts there were other twin, many of 
them who had begun with very considerable 
sums at their comnmnd, who had gone on from 
year to vPo,r not improving their position, 
hut makit\g it worse if po,sii,Je. Now, if the 
principle which he understood to be intel!ded by 
the proposition were carried, then he satd thPy 
would be placing on a par with men of the 
hip-hest intelligence and thrift any rogue who w-:s 
clever enough to 1 eep ou.t of prisnn; every lu':'atiC 
or idiot who was not qmte too great a lunatiC or 
idiot to entitle him to be put in \Voogaroo ; and 
every drunken loafer whom they came across at 
the street corner from month to month and year 
to year, :md who was prepared to ee.ll hi' vote for 
" shilling or a drink. Those men would be placed 
on a l'ar with the most intellectual and thrifty 
men in the colony. '!.'hat was the position, and 
he thought they ought to look at it carefully. 
\V hen he was before his constituents a few months 
ago he referred to that question; ':lot th"t he 
was asked to do so, but because It appeared 
to him that if the principle was adopted it 
must be adopted in the way he had said-that 
every man must have a vote, and that each man 
shmild have only one votf•, Taking that view of 
the case he told his constitnents distiectly that if 
the matter came forward during this session, or at 
any time he was a member of the House, he should 
give it his most hearty opposition, and he told 
them also-and he repeated the words now-that 
he would rather give to the thrifty man, who hy 
his per~everance and industry "?cumulated 
wealth, twelve votes than he woul<l give one vote 
to a drunken loafer who served the colony in no 
way whatever. He made a point of repeating 
that statement now. He might po&sibly 
be wrong in his interpretation of what 
was meant by the hon. gentleman who moved 
the amendment, but he felt that if the amend
ment were adopted as proposed, the ultimate 
result in the ne.n future would be the adoption 
of the principle- he had spoken of, and therefore 
he gave his most hearty condemnation to the 
princi1•le which had been brought forward. 

Mr. DRAKE sa in on that occasion he might be 
pardonedfordisagreeingwith the Hon. the Sp~aker 
without inenrring the censure of the Committee. 
The hon. m em her had used a very extraordinary 
argument when he said that he would ghe 
twelve vote: to certain indhinuals in the com
munity rather than give one vote to certain other 
persons. It was very well to state a proposition of 
that kind, but would the hon. gentleman lay down 
any system by which he could exactly appraise 

the exact number of votes that the gentleinei:t 
whom he so highly esteemed should he entitled to? 
As Roon as they tried to lay down any lit~t'" upon 
which they would distribute the franch1se they 
found themselves at sea, and that the trouble 
was very much greater than they expected. H_is 
opinion was that they would never succeed m 
finding a sure resting-place annvhere short of 
political equality at the ballot-box, ancl that. was 
why he advocated the abolition of plural voting. 
The amendment of the hon. member was in the 
direction of the abolition of plural voting, 
which did not mean exactly the same thing as 
one man one vote. What was called one man 
one vote miooht mean one thing in one man's 
mind and anZther thing in another man's ; but 
they all knew what was meant by the aboli~ion 
of plural votinoo. The hem. memher for Ipswwh, 
Mr. Macfarlan~, said that the question had hardly 
heen mooted until the time of the last general elec
tion· but the hem. member was in error there, 
heca~se in the yr:ar 1887, when he (Mr. Drake) 
had the honour of contesting an election with 
the hem. member for Bulimba, be declared him
self entirely in favour of the abolition ?f pl;ual 
voting, and he had not changed hiS news 
since then nor had the hon. member for 
Bulimba ~hanged his. At that time it was 
treated aB a very minor question, as one 
that did not matter much ; and what was 
the reason why there was such a difference of 
opinion now in regard to it? It was simply 
because a party cal!e? the labour pa:ty wer·e 
ad voJatinoo the abohtwn of plural votmg. He 
re,pected "the hon. merr,ber for Bulimba, who 
had not changed his opinions, but he harl not BO 

much respect for the hon. members who pro
fessed to hold certain opinions at one time and the':' 
changed them simply becan'e other hnn. members 
advocated those views. And that was what had 
really taken placeup•m agreatmanyoccasions. A 
great many hon. members had expressed them
se! ves in favour of one man one vote. The hon. 
member for Carnarvon said that the principle 
was theoretie-tlly correct. But anything th~t 
was theoretically correct could not be wrong •_n 
practice. Everything exi>'t<~ct in theory before It 
was put into practic:, and, if the ~henry ;~ere 
sound the thing was nght. Even a rat! way !:mdge 
or a cathedral existed in theory before It wa.q 
constructed and if the theory were correct, and 
the work 'well carried out, the bridge Would 
carry the train and the cathedral would 
not collapse. He noticed that hon. members 
who "l'posed the motion of the hon. member 
for Burrum did not attempt to defend the 
pre,ent system becanse they could not do it. 
The present system was altogether illogical, at;d 
could not be defended in any W"-:V· People satd 
prnperty should be represented ; but it was C!nly 
property of one sort-land; but property mtght 
exist in various other forms. It was also noD con
sistent, becaus,; it only proposed to give a vote 
for landed property under certain circumstances. 
One man might have any ~mount of landed 
property and have no vote in respect to 
it while another man might have a vote 
ir:: respect to a much less amount. He 
would ask any hon. member who tried to 
defend the present system on any rational 
ground to consider the case. of two men ~vho 
came into this colony each With £1,000 cnpttal. 
One of them settled in Brisbane, for inAt.anc·e, 
and ,;pent his money in estahli~hing an industry, 
buying mqchinery, and employmg ,~Jot of peopl~, 
and taking the risk of snccess ot· far lure; but the 
other bouo-ht ten allotments, worth £100 each, 
in constitnencies in and about Brisbane. 
Now under the present system the foi·mer 
would have only one vote, while the other 
would have eleven ; so that in those cases 
property would not be properly represented, 
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It had been stated that the abolition of plural 
voting would throw all the political power into 
the ha.nds of the metr<>politan constituencies ; 
but he thought it would have the very oppo,;ite 
effect. Ahhough he represented a suburban con
stituency, he said that it was in the city and 
suburban constituencies that the power uf the 
plural ':ote was felt, because it \\as only where 
populatwn was crowded and the constituencies 
close together tha.t it was possible under their 
system, which requirPd personal attendance at 
the poll, for one man to ca.st a number of votes. 
A man might have votes for a great number of 
squatting constituencies out \V est, but he could 
not possibly poll them. 

The HoN. B. D. MOREHEAD: Did you not 
propose to meet that by voting by post? 

Mr. DRAKE said that he had made a pro
pos!ll that where a man went from one con
stituency to another he should, until his vote 
had matured in the fresh constituency, have the 
right of voting by post in the old constituency. 
The abolition of plural voting would operate 
directly in favour of the outside constituencies as 
against the metropolitan constituencies. He did 
not think it was possible by giving any number of 
vote' to particular persons or by withholding votes 
from certain persons to T•Ut m'en on an equality. 
:Men were not on an equality. A man who was 
thrifty and intelligent, and who acquired pro
perty, if he had spent his life well would exercise 
an influence at the ballot-box·which would be far 
greater than he could exercise by means of ten 
or twenty votes. He did not think that any 
man, however much he might be in favour c;f 
the political inequality of the ballot-box, could 
lay down any s:1tisfactory lines upon which that 
inequality could be established; and until some 
one did that he would hold to his first opinion 
that there WD,s no safe resting-place until they 
got political equality at the ballot-box. He 
did not believe that it would operate in 
the way that some hon. members feared. 
Only recently, in New South \Vales, when a 
similar proposal had been before Parlian~ent 
Sir Henry Parkes had caused a return to b~ 
made showing how many plural votes there 
were, and he declared to Parliament that the 
re•ult of the proposal would not have anything like 
the effect which had been anticipated. He was 
sorry that the Colonial Secretary, in view of the 
discussion, had not got a similar return prepared. 
Of course, it might be a heavy task, but still it 
was not a difficult task. The hon. gentleman 
might have found exactly how many voters in 
the colony were entitled under the present 
system to vote more than once, how many were 
en titled to vote three time,, and so on. 

The COLONIAL SECRETARY (Hon. H. 
Tozer): How could I do that without knowing? 

Mr. DRAKE : It could be done by taking the 
names on the rolls. 

The COLONIAL SECRJ<Jl' ARY: I should 
want to identify the names as well. 

Mr. DRAKE said that of course the difficulty 
might arise that there were two persons of the 
same name. It was a great pity that the sugges
tion of the hon. member for Burrnm had not been 
carried-that some que.tion should be added to 
the form of claim as to plnral voting, which 
would in cour8e of time enable the Government 
to find out how many plural voters there were. 
He felt sure that, as in New South ·wales, the 
number ;vould prove to be much smaller than 
was generally believed. He intended to vote for 
the amendment, bec'1use he thought it was the 
right thing. He thought there was no other 
system of voting that could be proposed which 
was so just as the principle of one man having one 
vote and one vote only. Until someone proved 
that the present system was just, he would hold 

to the conclusion that hon. members knew it was 
unju•t, and !that they only clung to it because 
the party that happened to be in power thought 
that under the old system the injusticE' would 
work for their benefit. 

The Ho:;. B. D. MOREHEAD said that the 
hon. member advocated the doctrine advocated 
by several members on the croso-benche.<--that 
was the system of levellin ' do;vn--bringing all 
clown to the lowest level He advocated the 
destruction of all aflpiratio to get higher than 
the lowest rung of the ladder. The hon. gentle
man had talked a great deal about thriH, antl of 
what could be gained by thrift. He had pointed 
out that all that was to be gained by thrift was 
that those who by industry, by suffering, by 
intellect, and by other things, got on :1 little 
better, or in some cases a great deal better, 
than those who had started under exactly the 
S!tme circumstances, should be brought down to 
the same level as those who had failed. They 
were all to be on the same dull level, at the 
bottom of the ladder. The hon. gentleman had 
enough intelligence to know thrtt there was no 
equality in the world, although be pretended that 
he believed that all men should be equal. As 
Pope had put it-
.. Order is heaven's first law; and this confessed, 

Some are, and must be, greater th~m the re~ t, 
More rich, more wise; but 1.vho infers from hence 
That such are happier, shocks all common senh '·" 

He could go on wit.h it, and he could allude to 
"all the blood of all the Howards," if the hon. 
membAr wanted him to go further; but that was 
what Pope had said 120 years ago or rnure, and 
it was true now. The hon. gentleman could not 
crush them down, n0r could all the P''wer 
of the party that he went with push or keep • 
them down to their level. They might strive 
as the;)' chose to drag them down to their ' 
level. The party to whom the hon. and learned 
member was allied was not the party of 
progress, bec11use they were cletermiw·cl that 
there should be no progress in the colony, and 
that there should be no inducement for men 
to get on. They were all to be tied down, and 
were not to be allowed to acqnire property. 
The principle of one man one vote had not been 
recognised up to the present time in the legisla
tion of the colony, and he trnsted that the 
amendment would not be carried. If it were 
carried he was certain it would be a most 
disastrous thing for the colony. 

Mr. GANNON said he might say at once that 
he was going to vote for the amendment. \V hen 
he was a candidate seeking election he said 
he was in favour of one man one vote, though 
at that time he did not know it was going 
to be the question of the clay as it had 
since become. There was then no labour 
party to frighten people, as some hon. mem
bers' seemed to be frightened now. He once 
heard the Chief Secretary, when addressing 
a public meeting, use the words, "Government 
of the people, for the people, by the people ;' and 
he considered that if the amendment was carried 
it would be government of the people, for the 
people, by the people. He took a special note of 
those words at the time he heard them, and now 
he returned them to the hon. gentleman. Hon. 
members who opposed the amendment said 
that property would not be represented if 
they passed the amendment ; but the fact 
was that property was hrg-ely represented 
under the Local Government Acts by the 
dual vote-and even up to three votes. The 
amendment would not take away the representa
tion of property under those Acts. Another 
argument was that it would give· a raw new 
chum the same power as an old colonist who had 
accumulated some means. That was a good 
argument; but the difficulty could be got over by 
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providing that anybor1y who came in hereafter 
would have to be two or threP years before he 
could exerciRe the franchise. A short time ago 
he met the Hon. Mr. Darling, of Bouth Austm
lia, in that Chamber; and being anxious to 
learn all he could about one man one vote he 
asked that gentleman whether in South Au,;
tralia, where it had been the law fol' thirty-one 
years, it had made any special difference in the 
repredentation of the people ; and the reply w "" 
that it had not. lie believed that manhood 
shonld be represente<l beforB property. With 
regard to the argument that the amendment 
would put the drunkard on a level with the nwn 
of thrift, it could be provided that drunkards 
should be disqualified JJter a certain nun1ber of 
convictions. He was going to support the amend
ment because he believl'J it would do ll:ood; and 
even if it did not go throu;,;h now he felt sure that 
it would become law with m the next three or four 
years. 

The HoN. P. PERKIJ'\S said the hon. mem
ber for J:<~noggem must have done great violence 
to his own feelings in making the sperch he hod 
made; but the argumentH he had m<, cl ,would 
not convince any member of the Committee. 
The hon. member for Toombul stated that he 
heard the idea of one man one vote enunciated 
some time ago ; but he never heard it spoken of 
until that political fraud, Sir George Grey, 
came to Sydney, and in popularity hunt
ing laid it down as a cardinal vrinciple. 
That was the first time he (Mr. Perkins) hearil 
of it. He had certainly never ht,wcl it in that 
Committee. Nor had he heard the matter 
dibcussed at any meeting-public, priYate, or 
political. But it was all nonsense for the hon. 
member for Toombul to sav that it was an 
original idea of his own. Theh•m. m em her must 
have borrowed or stolen it from somebody else. 

Mr. GANNON: I never said it was an original 
idea. 

The HoN. P. PERKINS said he understood 
the hon. member to say he had originated 
the idN. What happened after Sir George 
Grey enunciated the idea in 1\lelbourne or 
Sydney after the }'eclc ration Con ventinn ? 
'l'hey were all at sixes anrl sevens in Vic
toria, one politician trying to top the other 
in popularity hunting. The cry of one man 
one vote wa• adopted by the party who 
wanted to get into of:lice. The party at present 
in office adopted it. The Premier made it one 
of the cardinal points of his platform, but 
had since thrown it on one side. The Premier of 
New Zealand was alPo holding it out as a bait to 
catch certain votes; he too was popularity hunting. 
Some men were so bereft of principle that they 
would do anything to get into of:lice or to keep in 
of:lice. The hon. member for Toombul had Rtatecl 
that the question ought to be thrashed out by the 
Committee. It had been pretty well thr:1,hed 
out already. South Australia had been cited as 
an illustration, as an instance of the benefits to be 
derived from the adoption of the principle of one 
man one vote. Had one man one vote placed that 
colony in its present pc•sition? Certainly not. 
Were it !'o~ for the accidental diRcovery of 
Broken Hrll by a stnckrider what would be 
the condition of South Australi~t at the present 
time? Growing four bushels of wheat to the 
acre would not make a country prosperous, no 
matter what sort of labour was ern ployed. He 
contended th"t many of tho"e who had adopted 
the cry of one man one vote in their hunting 
after popularity had since abandoned it. \Vhen 
they had the opportunity of giving effect to it they 
failed to u;;e the opportunity, and the question 
was now lying dormant. One man one vote meant 
that one man was as good as another, and that 
he unhesitatingly denied, There were some men 

in the colony who were as good as twenty other 
men. There wa" nothing in Scripture about one 
nu1n being as gt>od as anothPr ;_on the contrary, 
it was distindly stated that there were different 
orders. If they wanted proof that one man was 
not as good as another, they need not go beyond 
the floor of that House. Vva~ a man's property 
to represent nothing? \Vas a man who came 
across the border with his horse to go shearing 
or droving, or to engage in any other emplo:pnent, 
and had liv,,d in the colony the requisite pro
bationary period to qualify him to vote, to have as 
much say in shaping the destinies of the country 
as the man who by many years of hard work 
and eelf-denial had acqnired a little property? 
Surely not! He (Mr. Perkins) had had many 
opportunities of voting in other parts of Aus
tralia, but had never taken ad vantage of those 
opportuniti -s. He thought that if there was 
to he any legislation on the matter, a man 
should be re,tricted to two votes-that was, 
property should have one vote, and the man the 
othPr. A m ,n who was of migratory habits, 
continually g·oing from place to place, was not to 
be as much trusted with a VCJte as the man who 
w.1s rooted to the soil in some shape or other. 
If those per,;ons whom it was intended to benefit 
by introducing the principle of one man one Yote 
beC'ame the owners of property, they would be 
more jealous of their rights, whether the value of 
their property was great or small, than any 
member who had »poken "gainst the amenC!ment. 
It was all verywellforthose who supported the pro
posal to titlk and howl; but let one of the labour 
people get property, and let anyone attempt to 
interfere with it-even to the extent of putting 
on a 5s. tax-and they would complain louder 
than the great landlords. It had been said that 
JYir. Gladstone was in favour of one man one 
vote. 11r. Gladstnne wa~ in favour of a 
great many things, but before he could accom· 
plish anything in regard to that question 
he had to face a general election in England. 
He was the leader of a great party, and it was 
well known how easily he could evade the matter 
ufter the election was over. He had evaded a 
great manv things in his lifetime, and was so 
profn,;e and fertile in excuses that he would have 
no difficulty in finding an excuse for letting that 
matter slip until he dealt with other more 
important questions. So that very little im· 
porhnc·; was to be attached to the fact that Mr. 
Gladstone had promised that he would go in for 
onf' man one vote. He had other fish to fry 
before he got to that, anrl the question was not 
within the range of practical politics during the 
next session of the Imperial Parliament. No 
one in the colonies had the notion in their 
head;; until Sir Ueorge Grey started his 
public meetings in New South \Vales, and, he 
believed, in Adelaide. Sir George Grey also 
preached the gospel of one man one. vote in ~ew 
Zealand, and the present Prem1er of New 
Zc,,land, Mr. Ballance, had promised to make it 
one of his election cries. 

Mr. DONALDSO~: It is the law in New 
ZealanclJtt the present time. 

The Hox. P. PERKINS said he did not think 
it was, but he might be mistaken. No one could 
aeons~ him of having changed his opinion on 
that subject. He did not want any man to vote 
fifteen times during an election, and the cases 
where tktt was done were extreme cases. He 
should be ashomed of himself if he ever exercised 
the right to vote in more than two electorates. 
He had had the opportunity of doing so thrown 
in hiro way, but he hact never availed himself of 
it, and he trusted that a settlement of the 
question would be arrived at on the lines he had 
suggested-namely, that property should have 
one vote and the n:u•n another vote, 



Elections Bill. [30 JUNE.] Elections Bill. 

Mr. SALKELD said the hon. member for 
Cambooya was mistaken in thinking that was a 
new idea introduced to Au,tralia by Sir George 
Grey. He had believed in the principle since he 
had b·en in the colony. He knew there were 
potent arguments again'st it, but the arguments 
which ought to carry most weight were in favour 
of it. Hon. nlernbers asked why a loafer who 
had only been in the colony six months, and had 
no sttLke in it and done nothing for it, should 
have the same political power as a man who had 
been in the colony all his life. He would point 
out to those who argued in that way that their 
present system permitted just the same thing. 

The Hol!. J. R. DICKSON: That is its im
perfection. 

Mr. SALKELD said if so, how was it that 
tl~er~ had been no ~tttempt to remedy it? How· 
did It work? So far as the town and suburban 
constituencies were concerned, it unduly favoured 
the holders of small allotments waiting for a rise 
in the market, a class of voters who de· erved less 
e1;1conragement than any other. In the country 
districts it enablet.l non-residents holding small 
allotments in a diotrict to turn tlu• scale in an 
election against men who had inve~ted their all 
in that district. If hon. members were sincere 
in their argument about the worthlesqloafer", they 
would do away with that anomaly that exioted 
under the present system. It appeared to him 
that the great cry against the one man one vote 
principle was from the allotment holders, who 
could turn the scale in elecLion", and who, because 
they did not want to lose their hold of the political 
power which the present system gave them, raised 
the "red spectre." It appeared that members 
on the bench in front of him had raised such an 
alarrt;~ tha~ anyone wh'-: professed liberal or pro
gressive VIews of any kmd now was set down as 
an anarchist and all the rest of it. He did not 
wish to be held responsible for the views of any 
member of the Committee when he did not 
agree with them. He did not belong to the 
labour party, though he thought a great many 
of the views and principles they cheld were 
•ound. He did not agree with all their views 
by a long way. He dit.lnot agree with all they 
said on public pla.tforms, and had no sympathy 
with it, but he refused to enter what he called 
the "Tory camp." He believed the manifest 
retrograde tendency of the present Parliament 
bad w alarmed thousands of working men as 
to drive them to join the labour party, though 
they did not agree with much that that party 
advanced. He saw from the reports of the 
debates lately that the hon. member for Balonne 
had urged that all party comiderations should be 
dropped, and he supp~sed thebon. member alluded 
to the parties that before the general election were 
led by SirS. W. Griffith and Sir T. Mclhnaith. 
He wished to say that, so far as the party led 
by Sir S. \V. Griffith was concerned, they hac! 
handed over everything to the other party, and 
were carrying out the policy of the other party 
from end to end. He did not call that a compro
mise or a coalition at all. He hoped hon. mem
bers who held views similar to his would not be 
deterred from speaking or voting in accordance 
with those views, no matter what the Committee 
thought of it. He had hear<! it said lately that 
there were only two parties in the colony now
the law and order party and the labour party. 

The CHIEF SECRETARY : Did you say the 
"lower order " party ? 

Mr. SALKELD: No; that might have come 
from the other side of the Committee-from the 
hon. member for Balonne. 

Mr. DALRYMPLE: You need not insult him 
when he h away. 

Mr. SALKELD said he would say the same 
thing if he was here, 

Mr. DALRYMPLE: You would not say it 
outside. 

Mr. SALKELD said he had not referred to 
the hon. member for Mackay, and the hon. 
member for Balonne was able to take care of 
himself. He would say he was a law and order 
mo.n himseif, and hoped he always would be, 
ant.! he would like to see good government and 
s-trong government carried out, but law and 
order would not •.uffer if e·;ery man in the com
munity hac! a vote. \Vhat he was afrait.l of was 
that a number of men, believing that tho~e who 
now held the power "·ere going to fasten their 
chains upon them and consolidate their own 
political power, might be lee! to vote for candi
dates they did not altogether approve of. There 
Wa8 a great danger of that taking place. They 
did not object to law and order, but they would 
mot have retrograde legislation. 

Mr. A~NEAR : What about the mob rule 
the new member for Bulimba was subjected to? 

Mr. SALKELD said that if "mob rule " 
mectnt physical violence or intimidation he had 
no sympathy with it, and he would back up any 
Government in preserving for every man his just 
rights and protecting him from assault and in
timidation, but he wad not going to throw oYer all 
the libeml conYictions of his life for fear he should 
be classed as out,ide the law and order party. 
He wanted to see every man in the community 
have one vote, and only one vote, and he also 
wanted to see the majority of the voters in every 
electorate carry the election without being 
influenced by cliques and intriguing electioneer
ing agents on some side issue or other. If they" 
had that he should not be afraid of the result to 
the c<llony, for nearly everybody was in favour 
of good government; they had no desire to go 
back to a state of savagedom, where neither life 
nor property was safe. Since the present Parlia
ment came into existence the control of nearly 
all the Government departments had been taken 
out of the hands of the legi<lature. That would 
have to be pnt right in the future. The people, 
when they got a greater share of power, would 
insist upon it. Although one man one vote might 
not be carried in the present Hou"e, he believed 
it would find great favour when the general 
election came on, and there was very little doubt 
that the next Parliament wonld see it become 
the h'w of the land. He deeply regretted to see 
party spirit running so high. Nothing would 
tend so much to the good of the colony as to see 
a cordial understanding amongst the various 
classes of the com'!lunity. He did not want to 
see the community div.ided into two hostile 
camps-the working men on one side and the 
property-holders on the other. But it seemed 
very likely, and there was no doubt that the 
House, by its legislation during the last two 
sessions, had done a great deal to bring 
about that unhappy state of things. There 
wNe certain reforms that must be made 
in a progressive community, and that em
bodied in the amendment of the hon. mem
ber for Bnrrum was one of them. The 
system prevailed in South Australia, in J'\ew 
Zealand, and in the United States of America; 
and from America they had a gre~t deal to learn, 
no matter what exaggerated statements might 
be made about the country being governed by 
lynch law and mob rule. It. was chiefly in the 
Southern St;;tes that mob rule prevailed, and it 
should be remembered that the Southern States 
had been cursed with the cu!'e of slavery, and 
that that was one of the legacies it had left 
behind. Leaving out a small section, there was 
not a more law-abiding people in the world then 
the people of the United States of America. A 
good deal had been said about caucuses, but 
nowhere was (political organisation so complete 
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a.s it was in Great Britain at the present time, 
and he believed that in Great Britain one 
man one vote would be an accompliRhed fact 
before the expiration. of the term of the next 
Parliament. Some people seemed to imngine that 
it would bring ruin and revolution in its train. 
The same thing wae said in Engbnd many 
years ago abouc the adoption of the'ballot. P-nt 
the change had been quite the other ;:·ay. After 
being a witne~s of the hustling and riot which 
prevailed in England under the system of public 
nomination and open voting, he was quite 
charmed at the first election he witnr:ssed in 
Queensland to se0 the way in ,,. hich the ball<>t 
worked. VVith practical experience of it, the 
same change of opinion would take place with 
regard to one man one V<Jto, and people would 
never dream of going back to the old system. 
He should support the amendment. · 

:Mr. HOOLAN said he did not Ruppose that 
anything he could say on the question would 
assist the object the hem. memb .. r for Burrum 
had in view. Why the hon. member should 
have brought for\\ard an amendment of that 
kind, he did not know. However, that was the 
hon. member's own concern. It was a very 
strange thing that anybody should attempt to 
interfere with and annoy a number of people who 
enjoyed .what they evidently considered a very 
great prl vilegP, and one to which they clung verv 
tenaciously. The privilege of dual voting seemed 
to be a very favourite privilege around Brisbane, 
anrl those who enjoyerl it could not be blamed fer 
sticking to it as tightly as possible. It was the 
duty of a man to hold fast what he possessed until 
it was wrest "d from him by someone else who 
had a bet! er right to it. In Brisbane, a m8n did 
not need to be a very large ea pitalist to be able, 
if he chose, to record his vote at fourteen different 
elections, even assuming that they were so far 
adv:>tnced in ]Jrogress or radicalism as to have all 
the elections on one day. 'rhere were a number 
of people in Brisbane who had fourteen votes, 
and he believed that some of them had more. 
Now, admitting that all elec~ions were held on 
one day, there would not be the slightest 
difficulty in any Brisbane t;entleman recording a 
vote in fourteen places. North Bri~bane ;lne 
vote, South Brisbane one, Fortitude Valley one, 
Bulimba one, Toombul one, Enoggera one 
Nundah one, and so on; and under very 
speedy conveyance he might p ;ssibly vote at 
Cabool:.ure a;nd some other outlying distric•. 
If the electJon system was continued as at 
present he could record his vote in twenty-five or 
thirty electorates without any trouble. That 
undue privilege was accorded "to t.hrift, or what 
was called thrift. He took it that the strict 
me1ming of thrift was the accumulation of the 
earnings of daily la hour ; but the ordinary 
accumulations were the result of speculation. 
How, therefore, coulrl it be said that the prop•_rty 
vote was purely and entirely due to thrift? N'o 
doubt it was in some instancee. If they could 
trace the man who saved £100 and invested 
it in a little three-cornered allotment, it might 
be possible to assert distinctly that that wa, .. 
a case of thrift; but there were hundreds and 
th?usands of votes that were given for any
thmg but thrift. A man might be the biggest 
rogue in the world and yet become possessed of 
a property vote. There was nothing to prevent 
a man on a goldfield, as he knew had been done 
robbing his mates,- and coming down here and 
investing his money in subnrban allotmentg, \V as 
his a vote for thrift? That m:tn could most 
decidedly be proved to be a rogue and thief and 
be put in gaol 1f his mates chose to take a~tion 
against him. He also knew a man who came down 
from aN orthern goldfield with £400. He in vested 
it, and in three years sold his investment for 
£11400. He bought a lot of city and suburban 

property, and stood on the roll to-day as a voter. 
How did he gain that .£1,400? VVell, he might as 
well out with it: By selling his wife to a. Chinaman. 
In th"'t c'lse it was the unfortunate Chinaman who 
really ought to have the vote, beclluse he made 
the mcney in the first instance. Thousands of 
insbnces could l•e given of the absurdity of the 
vote for thrift. The vote that w"uld be recorded 
at the general electir,ns would be almost purely 
and entirely a vote gained and originated by 
speculation; and many vf the votes could be 
tracr-d b;wk to absolute dishonesty, because 
many of the individuals who would exercise 
the franchise had never been thrifty; they 
never had had occasion to be. Some were born 
with money, and had continued to handle money 
through the instrumentality of financial institu
tions and the char· cters they bore. \V as the 
vote for thrift in thoFe cases? Those people had 
probably been born with expensiYe habits, had 
lived with expensive habits, "'"d would prob,bly 
die with expensive hal>its. Kow, if they wanted 
to make the thrift vote a fair vote they must go 
eVPn further, a.nd give a vote to those who in
vested their funds in steamships and large manu
factories that required the greatest amount of thrift 
and expenditure of brain power to carry on; but 
yet thoee people got no vote for their thrift. As 
mlttters stood now the man who gained .£100, no 
lll'ltter how he gained it, "'nd invested it in 
property on a rocky eminence, or iu a three
cornered allotment, or a little swltmp, was entitled 
to exercis0 the franchise, no matter who he might 
be. He might invest in a number of rocky 
eminences and frog swamps. He might be the 
greatest rogue in the world, the greatest and 
most notorious speculator, the biggest shuffler 
and 8pieler, the most cowardly and brutal 
wife-beater, and the most disgusting drnnka.rd
and yet he would be entitled to his vote for 
thrift. He might be no use whatever in the 
world; he might he born bad, live badly and 
corruptly-his whole example might hE bad and 
for evil; his every thought in life might be bad, 
and yet he was allowed the important privilege 
of the franchise. He maintained that there were 
thousltnds of men in the community who could 
be pointed to \rho were the very best of citizens, 
who never had been and never would be worth 
o£100 in property, and who, if they had property, 
would never exercise the propert'' vote because 
they knew it to l>e an improper piivilege. Now, 
if it was necess2,ry to give special electoral rights 
to inrlivirluals, why not give a vote to piety? 
Surely they were all Christians, and they harl 
among them anumberof Christian gentlemen who 
devoted their whole li ,-estothe teaching of religion, 
Their life was more or leBs one of sacrifice; and if 
any class of people had superior rights, surely it 
was the clergymen of the colony. That right 
surely belonged more to the men who looked 
after the SJ>iritual welfare of the people than the 
man who went to the racecourse with .£'5 in his 
pocket 11,11d came back with £500, which he 
invested in five allotments, and in two or three 
days recorded five votes on account of them. 
People seemed afraid of equalising the whole of 
the community. They t,Jked as if the poor 
unfortunate people whom tlwy called thieves and 
vagabonds had a different origin, or as if they 
themselves did not come into the world in 
the ordinary way, but came down from the clouds, 
ready.made and ready-dressed, in a beautiful 
dogcart, with a sih'er-mounted whip and a foot
man to wait upon them. Surely some of those 
people must rememLer their own ancestors ! 
If t-hey were rich, and even if their fathers were 
rich, perhaps their grandfathers were not; and if 
all the ancestors they conld trace were rich, they 
could go back to Ad am and Eve, who stood naked 
in the Garden of Eden. Ail people had pedigrees, 
and some of their ancestors might have known 
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poverty in its direst forms. Many people were 
apt to use the~ terms "loafer," "vagabond," 
" worthless scoundrel," and so on, or "vile 
drnnkard," which was an epithet whrch should 
not be on anyone's lips, because anyone might 
become a drunkard, although the vileness might 
be admitted. Many a good man had had to 
travel about with a swag, and many of those 
who had founded the first families in New Sonth 
\V ales and Victoria-he could not get on a tender 
spot by mentioning Brisbane-had tramped about 
with their swags, and some had done even worse. 
Some of them had been tied to a post and un
lawfully flogged for crimes they had never 
committed. People should remember those 
things when they used tho,,e epithets, because in 
these times when property went up and down
and they were told by people who ought to know 
that things were in a shaky condition-they did 
not know who might have to take up his swag 
next. It did not do to hurl those epithet• at men 
whom they might be cocnpelled to meet at the 
roadside and exchange the compliments of the 
day with within a little while. He cared very little 
whether the amendment was carried or not; it 
would be carried as soon ns it was neces,ary, and 
then if it were not found beneficial it would be 
obliterated in the ordinary course of affairs. At 
any rate, it was a matter that some very clever 
people who could not be said to belongtothelabour 
party advocated from the strength of their own 
convictions. Very clever pAople in the adjoining 
colonies believed in it, and so did clever people all 
over the world; and he was convinced the prin
ciple would be adopted in Queensland eventually, 
no matter what the property-owners might do. 
The property vote gave no equalising power to 
the man of intellect. The poet of Queensland 
lived in Brisbane-a man whose natural 
gifts every man should admire and pay a 
certain amount of respect to-and if any man 
should have any privilege it was .Mr. Stephens. 
But he had made inquiries and found that 
his name did not appear on any roll for a pro
perty qualification. That was one m<tn who 
was entitled by his abilities to this privilege, if 
any man was. Then they found there were 1·ery 
few clergymen with property qualifications, except 
those who had b£gan to forget their vows and 
ordinances and to ac:juire money and corner 
allotments. Next take some of the Yery best 
institutions they had, such as convents. Some 
of the clergy had acquired votes on account of 
those laudable institutions, not for the institu
tions themselves, but for the land on which they 
stood. It was .the institution which did good, 
not the land ; that was worth nothing. Let 
them take from amongst themselves a man of 
great intellect, and another man who was good 
at making money. Take the Chief Secretary as 
an example of the former, and strip him of his 
wealth and send him to one of the adjoining 
colonies as a beggar without a shilling. Then 
let them take a man who was not very intel
lectual, but who was in the habit of acquir· 
ing we:1lth, such as the hon. member for 
Rockhampton, l\fr. Pattison, and let them 
try to compare the two men and the value 
they would be to the community, placing the 
intellectual and mental endowments of the one 
against the money-acquiring abilities of the 
other. The Chief Secretary would completely 
outstrip the hon. member for Rockhampton, 
unless another Mount Morgan jumped out of 
the ground, and if it did the hon. member for 
Rockhampton would completely outstrip the 
Chief s('Cretary in the matter of obtaining votes. 
If another lYionnt Morgan ct'opped up, the hon. 
member for Rockhampton could immediately 
obtain a powerful influence at the ballot· box; 
whereas the Chief Secretary, although his value 
would be infinitely greater to the community, 

would have to plod along earni~g money in the 
ordinary way of his profession. _Various reasons 
could be speciously put fprward to _show why 
property-owners should have a vote m order to 
protect their property; but their property would 
be protected all the same. If they went to :New 
Guinea, they would have to get a very large tract 
of country "to be of the value of £100; but if 
10.000 loafers and vag:1bonds went to New 
Guinea, a man who had done nothing to improve 
the property, a11d who ran no risk, might go fr()m 
Brisbane with his thousands of pounds, and at 
once buy and sell them in the matter of voting 
power. The labour party were very little 
interested about that matter. It was a matter 
that could be very fairly left to the working men 
of the colony, and to the business men, apart 
from the pure capitalist who exercised an undue 
influence over his fellow creatures, and over the 
repre"entatives of the State by means of spcculn
tion, and not by any citizen rights. The question 
of one man one vote could be safely left to the 
classes he had mentioned. It was in th'lir hands 
and not in the hands of the labour P'lrty, who 
were not particularly anxious about it. It was 
in the hands of such men as the hon. member 
for Bun·um and the hon. member for .FJnog-gera, 
who could fairly lay claim to be on an equality 
with anyone in the colony. They had no con
nection with the labour party ; but they were 
the advocates of the principle which was belie1·ed 
in by many thousands of the commonwealth. In 
their hands it was about to become law, whether 
for good or evil. He hoped it would be for good. 

Mr. GLA::lSEY said that had it not been for 
the remarks of the h')n. member for Balonne he 
would not have risen. That hon. member had 
stated that there were certain persons in the 
colony-if indeed there were not certain members 
in that Committee-who desire.l to bring down 
everyone to the lowest level. He was not 
aware of any such persons, and he absolutely 
repudiated any such statement so far as he 
was concerned. There was no justification for, 
or testimony to supvort, the statement. Any 
fool could m ~ke statements, but it was D,nother 
thing to prove them; and he had he~rd no 
testimony adduced in RUpport of those wild and 
reckless statements, He had never advocated 
the levelling-down process, He had urged that 
the 1ote belonged to the man, and not to the 
property; and he contended tha? the man who 
withheld from another that wh1ch he had no 
rig-ht to withhold, and the individual who 
claimed that right onght to have an equal voice. 
\Vhen hon. members got up and spoke in such a 
way as to command attention, he thought they 
should be actuated by a desire to make truthful 
statements. It had been said tl::at the Con
servative 1 arty learned nothing~ and forgot 
nothing, and that was applicable to those hon. 
memb~rs who were opposing the proposed 
clause. There was an undercurrent of fear 
running through it all - fear that by ex
tending the franchise, or, at all events, by 
destroying the accumulation vote~ they would 
put all persons on terms of equality, and that 
property would be insecure. But such statements 
had been uro-ed in England whenever any reform 
was advocat~d. When the great reform measure of 
1831 wets beingurge<l the same cry had been raised. 
Property would be insecure, it was said, and persons 
who had no stake in the country were only 
desirous of obtaining political power in order to 
use that power to bring down those who had 
propertv to their level. Had that b·."en the 
result?" The same thing had taken place when 
Catholicemancipation had been demanded. There 
was a hobgoblin cry raised that the property of 
the Protestant population would be endangered 
if their Roman Catholic fellow-countrymen 
were allowed to have a voice in conducting 
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the affairs of the nation. But no harm had 
result8d from carrying out that reform. Hight 
up to the present mom(lnt when any measure of 
refurm had been urged by those who were a 
little in advance of the standstill party, they had 
been branded as levellers. It was astonishing 
in that enlightened age that hon. members, who 
must be thoroughly conversant with those 
matters of history, should stand up and use such 
miserable arguments. There was no truth in the 
statement made that there were certain po.rties 
in the Committee and in the country who desir0d 
to obtain more political power with the view of 
depriving others of their accumulations. He 
coveted no man's goods-not even a single blade 
of grass or an ear of corn-and unless there 
was some evidence to supr.:ort those statements 
it was unfair for hon. members to make them. 
In the old country they were in the throes of a 
general election, and so strong was the feeling on 
the question of one man one vote that both poli
tical parties had declared in its favour. Jliir. 
Gladstone had declared emphatically in favour 
of the principle; ;>lr. Balfonr had practically 
declared in its favour ; and Mr. Parnell before 
his death had declared in favour of one man 
one vote. It had been law for many years 
in South Australia, and had recently become 
Jaw in :New Zealand. \Vas property Je<s 
secure in either of those colonies? It had 
been carried through the Legislative Assembly 
of New South \Vales by an overwhelming 
majority, but had not yet been carried into law 
there, Lec.:mse it was blocked by the Upper 
Chamber. He thought it was not unreasonable 
to ask those individuals who opposed the amend
ment on the ground that property would be less 
secure, to give some information in support of 
their statements. Let them show if they could, 
where the principle of one man one vote had 
been injurious to the well-being of communities 
where it had been introduced. Instead of that 
they simply got up and made wild, outrageous, 
nonsensical statements to the effect that certain 
parties desired to acquire other peop!t"s pro
perty. He was not acquainted with those 
persons, and so far as he was concerned he gave 
those statements a flat denial. The man who 
had worked for his property should have it pro
tected. He had no desire to injure any man's 
property; he had no desire to urge a policy of 
levelling down ; but he had a great desire to 
urge a policy of levelling up. He cared not for 
hard names-many hard words had been hurled 
at him, and his bones were still whole-but 
the hon. n,ember for Balonne would pardon him 
for saying that it was unfair and unmanly to 
hurl those wild and reckless statements at him 
and his friends near him, because they differed 
from that hon. member. IV as it fair that 
because they supported the amendment they 
should be called anarchists anrllevellers-persons 
who wanted to bring about disorder, destruction, 
and a violation of the rights of property? He 
trusted that though they d1ffered in opinion 
from other hon. members they might be given 
credit for honest motives. He did not suppose 
that anything they said would be taken any notice 
of by the hon. member for Balonne and those 
who thought with him. That was a thing he did 
not care for ; but he objected very strongly to 
the statement being const::tntly made that they 
were craving other people'g property. Until the 
question was settled in the way indicated by 
the amendment proposed by the hon. member 
for Burrum there would be discontent among a 
large number of persons in the colony who 
would have no voice in the government of the 
country. It was very unfair to withhold the 
suffrage from them, more particularly when 
other members of the community could vote in 
three or four different electorates. He thought 

~Mr. GLASSEY, 

that one vote was sufficient for any man ; 
and as to there being cause for any dread or 
fear that if the suffrage was extended it would 
lead to people attempting to take possession of 
property belonging to others, there was none 
whatever. Such a thing had not happened in 
other places where the principle of one man one 
vote had been adopted, and the people of Queens· 
land were quite as desirous to see the colony 
prosperous as were the veople of any other coqntry 
to see their country prosperous. 

The HoN. B. D. MOREHEAD said he had 
been singled out by the hon. member for 
Bundanba as one upon whom he should pour 
out the vials of his wrath. He (Mr. Morehead) 
supposed he would have to submit to it, but he 
would not submit without hitting back. Some 
forty-nine years ago, or thereabouts, he happened 
to be born in tbe colony of New South Wale•. 
At that time Queensland was a part of New 
South \Vales, so that he might be said to have 
some sort of vested interest in Queensland. 
Some forty-two years after that he had to be 
taxed to import the hon. member who had just 
attacked him. 

Mr. HOOLAN : An old story. 
The HoN. B. D. MOREHEAD said it might 

be an old story. Admitting, then, that he was a 
person of ordinary intelligence, which he was 
not going to dispute-he did not know whether 
any other hon. member was going to do so
and having some little knowledge of the 
colony, having lived in it all his life, with 
the exception of two years or a little more, he 
thought he ought to know something about the 
colony and its requirements, and that he was 
entitled to express his opinion about what was 
right or wrong for the colony with as much 
weight as, if not more weight than, the hon. 
member for Bundanba. 

Mr. GLASSEY: But do not impeach other 
people of dishonesty. 

The HoN. B. D. MOREHEAD said he did 
not impeach anybody of dishonesty. He never 
charged the hon. member with dishonesty, and 
if the hon. member thought he did, and the cap 
fitted, he was very sorry. The hon. member had 
been imported into the colony, and had he done 
any good to it? Had the colony benefiterl by his 
advent? The hon. member himself had, no doubt, 
benefited by it to a considerable extent. He 
drew £25 a month, as salary, as a very proper 
representative of his constituency, no doubt; if 
he was not, he would not be there. 'l'he hon. 
member had also succeeded in g-etting two of his 
sons into the Civil Service, and he posed with 
his friends as the representative of the labour 
party. But they were not the representatives 
of the labour party. The labour party were 
represanted by every member in that Committee, 
and not by thoae members who called themselves 
the labour representatives. He (Mr. Morehead) 
had had more to do with labour than the hon. 
member for Bundanba had ever had to do 
with it, and had paid as full a wage as ~he 
hon. member had ever paid. He wanted to 
point out that the hon. member had done remark· 
ably well since he came to the colony. He had 
achieved a position of £300 a year, and had got 
two of his sons into the Ci vi! Service. Was 
there any other member of that Committee who 
had two son• in the Civil Service? He 
(Mr. Morehead) did not think there was one. 
Yet that hon. member was the gentleman who 
got up and inveighed against the corruption that 
existed, while his sons fattened on that corruption, 
if there was any. 

Mr. HALL said he rose to a point of order· 
Had the position of the two sons of the hon. 
member for Bundanba any relation to the ques
tion of one man one vote? 
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The CHAIRMAN said : I understood the 
hon. member for Balonne was replying to some 
remarks made by the hon. member for Bun
danba. At present I fail to see the connection 
of his remarks with the question before the 
Committee. 

The HoN. B. D. MOREHEAD said he would 
show the connection. It was the connection 
between father and son. The hon. member for 
Bundanba had pmctically three vote'S, every one 
of which was paid for by the State. There was 
not the slightest doubt the hon. member had 
the power of influencing his sons. 

Mr. HAMILTON: He has three sons. 
The HoN. B. D. MOREHEAD said he was 

told that the hon. member had three sons in the 
Civil Service. He sincerely trusted the hon. 
member would stop that )JUtting of his family 
into the Civil Service. 

Mr. GLASSEY: He has six sons. 
The HoN. B. D. MOREHEAD ~aid the hon. 

member had six sons, with three, or half, in the 
Ci vi! Service. He supposed that all those 
capable of passing the examination, or of getting 
into the service by dodgery or trickery of some 
sort, had been put there; so that the hon. member 
had four votes; and that was the man who passed 
as the advocate of one man one vote ! He 
was "the Miller of Dee, with his childrBn three 
riding along on his big roan horse." ';['hey had a 
multiple votP, absolutely concentrated in the 
man who objected to anything but one man one 
vote, and every one of those votes was paid for 
by the State. Yet the hon. member came there 
and said, •' Everything is wrong, the people are 
overtaxed; the Ci vi! tiervice is stuffed with the 
offspring of Ministers and members of Parlia
ment, but I have only three sons in the Civil :Ser
vice." That was the man who posed as the great 
patriot. It was too preposterous and absurd, 
but that was always the way with those patriots, 
especially the imported one". He (Mr. Morehead) 
had been a member of the House for twenty-one 
years, and dming that time they had never had 
a pure patriot until they imported one. He did 
not like the imported article-of that ~ort, at any 
rate. If it was a question of deporting them, 
especially at the present time, when the· services 
of the hon. memb~r would be very useful in 
England, he would be perfe:1tly willing to sub
scribe to send him back. The hon. member had 
got a very ragged follnwing, and did nnt seem to 
have succeeded in attracting towards him the 
class of men whom they might have expected 
to see from the speeches he had made. 
He had gone up and down the country, and 
had sncceeded admirably in putting some of 
his poor dupes in gaol, and keeping them there 
by his after-action. A more perfect trapper of 
the unsugpecting working ma.n they had never 
imported into the colony. If the hon. member 
could only trap mbhits as well as he could trap 
men, he (Mr. Morehead) would suggest that he 
should be sent out into the West. The hon. 
member had also lured men-he would not say to 
destruction-but to do that which had caused a 
black mark on their career which would last all 
their lives. He had been a successful schemer, 
and had kept his own head out of the noose up to 
the present, and done it very skilfully. But to 
come back to the original statement : \V ere 
those who really had some stake in the colony, and 
those who were born in the colony, to be misled 
by men who were imported at the expense of the 
country, who were worthless in the olrl country, 
and were shot out like some other rubbish? 
He believed that when they went to the 
electorates those men who thought they were so 
strong would be thrown out. He had been told 
that himself and others were to be ejected. He 
did not think so, and, at any rate, they would 

not go down without a fight. The hon. member 
would not put them down by all hi' bouncing or 
by n,nything that appeared in the Worker, or by 
anv of his proposals for managing the country 
which he knew nothing about, and over which 
he travelled only at the expenHe of his dupes. 
\Vhen the time did come he thought the hon. 
member would find himself in a smaller minority 
and with even a weaker following than he had at 
present. 

Mr. HAMILTON said they had been told by 
the hon. member for Bundanba tlm\ he had 
never advccated a policy of levelling down, but 
they could only judge of that by results, and 
two members of the party to which the hon. 
member belonged had )Jlaced their resignations 
in the hands of the powerful a'<ociation with 
which the hon. member was connected, and 
which advocated a levelling-down pulicy. The 
hon. member had, as usual, occupied a large 
portion of his speech in blowing his own trumpet 
and stating that every man in the Committt'O but 
himself made ridiculous statements. With regard 
to the levelling-down policy, they !mew that 
about seven years ago everything was going on 
well in the colony, high wages were paid, and 
there was a friendly feeling between capital and 
labour. That went on until the advent of a few 
agitators, and since that time c,;pital and labour 
had been at each other's throatA, wages were 
lowered all round, and no one prospered but 
the agitators. He would like the hon. mem
ber to point to any action of the party to 
which he belonged calculated to build up the 
colony. The hon. member for Enoggera told 
them that those who opposed the amendment 
knew that the present 8y,tem was unjust, and 
wished to retain it for their own benefit. It 
was unmanly to make such statements unless 
they could be proved, and that statement 
was an untruthful one. The men who were 
most prolific in such statements whined loudest 
when statements of the kind werf' made against 
themselves. He agreed with the hon. member for 
Balonne that the term "labour party," as applied 
tothehon. member for Bundanbaandhis followers, 
was a misnomer. Almost every member opposed 
to them had attained his present poHition by 
hard work, and in most cases by manual labour, 
while tbe member who led Lhe so-called "labour 
p:>rty" had never done a day's manual labour 
since he had been in the colony. 

The CHAIRMAN: I must point out to the 
hon. member that the qpestion before the Com
mittee is the proposed new clause. 

Mr. HAMILTON said the hon. member for 
Enoggeraused one of the most unanswerable argu
ments against the amendment when he stated 
that the sober, intelligent, and thrifty man 
would always exercise a greater and a better 
influence tha:n the idle and thriftless kafer; 
and the hon. member then proposed to level 
down the sober, intelligent, and thrifty man 
to the level of the loafer. It should be remem
bered that at present there was no colony 
in Australia, and probably no country in the 
world, in which greater facilities were given to 
people to become voters than in Queensland. 
Take the case of a gold mine, where one man 
held one share and another 20,000 sharee, it 
was not thought unjust that the man who held 
the greatest interest in the venture should have 
the greatest voice in its management. To show 
the inadvisability of adopting the one man one 
vote principle, he need only refer to what 
took place in the Western districts when the 
strike took place. At that time a number 
of persons, because they did not get everything 
they wanted, held meetings, at which they stated 
they would bring Queensland to such a position 
that she would not recover for generations, 
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They were to do that by exerting political 
influence or by the fire-stick; but if those men 
had a stake iri the colony they could not afford 
to act in that manner. It was a strong argument 
against the amendment to say that a man who 
had only been in the colony s1x months should 
h<tve equal political power with a m<>n who by 
hard work had acquired some property, and whose 
interests were bound up in the colony. A man by 
dint of hard work might have assisted in sending 
a district ahead, in devdoping its resources, and 
giving employment to a large number of people 
in it, and after accumulating property in it 
he mi;ht come to Brisbane to live, and yet that 
man, though he might know every man, wQman, 
and child in that district, and all its wants, 
W<luld have no vote in it, while a loafer who 
had only been there six months and who had 
gathered his knowledge of politics by loafing 
about public-houses would be entitled to a vote. 
The men who ad,·ocated the one man one vote 
principle were also the men who advocated that 
the only tax in the colony should be a tax upon 
land and property. That was to rp.eet all the 
expenses of the State, and yet the people from 
whom it was to be taken were to be denied a 
vote in respect of their land or property. In 
connection with that subject it was strange to 
notice how circumstances altered cases. Before 
the last Ministry was formed one man who h>td a 
wild dream of becoming the holder of a portfolio 
actually voted against the property tax, and 
that was the hon. member for Bundanba. 

Mr. GLASSEY: And he gave his reasons 
for it. 

Mr. DALRYMPLE said it wag of very great 
importance to the Committee to know whether 
the argnments submitted to it were sound or 
not ; and if he deemed it right to challenge the 
accuracy of any hon. member's argument, he 
trusted that it would be understood that he did 
not dn w with the in~ention of being offensive in 
any way. The h<m. member for Burrum arg11ed in 
support of his amendment that if they extended 
the franchise they would stop strikes-that the 
mere fact that the franchise was not extended to 
all persons in the colony was the cause of strikes. 
If the hon. member would only look at the facts 
to be observed in other parts of the world, he 
would see that exactly the contrary was the case; 
that in countries where the franchise was the 
most extended the largest and most numerous 
strikes took place. The test of a theorv was its 
correspondence with facts. The hon~ member 
told the C..1mmittee that in Great Britain there 
had been 880 strikes in twelve month.~. In the 
United ::1tates of America the franchise was still 
more liberal than in the United King-dom. 

Mr. POWERS: You proved the other night 
that it was not. 

Mr. DALRYMPLE said that was in three 
States only. In the report of the chief of the 
Labour Bureau of the United States it was 
stated that cl uring the &ix years ended Decem
ber, 1886, the number of men on strike was 
1,323,200-a great deal more than came out in 
the United Kingdom-and. that the actual loss 
to the nation through those strikes amounted to 
not les> than £24,000,000, or an average per 
annum of £4,000,000. In the United Kingdom 
the strikes during the ten years preceding 1880 
amounted to 2,352, the average per year being 
23n. In Italy during the five years ended in 1876 
they amounted to 20G, or an average per year of 
40, as compared with 235 in the United King
dom. The electors in Italy were 21 per 1,000, 
while in the United Kingdom they numbered 
155 per 1, 000, yet in Italy there were far fewer 
strikes. He might also remind the hon. member 
that in British India, where there did not 

happen to be any electors at all, there were no 
strikes. Therefore, so far as that argument was 
concerned, it lHtd failed most lamentably. 
It had been pointed out that the amend
ment was not altogether clear, or that if 
it was clear it involved another question. It 
was not only the question that no man ehould 
have more th»n one vote, but that every man 
should have a vote. They had heard it argued 
that everyone had an inherent right to one vote. 
If that were so, why should it be denied to 
anyone-why deny it to kanakas, or lunatics, or 
gaolbirds? The real fact was that the franchise 
was given to a certain portion of the community 
because it was deemed to be for the good of the 
whole that they should ex,ercise it. If it were 
deemed advantageous for a certain number of 
people to have no votes, it would be perfectly 
right to withhold them. 'rhey acted on ti:at 
principle in the colony. The people who ha<l no 
votes were persons who had no fixed homes, 
and there was a very good reason for it. The 
people who voted for legislators ought, when they 
exercised such an important duty, to be respon
sible for what followed. A man without a settled 
home could escape all the trouHe which bad 
legislation and fooliah extravagance might bring 
upon the whole colony. If he were allowed to 
govern the country and to escape the conse
quences he would be in the position of a captain 
who, when his ship got among the breakers, got 
on shore, leaving his p"'ssengers and crew behind 
him. They had no confid~nce in capt>ins of 
that sort ; but they had confidence in captains 
who sank or swam with the ship, or were the 
last to leave her when she had to be abandoned. 
It had been remarked by the hon. mem
ber for Enoggera that their present electoral 
system was not altogether logical. He (Mr. 
Dalrymple) admitted that there were things in 
it that might be objected to. But whether a 
system was logical or not mattered very little. 
'l'he question was, how the system worked. The 
Constitution of tl:e United States of America 
was symmetrical and logical and worked well, 
because it suited the people who lived under it. 
But Bolivia, Venezuela, and Argentine, in South 
America, had exactly the same Constitution as 
the United States, and it worked the reverse 
of well. The British Constitution wa~ dis
tinctly a most inconsistent piece of work ; it 
was anything but symmetrical or logical. From 
what he had read of the French Constitution he 
believed it was most consistent-it was thoroughly 
symmetrical ; bnt yet Sir Henry Maine said, 
"Since the introdJclion of politwal liberty in 
France the Government has been three times 
overturned by the mob, three times by the 
army, and three times by foreign invasion." 
Now, he individually preferred a system which 
perhaps was not altogether good, but which 
would work, than the most perfect system in the 
world which had only one fault and that was that 
it would not work. ln Spain since 1812 there had 
been forty serious military risings, seventeen of 
which were perfectly successful. Those cases 
happened in countries where doubtless the Col!· 
stitution was an admirable one. The Consh· 
tution there was similar to that of the United 
States. 'rh en again out of fourteen presidents of 
the Peruvian Republic thirteen had been assassi
nated or had died in exile. The Constitution 
there was perfect, but then it would not work. 
It had been said by a man of some eminence 
that \vhere equality and security, which were 
both good thin.C(s in their way, came into 
conflict, equality must go to the wall. They 
must have security first, because equality would 
only give them a part of what security would 
give. If it added to the permanence and 
stability of the country to give to those people 
who were responsible for its debts; and who 
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mild not well shuflie away, an extra vote, 
then he said he did not care whether it was 
logical or not to do so. What they wanted
and it was an essential element in the 
exi;tcnceof every Government-was stability. In 
Victoria it had been proposed to give a vote. to 
the individual and a vote also for what they 
called thrift. Practic,.,!ly that wag a vote to 
people who had some description of property. It 
had b2en pointed out by some hon. member~ that 
a great many people in the colony did not get a 
vote, and be believed they had come to that con
clusion from the return read out by the hon. 
member for Bundanba; but no one ever laid 
sufficient stress on the fact that the census was 
taken on the 5th April. The strike was then in full 
operation-and to show the state of the country, 
and how impossible it was to draw the conclusion 
which had heen drawn from that census-on the 
1st of April Abor Creek bridge was cut. The 
people were excited, and numbers were massed 

• together for military purposes, and the men who 
compiled the census said that in consequence of 
the strikeitwasimpossible that theirretnrns could 
be as satisfactory as they otherwise should be. He 
said there that the conclusion based on the 
£gm·e• given was wrong. But assuming that a 
great many people had not got votes in this 
colony, whose fault was that? In the main, it 
was their own fault. If they refused to give 
people votes under certain circumstances ; if it 
were possible for every man to have a vote
and he distinctly said it was, unless he was 
afflicted by tl1e Almighty-then he could get 
a vote after six months' residence. In his own 
district, although there were a number of men 
who annually went shearing, still they had 
homesteads. The difficulty they saw among 
people, generally speaking, was not in regard to 
the difficulty of birth or the difficulty of what 
they would earn, but what use they. made of 
what they earned; and he said it was within the 
power of every man in the colony to obtain 
not only the vote which he held by virtue of his 
individunJity, but to obtain another vote by 
'irtue of his property. The objections, there' 
fore, that had been urged, did not appear 
to him to be conclusive. The amendment 
really would not dovetail into the other part 
of the electoral laws. It had heen pointed out 
that the question raised had been of no con
sequence, but that latterly it had assumed con
siderable space in the eyes of the people. The 
amendment of the htm. member for Burrum 
was not of vast importance of itself, he 
admitted, but he took it as the advance gnard, 
and a great many other people took it as 
the advance guard, of something else which it 
was proposed to establish here-that was, to give 
to every man a vote. They found that a certain 
section of the community that had a great hand 
in the industrial disturbances were the party 
that attached most importance to the proposal. 
They said, first of all, they would get the reforni 
pwposed ; then, every man a vote ; and then, 
having got the government of the country into 
their own hands, they would disfranchise every
one else. That was what they themselves 
anticioated, That was what they preached, and 
he said, therefore, that with that doctrine before 
them it was their business to endeavour to 
conserve all those institutions of the country 
,which tended towards stability; and seeing what 
they saW, and hearing what they heard, he thought 
they might apply the proverb-" Surely in vain 
the net is 'pread in the si((ht of any bird." 
It had heen also said that in S<mth Australia no 
p~rticular difficulty had occurred in consequence 
of the enactment of a similar proYision. He 
could not say how many different Governments 
they had had there within a few years, but one 
thing was certain, and that was, that the tenure 

of office ln that colony was singularly unstable. 
If they wanted to alter the laws they must show 
that some advantrtge would follow, and it was 
not sufficient to say that no harm would be done 
if they did alter it. In any case, what occurred 
in South Australia wa.s only partially the effect 
of the system of one man one vote or any legis
lation. A great deal of the position of South 
Australia was attributable to the development of 
its resources, and it was quite pobclib!e that a 
mine like the Broken Hill might <'arr·y the colony 
through in spite of legislation which, on the 
whole, was injurious. The hon. member for 
Btmdanba said he had never coveted any man's 
property. He did not charge him with having 
done so ; but, aocordiog to the manifesto 
which . was published by the Australian Labour 
:Federation, of which th~ hon. genflelllan was a 
distinguished member, and possibly one of the 
chiefs, they distinct!~· claimed all the boats 
of the Australasian United Steam Nadgation 
Company- boats built on the Clyde or the 
Tyne, and which had been paid for by foreil-(n 
money-to which the labourers of the colony 
had not contributed one farthing. They said, 
"'fhat belongs to labonr; we are labour; ~riYe 
us the boats." Supposing that he went to the 
hon. memberforBundanba and said, "You did 
not make that watch, labnur made it; I am 
labour, give me the watch." That was a sample of 
the doctrines which were being promc~lgated or 
announced by the organisation of which the hon. 
member was really the principal representative. 
And there was another thing that he remem
bered. 'l'he hon. member was addressing some 
persons at Bundanba, and he pointed to a house 
on a hill belonging to Mr. Lewis Thomas, 
and which Mr. Thomas paid for; and he was 
informed that the hon. gentleman said,· "Now, 
there, boys, all that belongs to you; labour 
made it-in other words, confiscate that house." 
Therefore, he said that nothing was more plain 
than that the party which called itself socialistic 
propo,ed to erect itself upon the ruins of the 
present social edifice. They appeared to have no 
idea of getting on themselves, unless, like parasites, 
they had something else to begin with. The world 
was very wide, and if those principles were 
sound-that labour dirl everything and capital 
nothing, and that therefore capital should be 
confiscated-there was ample opportunity to put 
them into operation. It wottld not be necessary 
for them at any rate, first of all, to go about 
like pirates and say,~' Stand and deliver;" but 
they would build up a social system for them
selves- He believed, and there was no more 
reason to disbelieve it than a good many other 
things which they knew to be true, that there 
was a pa.rty here such as there was in France 
and Germany, whose opinion was that it was 
much easier to confiscate what other people 
had than to earn it themselves. That was 
a much more feasible scheme for enriching 
themselves for the time being. They would 
have a good time for a week, until it Lecame 
necessary for somebody else to work; and as 
nobody would work, there would be an end of it. 
Believing as he did, and as others did, that 
there wtts a party within the colony holding 
those views, he thought it was in the interests 
of all society, the poor in particular, as well as 
the rich and the middle clasRe,;, to pre,·ent what 
that party propo.sed-namely, the reconstruction 
of society, So far as he could H':e, there was only 
one part of that work thP.y were capable .,f 
performing, and that was the destruction of the 
preoent system; he did not believe they could 
reconstruct it. All that being consi<lered, it was 
their business to particularly watch those move
ments which that party themselves said were 
necessary as the £rst stE>p, and which were to 
he followed by other steps, which would be 
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succeeded by the last step, which was called 
"nationalisation," and that meant confiscation. 
He did not think the hon. member for Burrum 
intended this as the first move, but it had been 
repeatedly announced that this was the game. 
:Fir"t they phyed one <;ard, and then another, and 
then they took the pool. Thi< was the first ad ver
tised step toward; the domination of one portion 
of society over the whole of the rest of it. He did 
not belbve it would be successful for the simple 
reason that he had too much reliance upon the 
sound common sense of the people. 'rhey would 
be no more euccesdnl permanently than :Robe
spierre and :i\IaLtt of the Paris revolution. Thee>' 
were competent to be a temporary horror, and 
that was all; but belie dug· that that was the 
aim, antl this was one of the stepJ they propoYed 
io take, he should not have !.he pleasure of sup
porting the amendment of the hon. member. for 
Bur rum. 

Mr. POWJ<~RS said when the hon. member for 
l\Iackay first rose he expected that his arguments 
wet·e about to be knocked to pieces, because 
there was no man more capable of doing it than 
the hon. member; but the hem. member entirely 
failed to do that, so he believed his arguments 
must have been very strong- indeed. One argu
ment dealt with was that he had said that the adop
tion of the principle would not help to settle the 
present difficulty. He (Mr. PowerH) claimed that 
it would r!o so, and he instanced South Australia, 
where it had been in force for tweuty-six yeav. 
If this was only the first step, and it had been 
taken twenty-six years ago in South Australia, 
why had theynotgone on with the other steps? He 
was only asking them to abolish plural voting. 
Before the shearers' strike was on in Queensland, 
there was a conference on the snbj~ct between 
the sqnatters and the shearers in South Australia, 
and the difficulty was settled. It was settled in 
Snuth Australia before it commenced in Queens
land at all. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER : Th<Jy are 
trying to sneak in behind us now, 

:i\fr. POWERS said that it had worked well in 
South Amtralia, \Vhen the question had been 
debated at the Federal Convention, and the 
question of taxation came on, and how the 
federal revenue should be raised, it had been 
pointed out by the Chief Secretary that so 
frugal and contented and cheaply governed were 
the people of South Australi,; that it would nut 
be a fair basis, so far as '•Queensland was con
cerned, to tax them on the same level. 

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I do not re
member anything of the kind. 

Mr. POWERS said that the taxation per head 
in South Australia was very much less than it 
was in Queensland. 

The CHIEF SECRETARY: That is all new 
to me. 

Mr. PO\VE:RS said the bon. g·entleman knew 
that the taxation there was vecy much less, and 
that the people were more contented, more 
frug-al, ,;nd were governed at less expen·e than 
in Queensland. Then, if they took the laws of 
South Anstralia, they would find that the laws 
relating to capital and labour were nowhere 
more fair than in that colony. The Heal Pro
perty Act had been introduced there. He con
tended, therefore, that where the sy;.tem had 
been tried it had proved a succe>s. Hon. mem
bers had deb,;ted the qnestion as if it were an 
innovation, but the s,;me arguments had been 
applied in every Pariiament in Australia except 
Tasmania, rtnd always ineffectually. The people 
in the other colonies bad heard and weighed all 

the arguments in Victoria, South Australia, 
N8w South \Vales, and New Zealand; and they 
had decided that the argnments against were not 
so strong as those in favour of the ab_olition of 
plural voting. It. was not an alteratwn of the 
qualification at all. Those who were unable to • 
get on to the rolls now would not be able to get 
votes if the clause were passed. 

The Hox. J. R. DIOKSO~: That is a re£tric
tion. 

::\1r. PO \VERS said that it was a restriction 
on those who wanted two votes. It was a 
matter for consideration afterwards whether the 
electorates should be of equal value, but that had 
not been found necessary in other places where 
the principle was in operation. It would give no 
votes to those who could nut pass the ordeal under 
the Bill. The whole thing, therefore, was narrowed 
down to the question whether plural voting was a 
good thing for the constituencies or not. As one 
who believed that it was not a good thing, and 
that people, and not n.llotments, should have the 
vote, he had moved the cbuse ; and no argument 
that had been brought against it had proved that 
he wa~ wrong. The strongest argument against it, 
and the one he had felt the most, was that raised 
by the hon. member for Port Curtis; but the 
ar"ument was not so much what the amendment 
wr7uld do in itself, but what it mig·ht lead to. 
It had not led to anything in South Australia, 
and it could not lead to anything in Queensland 
unless they decided to ,;llow it. He had felt that 
hon. gentleman's argument very much, because 
he had lived all his life in the colony, and 
intended to live here in the fnture, and had 
a stake in the country, and h:td children living 
here. He would not ruin them nor the colony 
if his clause were carried, »s that would be a 
greater consideration with him than any other 
interest he could possibly have. But he was 
s:ttisfied it would be for the good of the colony 
that plural voting should be abolished; and hold
ing that opinion, it would have been cowardly 
had he not proposed the clause. He was very 
much obliged to hon. members for the. tem
perate manner in which the debate had been 
carried on ; it would allow the public to form 
some idea as to whether one man one vote would 
be a good thing for the colony or not. The 
question had been raise.l at the recent elect.ions 
in the electorates of Bundaberg, Bulimba, and 
Barcoo; and it would be raised in every elec
torate at the general election. No question 
should have been debated more before the 
dissolution of Parliament than that of one man 
one vote. He had understood the Onloni,;l 
Secretary to say that he calculated there were 
15,000 plural voters, which wa> too large a pro
portion out of the number of electors in the 
colony. 

Mr. BARLOW: That was the number of 
freehold voters-not plural voters. 

Mr. POWEHS said that was what the Colonial 
Secretary had said. He would point out one 
thing to the Chief Secretary-he did not know 
whether the hon. gentleman was aware of it-but 
persons were claiming voted as sh,;reholders 
in companies owning land. 

An HoNot:HABLE l'viEl!BEl\: Nonsense ! 

Mr. POWERS said it was true. They only 
registered them-:el ves as intere<ted in tbe land, 
and they were not aeked the questions which he 
hd suggested should be put in, and which would 
have prevented them being registered ou the 
rolls. 

The CHIEF SECHETARY: The hon. 
gentlem»n dicl not suggest any question that 
would raise that rn11tter. 
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Mr. POWERS said that in ciRuse 7 of the 
Elections Act it provided-

" 'Yhen premises are jointly owned, occupied, or'helrl 
on leage within the meaning of the last preceding 
section by more persons than one, each of such joint 
owners, oc<>npiers. or lessees shall be entitled to be 
entered on the roll in respeet of the premiSf"S in case 
the value of his individual interest therein separately 
considered would, under the provisions of the last 
preceding ~ection, entiHe him to be so entered." 

He coulrl tell the hon. gentleman that under that 
clause claims were being put in and allowed for 
pPrsons who owned an interest in a company 
over £100. The member' of cortJorations had 
votes, although they could not vote under the 
municipal law. 

The CHIEF SECRETARY: The law does 
not allow them to do so ; those people must 
make false dechtrations. 

Mr. POWERS said that they claimed because 
they were interested up to £100 as shareholders. 

Mr. BARLOW: That refers to freeholds, and 
not to registered cr,mpanies. 

Mr. PO\VERS said th>\t, a registered companv 
was the registered owner. . • 

Mr. BARLO\V: That is wrong. 
Mr. POWERS said that they held an indi

vidual interest. 
Mr. BARLOW: That ought to be put a stop 

to. 
The CHIEF SECRETARY: The law is all 

right, but that is contrary to the law. 
Mr. PO\VERS said that was one of the ways 

in which plural voting was being used. 
The CHIEF SECRE1'ARY : Why is it not 

objected to ? 
Mr. POWERS said that when they put in 

their applications they stated that they were 
interesterl as members of comnanies in which 
their interest was upwards of £100. 

The CHIEF SECRETARY: Anybody can 
get on the roll by committing perjury. 

Mr. POWERS said that it did not state that 
members of companies could not do it, and that 
was one way in which plural voting was being 
abused. If no one could have more than one 
vote, that objection would be remnved. AnotbRr 
argument that had been used against the 
principle was that it would allow Brisbane to 
rule the country ; but no place was ruled 
more by nlnral voting than Bri.sbane. The 
people of Brisbane could have a sav in the elec
tions in thirteen different constituencies, and 
some bad three or four members; and if plural 
voting were abolished, Brisbane would not have 
the c<mtrol it had at prPsent. In Victoria. at the 
last election, there had been only the questions of 
one man one vote and one man two votes when 
he had property. 

The CHIEF SECRETARY: Were those the 
only questions raised? 

Mr. PO\VERS said that those were the two 
questions raised upon that matter by the Con
servative party. The people would see the argu
ments that hnd been nsPd, D.nd would weigh those 
arguments, and he believed the verdict would be 
in favour of the abolition of plural voting. 

Mr. CALLA'N said that the effect of the 
amendmem; would simply he to increase the 
power of the Southern constituencies where there 
was most population, nnd he had heard no reason 
why it should be adopted. 

Mr. McMASTER said he was going to vote 
againat the amendment, because he objected to 
being brought down to the level of the hon, 

member for Bundanba by having one of his 
votes taken from him. Besides his vote for the 
Valley, be happened to have a vote for Nunrlah, 
having acquired his freehold qualification in that 
electorate by working late and early for many 
years, and he would ask what right had anybody 
to take that vote from him? He did not believe 
in that ]evelling·down process. He agreed 
with the hon. member for Bulimba that to 
a great extent one m<tn one vote was a fad. 
After having worked many years in the colony, 
and having assisted to lay the found<tions of the 
colony-he had been nearly thirty-eight years in 
Brisbone-he had a right to have a larger privi
lege than the hon. members who came here a few 
years ago. He li ''e" in an electorate where there 
'\Vete as many ':vorking men as in a.ny electorate 
in the colony, many of whom had invested their 
savings in properties in other electorates; and 
he was satisfied that the majority of the more 
sensible working people did not want one man 
one vote. 

Mr. HALL said he was going to vote for the 
an'endment, because he happened to represent 
men, not property. Some people were very 
much afraid of the preponderance of Brisbane in 
an election ; ani! there was no rloubt that nnder 
the present system there was a preponderance of 
voting power, because moneyed · men could 
exercise their right to vote in every one of the sur
roun,iing elect"rates in which they hel<l property. 
Population was usually taken as the basis of repre
sentation; but it appeared that some hon. mem
bers wanted to have it more on a property basis. 
\Vith reference to what the hon. member for 
Port Cnrtis sai1 about drunken men, he did not 
believe that anyone would like drunken nwn to 
exercise a very great influence on the legis
lation of the country ; but under the pre
sent system there was nothing to prevent 
a drunken man getting on the roll, recording 
his vote, or becoming a member of that Chamber. 
Therefore, if the amendment was carried, it would 
not affect the status of drunken men in reference 
to politics. It really was amnRing to hear the 
references made by some hon. members to impor
tations to the colony from other countries. The 
colony went to the expense of perhaps £GO,OOO or 
£70,000 per annum to introduce people-white 
and black. 

Mr. ALAND : The colony goes to no expense 
to introduce bhl.cks. 

Mr. HALT, said he did not know exactly to 
what expense the colony went in introducing 
kanakas, but there was wme·expense. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAY8: 
The colony does not introduce them: the planters 
introduce them. 

Mr. HALL said if the Government did not, 
the expense fell on the country. 

The CHIEF SECRETARY: No. 

Mr. HALL : \V ell, it falls on the industries of 
the country. 

The SECRETARY 'FOR RAILWAYS: 
No; the employers pay the whole cost. 

Mr. HALL said he understood that some one 
hac1. to pa.y for it, and what somebody had to pay 
for the industries of the country had to pay for. 
Anyway, they went to consid'erable expense to 
introduce a large number of w bite p<'ojJe, who 
had the franchise in the country whence they 
came, and who were very n1ueh wanted here or 
they would not have been introduced, and yet 
when they came to the colony the Government 
seemed very anxious to prevent them having the 
franchise as long as possible. The hon. member 
for Conk referred to the resignations of certain 
members of the Committee. One would think 
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thn,t he wa~ the custodian of those resignations. 
He would like to ask the hon. member if he 
could producA his (Mr. Hall's) resignation, or if 
he knew anything r.bout it. 

Mr. NORTON said he would like to give one 
word of warning to the hon. member for Burrum, 
who seemed to have been caught by the specious 
arguments of persons who had lately come to the 
country. The.hon. member appeared to think that 
the illustration he (Mr. N orton) used wa~ toe far 
fetched, because in South Australia the one man one 
vote principle had been in force for a number of 
year8, and nothing else had come of it. But he 
would remind the hon. member that the con
ditions under which it was proposed to introduce 
it in this colony were very different from tho'e 
which prevailed when it was introduced in Snuth 
Australia. The hon. member, who had come 
from school somewhat later then himself, would 
probably remember that there was at one 
time a set of navigators who when they 
got to the pillars of Hercules thought they 
had got to the end of the world. They 
Pointed to the sea-line and said that was the 
end of the world. The hon. member sailed 
quietly up to the pillard of Hercules and per
suaded himself that when be got there the sea-line 
was the crid of the world. But when those 
navigators pa,sed away and another set came 
after they went a bit further and discovered 
that instead of getting to the end of the world 
they had only got to the beginning. He would 
ask the hon. member for B11rrum to take that 
warning to heart. The hon. member could read 
between the lines and see that there was more 
than he had expres,ed in the words he had made 
use of. 

Mr. ALAND said he would like to say a word 
or two in reference to an impression that had 
got abroad with respect to the cost of introducing 
kanakas. An impression was being forced upon 
people at street corner:;, and disseminated by 
various newo;papers-the proprieto1rs of which 
onght to know a great deal better, and did know 
a great deal better-that the country \Vas spend
ing money year after year to bring whites and 
blacks to the colony. He had said that the 
very first opportunity he got he would most 
emphatically deny that statement, and he 
did so now. There was not a men1ber of 
the Committee, not even the hon. member for 
Bundaberg, who did not know that the country 
had never spent one farthing in bringing kanakas 
to the colony. Every item in connection with 
kanaka immigration had to be provided by the 
persons who required that labour. He was not 
sure whether the commission of inquiry appointed 
some years a<(o was paid for out of the revenue 
of the colony, but he thought it was possible 
that it was. But they knew that all the 
expense in connection with kanak<t labour 
was paid by those who required the labour ; 
and it was unfair for members who knew 
hetter, and for newspaper proprietors who 
knew better, to promulgate such statements. 
In his own electoratA he had been astonished by 
persons asking him if it w:.\.s really a fact that 
the colony paid for kanaka immigration. "\Vith 
regard to the question of one man one vote, he 
had not pledged himself, like some hon. members. 
He had given no expres,ion of opinion on 
the matter in public. No doubt if his 
colleague were present he wouB vote for 
the amendment, but he (Mr. Al::tnd) wonld 
do nothing of th~> sort. He would plainly 
say that the party introducing that matter 
aimed at too much altogether. They were 
,.,ekiog to subvert .everything that was right, 
to set up everythmg that was wrong, and 
te destroy what they could not build up. If 
hey did build, it would be an edifice which would 

topple over as soon as it was built. Rowever, 
he saw it was ten minutes to 11 o'clock, so he 
would not detain the Committee further. 

Question put; and the Committee divided:
AYEs, 11. 

3fessrs. Sayers, Hyne, Ryan, Hall, Hoolan, Glassey, 
Salkeld, Gannon, Drake, O'Connell, and Powers. 

NoEs,43. 

SirS. W. Griffith, Sir T. )fell wraith, C\Iessrs. Cow!ey' 
Nelson, Dicl{son, Black, 3-lorehead, Pattison, Unmack' 
Tozer, Paul, Aland, Barlow, l\Icl\Iaster, Callan, Crombie, 
].Iurray, Corfield, Philp, Palmer, Annear, Little, Agnew, 
I,nya, Da1rymple, Grimes, Macfarlane, Stephens, Jones, 
Li:-;sner, Xorto:1, Perkins, Plnnkett, Campbell, Smith, 
Stevenson, Batters by, Dnnswure. \Yimble, Jes.sop, Casey, 
Watson, and Hamilton. 

PAIR: 

For the amendment-:Ur. Me!l01·. A.gainst-Mr· 
Smyth. 

Question resolved in the negative. 
The House resumed ; the CHAIRMAN reported 

progress, and the Committee obtained len.ve to sit 
again on Tuesday next. 

ADJOURN:VIENT. 
The CHIEF SECRETARY said: Mr. 

Speaker,-I move that this House do now 
adjourn. 'Ve shall go on with the same business 
on Tuesday. 

Question put and passed. 
The House adjourned at 11 o'clock. 




