
 
 
 

Queensland 
 

 
 

Parliamentary Debates 
[Hansard] 

 
Legislative Assembly 

 
 

WEDNESDAY, 8 NOVEMBER 1899 
 

 
 

Electronic reproduction of original hardcopy 
 



854 Questions. [ASSEMBLY.] Questtons. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

WEDNESDAY, 8 NOVE}!BER, 189\J. 

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

REGISTRATION OF DEEDS BILL-
SUPREMI!: COURT AUTS AMEND
MENT BILL-LOCAL WORKS LOANS 
AC'rS AMENDMENT BILL. 

AssENT. 

The SPEAKER annuunced the receipt of 
rnes"cges from His Excellency the Lieutenant
Governor, assenting in the name of Her Majesty 
to these Bills. 

QUESTIONS. 

A~IENDMENT m' SHOPS AND :FAcTORIES AcT. 

Mr. McDONNELL (Fortit1ule Valley) asked 
the Home Secretary-

!. Is it his intention to introduce, during the present 
seH::>ion, the Bill promised in the Governor's Speech for 
amp,uding the Sllops and l!,actories Act of 1H96 P 

~. If so, about what date does he propose to in trod nee 
the same? 

The HOME SECRETARY (Hon. J. F. G. 
Foxtun, Carrutrmn) repiied-

1. YcH, it' time will permit. 
~. Date uncertain. 

lNJWIUATE INSTITUTIONS. 
Mr. McDONNELL asked the Home Secre

tary--
1. How many institutions "for the reception, con~ 

trol, care:, and curative treatment of inebriates" have 
been proclaimed in Queensland nncler the I ne brintes 
rw..:titntions Act of lHU6? 

~. Is there any •· curative treatment" applied to 
dh;eabed drunkards in such institution." ; and, if :-:oJ 
'vhat is tile treatment!-

a. How many dhmased drunkards have been treated 
under the provisions of the Act of 18~6 2 

The HO:VIE SECRETARY replied
!. 1.'wo. 
2. Yes; dietetic and hygienic. 
~. r_t'hirtecn. 

DELAY IN DESPATCH Ol!' TRAIN J•ltm! 'fOOWOOMJJ.> 
TO BRISBANE. 

Mr. ARMSTRONG (Lockwr) asked the Sec
retary for Railways-

!. rs he aware that the train timed to lea,ve 'l'oowoomlm 
for Brisbane daily at 7·15 a.m. was not despatched from 
Toowoomba on the 7th instant tiUI0·5 a.m. 2 

2. Is it usual that the above traiu should be detained 
until after the arrival of trains from the South and 
\Vest at Toowoomba ~ 

3. Is he awa~·e that this detention caused great incon
venience to intending travellers from the electorates of 
Drayton and Toowoomba, Lockyer, and Rosewood? 

4. Is the district traffic manager at rroowoomba clothed 
with sufficient authority to enable him to run a special 
train when abnorm~l delays oecur? 

5. DoPs he consider the- district traffic manager at 
Tomvoomba. competent to discharge the re<.;ponsil;ilities 
of so important a railway station? 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS 
(Hon .• f. Mnrray, Nm·nwn/,y) replied-

!. YcR. 
2. Yes ; bnt the delay in t.his ease waK quite BX-

ceptional. 
3. Yes ; and he sincerely regrets the inconvenience. 
1. Yes. 
5. Yes. 

WEARING UNH'ORill AT RIJ!'LE CLUB MATCHES. 
:VIr. McDONALD (Flinders) asked the Pre

mier-
1. Is it true that order$ Lave been issued by Lieu

teuant-Colonelllntchison that in future at all matches 
members of rUle clubs are to appear in uniform? 

2. If so, is it the intention of the Government to 
provide members of rifle clubs with the necessary 
uniform~ 

The PREMIER (Hon. .T. R. Dickson, 
Bu/i1nua) replied-

!. Xot that I am aware of. IAetuenant-Colonel 
Ifutehison issued an order to the efl'ect that all mem
bers of riile clubs attending the rifle meetings tn Xew 
South ·wales and Victoria must appear in uniform, as 
this hi one or the reKnlations of both those riftc 
mceting:s. 

2. The regulations yroviile that '·efficient" member~ 
of rifle clubs must be in possession of the uniform of 
their club at their own expense. 

ELECTORATES >'OR l<'EDERAL REPRESENTA~'rv•;s. 

Mr. J\IcDONALD asked the Premier-
Is it tbe intention of the Government to introduce a. 

Bill to rt.efinc electorates, for the election of ::;enatm·~. 
iu accordance with the provisions Rpedally providetlfor 
Queensland in the Ji1ederal Constitution lately agreed 
to by t11e people of Qncensland? 

The PREl\JIEl:t replied-
Not until the Commonwealth Bill is passed by the 

Imperial Parli.ament, whPn con~Weration will be given 
to the formation of clectoratr..:;, both for senators an cl 
members of the Hon:se of Representatives. 

POHI'l'!ON m' i\Lo.JOR BROWN IN TRANSVAAI, 
CONTINGENT. 

Mr. LESIN A ( C/errnont) asked the Premier-
1. In what capa~ity is Spencer BrownP accompa.n.r

ing the contingent to South Africa r 
2. Is he going as an officer of the contingent~ 
3. Are his expenses being defrayed by the GoYerll· 

ment? 
4. Is it not a fact that he is going to South Africa ab 

war correspondent for the Courier? 

The PREMIElt replied
!. J._R a supernumerary captain. 
2. Yes. 
:J. Ye~, he recei\re~ vay as an officer of the contiugeuL 
-1. Xo otficer doing liut.y with troops is allowefl to net 

as war correspondent for a newspaper. 

INDECENT AlWERTISEl>!ENTS. 
Mr. LESIN A asked the Attorney-General-
1. Is he aware that manv newspapers p.ublished in 

the colony of Queensland are in the habit of pdnting 
advertisements in their colum11s of an indecent nature 
within the meaning of the Act to Suppres::; Indecent. 
Advertisements, 56 Yictoria No. 20? 

2. Is he avi"are that one of the worst offenders in this 
respect is the Cook/own Independent? 

;j_ h he aware that so1ne two years ago the Eagle, 
SJJOrfst~Utn, and other papers were prosecuted under this 
~\.et for the publication of similar adverti3ements t 

J,. \fill he nndertake to ~ee ~that steps are taken to 
put the law in force against all newspapers offending 
under the .said Act t 
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The ATTORNEY-GENERAL (Hon. A. Rut-
ledge, 1Waranoa) reulierl-

1. No. 
2. :l"o. 
:~. I am not aware. 
4. 'fhe police are tmder the control of the Home 8ecw 

retary. who alone has power to put ihr:m in motion in 
regard to auy prosecution for an offenee indwated iu the 
qtv "~tions. 

LEASING OF TANKS ON \VIN1'0N AND 
BOL'LIA ROAD. 

Mr. W. HAMILTON (Grcyorp) asked the 
Treasnrt'r-

1. Have aHy of the Government tanks on the ·win ton 
and Boulia road be'-'u ltast:·d f 

2. If :-;o, were tenders c:tlled for same? 
3. ·were t;ueh t•·nders ea.lled through Gol' >rmnettt 

Gtr:l:'f/e or through p~per.~ ch·cubting m districtr 
4. Wh 1 are pres'-'!nt lessees? 
5. VVhat is the amouu( received by the Government 

o1· each tank:.> 

T~eTJ:tEASURER(Hon. R. Philp, 'l'ownsville) 
re[>lled-

1. Yes-the ~vhole of the tanks, eig·ht. in number, were 
lert::""t..d at one tune or other-ouly one at i-n·p..,ent. ('rhe 
otllm·tanks on the \Vinton-t{oulmroacl are Ada Cl'eek, 
Hritcher's Creek. Hamilton River, 11acnnrla, )Iiridleton, 
:\lin Wiu, and StaJreyard--all unfler the eontrol or the 
.A~;·j(~~ltural Dt·partmeut.) 

2. -•0. 
0. Xo. 
4. rr. Gallagher (le~t-ieeof .J.iailman's tank onlv). 
5. £'1 per annum, and ls. per 10\) gallons for ''"ater. 

STA'r~"m~Ts Co~CF,RNINfl CAPTAIN \VEBB. 
Ml'. LI<;SIN A asked the Premier--
1. Is it true that Capt11in Wt~bb, recently :tppointed 

Afljutant of the 2nd itegiment by :Y1ajor·Geueral 
Gunter, and who was drawing p~ty and a,llowance to the 
amount Jf £306 ")JPr annurn, has been granted ::.ix 
month~' leave of absence, without pay, wlth permi8sion 
to proce~d to South .AJ1·iea? 

2. ·where has this officm· been severallv located since 
his a pomtmu1t on the ~l:st December, h::83, and what 
dutirs has he performed? 

3. Has hi~ fare on the" Cornwall"' been paitl by the 
G!lVBt'ttmeut ~ 

The PREMIER replied
l. Ye<. 
2. At )iaryborough as adjutant of the Second (\Vide 

Bay and Burnett) Puegimeut. 
:·t Thb1 offi(~er is not on the "Cornwall,'' nor has his 

fare been paid by the Government. 

INQUIRY INTO PuRCHASE m' FoDDER. 
1\Ir. LE SIN A ""ked the PremiPr-
1. In vivw of the number of contradictory statelllent.s 

made by per;o;ons in nuthori.t.y at the Brigade Oftlee in 
connection witl1 the purcha:::e of fodder from Rich and 
Co., i~ it his intentlon to have an exhaustive official jn
qniry into the matter r 

2. And, it not, why not? 

The PREMIER replied-
rr'.he Bovernment will, at the proper time, take such 

act1011 as may be deemetlueces~al'y. 

CIVIL 8J>:lWAN'l'S WI1'H THTI: QVEENSLAND 
CoN1'INGENT. 

Mr. LESINA askArl the Premier-
1. Is 1t true that a number of Civil servant& lHtve 

joined the Queen~ land contingent for thP 'rransvaal? 
2. Is it a fact that they have received indefinite leave 

of absence ontull pa_\' P 
3. Have their places been filled by other officers P 

The PRE:\IIER repli~d-
1. Ine.ludil~g police olficers and ])Crsons temporarily 

employed, th1rteen public serva.Ets have joiued the con
tingent. 

2. Permanent officers were granted si'{ 1nonths' leave, 
with the possibllity of extension. if nect:st<.ary. rrhose 
in receipt of remunera-tion from tlte G{)vernmeut 
grectter than that to whieh they would be entitled as 
members of the contingent are having their military 
}JH.Y supplemeuted by the amount of the difference; 
while, tn the case of tho:::-d receiving le:s, pay has been 
granted at rates allow-ed, according to rank in the 
contingent. 

3. w-herever necessary. 

ALLEGED APPLICATION FOR LAND IN NEW 
GuiNEA. 

Mr. LESINA asked the Premier-
!. Is it true that Messrs Burns, Philp, nnd Oo. have 

applieU for 100,000 acres of pastoral land tn Briti~h ~ew 
Guinea under the last K..;w Gmnea Land Ordinance ( 

2. If they have not yel; applied. have they given 
not.ice of their intention to do so at any time in the 
future( 

'The PREMIER replietl-
The ouly information in the possession of the Govern

ment on the subject is that fmntaintjd in the enclosure 
to the despatch t"t'OITJ His Exe~·llenev the Lieutenant
Governor of New Guinea dated 11th~ September last, a 
eory of which was iuclufl,·d in the cJrrespoudeuce laid 
before Parliament on the 21st September. 

TR]i]A'l'1!ENT 01<' THE DRUNKARD. 
Mr. L~;SINA asked the Home Secretm·y-
1. Is he awH-re of the fact that modern t"~Cience now 

l'f'gards the drunkard a..s a sick man suffering fi'Olll 
a!eoholic poisoning, and recommencls that hf~ should be 
tmated hy scientHic medit~al means in order to effect 
his cure? 

~. ·will he consider the advisability of introducing a 
Bill next ses:-;ion establlshing a Htate in~titntion or 
asy1mn which i\'i1l carefully investlga.te the needs of 
tile dipsomaHiae anU diagnose ami treat his disease? 

The HOME SECRETARY rep!ied-
1. I ~m not prepared to express an opinion as to how 

Sf'ienf'e rt>'·.mrds the drunkard. 
2. Ex;sting- legislntion appears to be sufficient for 

practh 1J purposes. 

NoRMAL ScHOOL CLASSES. 
Mr. O'COi\'l'\ELL a9k•·d the Secretary for 

Public ln9truction-
l. The number of (•lassoes in the Xormal or Central 

School, Hri.~bane ~ 
2. The nmnber in Pi!Ch cla"l'3? 
3. The nnmber of clas·es taught by pupil teachers? 
4. The numher of pnpils in eacll cJa..,-; t~.Hl?ht by 

pupil teachers~ 

The SlWHET<\RY FOR PUBLIC LANDS 
(Hon. D. H. Dalryrnple, !Jlaclm.u), for thro Secre
tary for Public In«trnction, replied-

BriFJ ,ane Cen!Ntl (Boys). 
L Six. 
2. lst class, 54: 2nd cla~s. 179; 3rd class, 224; 4th 

class, 277; 5th ela:-<s, 315; 6th cla~s. 12~. 
:3. 1st, ~nd, 3rd, and part of ..J..th. 
4. 1st class, S4; 2nd class, 17H; 3rd class, 224; 4th 

cla~s. 175. 
Bl'isUtwe Central (Gii·ls). 

L Six. 
2. 1st class. SO; 2nd class, l:ii; 3rd class, 168; 4th 

class, 191; 5th class, 1-!4; 6th class, 103. 
3. Part uf Ist, :~nd, 3rd, and -:tth clailses. 
1r. 1st ela8s, 25; ~ud cltts!'l, 47; 3rd class, 45; 4th cla·~s. 

49. 

1. One. 
~- 185. 

Brisbane c~·nlral (Jnfanh). 

3. P~rt of 1st chtss. 
-1. 114. 

DEEP LEVELS (CHARTERS TOWERS) 
rn;VELOPMEN'r BILL. 

Fms~· REAlliNo. 
This Bill, t.he desiral,ility of introducing which 

ha.d be-en a:ffirmed in committee, "\Va~, on the 
molion of thP SECRETARY J<'OR MINES, 
read a first time, and the second reading made 
an order f r to-morrow. 

ELECTIONS BILL. 
8ECON!l READING- RESViHPTION OF DEBATE. 
Mr. DA \VSON ( Cha1·ter·s Tmcen) : Resuming 

the discussion of this particular question, I may 
say it is not. my intention to dAtain the How;" 
at any length. I find rnnelf in this position of 
"ha11rls across the Chamber." I~ is one of the 
rare occasions on which I find myself very 
largely in agreemr·nt with the Hon. the Home 
Secretary. 

Mr. Hrons: Or the Secretary for Lands 
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Mr. DA WSON : Or the Secretary for Lands. 
That means, of Cotll'Re, that I intend to support 
the second reading of this Bill, which, as 
far as I can understand it, is one that I think 
m em hers on this side of the House can cheerfully 
accept the second reading of. There are some 
matters in it w hi eh probably will receive very 
diligPnt attention when we get into committee. 
The Bill is not everything that we on this side of 
the Honse wonld desire as an lclectoral Heform 
Bill; but. it is certainly much better than we 
have at the present time. It is certainiy a step 
in advanct>, with re-gard to electoral refonu, 
to what we are under at present, and for that 
reason I am prepared to accept the s<·cond 
r~?ading; but I an1 quite willing to support any 
effort made in committee to make it a littlR 
more liberal than it is now. The Hon. the 
Home Secretary seemed tu Le rather relucl ant 
to introduce the sfcond reading of a Bill of 
this nature. He seemed rather sore ; be sPemed 
to be somewhat annoyed that some political 
accid<·nt had pnt him in the position that he 
should intmduce an I~lectoral Reform Bill. I 
think the hon. g-entleman oug-ht to be particu
larly well pleased that a political accident has 
allowed his name to be associv_ted with electoral 
reform. The introduction of this Bill, I take 
it, is the triumph for the Labour party. 

MEMBERS of the Opposition : Hear, hear ! 
Mr. DA WSON: \Ve have been fig-hting- for 

many years to get an alteration of our present 
elect<•ral system-to g-et a more liberal fr:mchise, 
in order that mumhers who are sitting in this 
Chiunber leg-islating for the people of this colony 
could honestly and conscientiously say they were 
representing a majority of the electors of the 
coiony. 
. J¥h. fEAHY: The triumvh is a bit nlixPd, 
18n tIt. 

Mr. DA WSON: The triumph is not a Lit 
mixed, The triumph is this-that the first pl.tnk 
of the l•latform of the Labour party and the 
I)arlian1er~tary IJabnur party iR one man one 
vote, which is ackuowledged and expressed inside 
this Bill. 

The PREMIER: \Vhich is entirPly dne to federa
tion. 

Mr. DA vVSON : -Which is immediately dne 
to the acceptance of the Commonwealth Bi.ll. J 
qnite grant the hon. g-entleman that; but it 
found its place in the Commonwealth Bill owing 
to the "gitation that was carried on by the 
labour l>eople throughout Australia. It was 
tliat which got it into the Conmwnwea!th Bill in 
the first instance. 

l\1E~lBERS of the Opposition: Hear, hear ! 
The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: We had 

it thousands of years ago. 
Mr. DA WSON : Surely the hon. gentleman 

is not going- to ral:e up the past, 
The SECRETARY l<'OH PUBLIC LANDS : In most 

savagH cnnntries that exiE-~tR. 
Mr. DA \VSON: Ever since we have heen an 

orgn.nif'ed parlian1Pntary party in this Ch~-nnber 
we have bPen trying, ypa.r after yPar, to get 
members on the other side of the Houee-we 
have. tried and endeavonred in every way, by 
coaxl!lg, by persuasion, by even threats-to g-et 
the Government to introduce a Bill based on this 
particular Bill; hut they have times out of 
number--every time--refused us. \Vhen we 
have accepted their refusal and took the matter 
into our own hands anrl introduced a Bill on 
private members' day, we have had the most 
eloquent Rpeeches, and, goodness knows, the 
most lengthy sp<'rches delivered by hon. mHn
bere on the other side of tlw HotiRe, elu.wing 
that it is a very false principle; that it would 
be ruinous to the country, and that we would 
certainly be inviting disaster if we accepted an 

iniquitous principle of that description. I am 
very pleased to say that, :xfter all this agitation, 
after all our efforts, we have been successful, 
finally, in getting hon. gentlemen opposite to dis
abusetheirmindsofthis wild dHam that they had; 
that this awful picture that they pictured in their 
imagination has been dis,ipated; and that t.hey 
believe, after Hll, that t.he Labonr pa.rty was rt[\ht 
from the jnmp, and that the principles they have 
advocated are the best and the truest that can be 
adopted by the people of this .colon_y. ~ q':ite 
ag-ree with the Hon. the Premier's mterJectwn 
that they are introducing this measure, not 
because even now they are thoroughly Cf,nvinced 
that one man one vol.<- is the best principle that 
could he adopted for them elve~, but it is 
inevitable. Is it largely a consequence of the 
acceptance of the Commonwealth Bill by t.he 
people of this colony. I am very pleased to ue 
able to stand np here this afternoon and say th::<t 
that was the principal argument I used when m 
the Nort,hern portion of the colony-that the 
easiest, the quickest, and surest way of getting
electoral reform and the abolition of plural voting 
in our rlomestic legislation was for the people 
of Queensland to accept the Commonwea.lth Btll. 
They took my word to some extent, accnrdmg 

to the vote, and I am plt·ased to find 
[ 4 p. m.] that I was correct. Certainly there 

were a large numbEr of my friellds 
and etipporters who had a sincere bt1lief that the 
acceptunce of the Commonwealth Bill would not 
make any alteration or cliff, r.rice in the exten
sion of the franehi~e in our rlmup.;;tic legi~]ation. 
But to-day we find that they were wrnl!g al!Ll we 
were right. 

Mr . .TACKSON: It is not through yet. 
Mr. DA \VSUN: It is :ts nearly being- through 

as we cnn gc•t it. 
1'Ir. ~h'EPHllNSON : \Yhat abont \Vest Aus

tralia? 
Mr. DA WSON : It may meet with a few 

snags like the hm. nwrnl,er for Nundah, but 
neverthelese I think i1. will snrvi\'e. 

Hon. :K B. Ji'ommsT : It will be all right. 
::\1 r. DA \Vi:-\ OK : If I nnden.tanu tbis Bill 

correotly, the idea aimed at is that we should in 
our domest1.c le:~isL;~tion have jnst aR liberal a 
franchise as has aln·ady been adopted for our 
national legi,lation ; that every man in this 
colony, no matter w bat position he may occupy, 
-nnh:'~;:-; he con1es within the particular clanses 
which would diRqnalify him-that on the day of 
election he is jnst as important and has juKt as 
much electoral value as any other member of the 
community-that the L<mplig-hter of our streets 
has the same electoral value as the millionaire 
has. 

The SECRETARY l<'OR PUBLIC LANDS: The 
values are not equal. 

Mr. DA WSON : \Vhy not? Can the hon. 
gentleman point out why the values are not 
eqtutl? The millionaire and t},e larnplighter 
both stanC! on equality on this day. That is the 
object of the Bill. 

The SECRETABY l<'OR PUBLIC LA!<DS: A man 
in Brisbane would have four or five timeH the 
power as a man in Charters rrowers. 

Mr. DA WSON: I qnite und•erstand the hon. 
g-entleman's notion; lhat is that we should have 
a redistribution of seats. It follows, natunlly, 
though not necessarily, that in this session we 
should ha\'P a Redistribution ,,f Seats Bill. At 
any rate, at the first opportunity, in o~rl8r to 
rnake one vote one value of an,y servwe, we 
should have a distribution of seats and >•ingle 
electorates. 

HoNOUBABLE 1'[EJHBEHS : H er~r, he.tr! 
Mr. DA WSUN : But it does not folJr.w-a.s I 

understand the interjection of the hou. member 
-that h•·fore you can operate on this Eiil that 
sueh redistribution must take place. 
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The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: There is 
only one vote one value under this Bill. 

lVIr. DA \VSON: The object aimed at in this 
Bill is, that on the day of e ection th~ peer and 
the pauper shall stand on exact equality, and I 
think that object has been to a very great extent 
achieved by the hon. gentleman who h.ts intro
duced the Bill. \Vhat is it fi"t prot"'"ed to 
do? I am certainly most enthu,iastically in 
favour of thiB-the abolition of the plnral vote. 
That is, that a !lH<n whose name is Tom Jones 
can vole twice, and tTohn Smith cn.n only vote 
once. There are three qualifications which 
we shall have to wipe out of existence-free
holder, leaseholder, and householder-and in the 
futme the only qualification which will entitle a 
man to cast his vote on the election da,y is t,his: 
That he is actually a bond jide resident in the 
colony of QuePnsland-that is, he must be a 
Qneens1ander. There are son1e other provisi,~n~, 
which refer to the case where a man resides in 
South Brisbane, and he may ch•mge to Toowong. 
That man would have the right of tmnsfer. 
'l'he great thing ie th:tt he must be a bond .fide 
resident of Queensland. Under the present Act, 
a m,m who never saw Queensland, bnt who has a 
little bit of freehold property, can claim a vote 
for it. 

An HoNOl:RABLE lYIEMBER: No. 
lVIr. l>A WSON: Yes; that right had been 

exercised on Inore than one occat:inn. I think 
that the abolition of the plnral vote is a Yery 
great step in advctnce of the system that is in 
vogue at the present time. In the first place, it 
will mean that every hem. member who conJes 
into this Chamber can honestly and conscit'n· 
tiously say that he reprHents the majority of the 
electors in his own particular elrctorate. I rlo 
not think that any hon. membm· now sitting in 
this _Chamber can say that he is a], ,o]utely 
certam that he represents the mnjority of the 
electors in hi" own electorate. 

An HoNOURABLE l\:IElll!lER: Any number can 
say that. 

Mr. llA WSON: T don't think so. TakP, for 
inst,mce, the electorates aronnd the rllet.-opolis. 
As a matter of fact, there arP sPveral p]ectorates 
around the met,ropolis that are absolutely domi
nated by the property vote-by tho"e men who 
have a little hit of property outside the electorate 
in which they resitle, and this class is vr-;ry 
numerous. That was brought home to us very 
formhly at the last by-election all South Brisbane, 
v/hen the vresent hon. 1ne1nber for Snuth BriP-
bane was returned. He had a majority ,,f 174, 
I think, but, owing to the opc·ration of the plural 
vote in t.be North Brisbane booth, that majority 
was reduced very considerably. 

The Hm.m SECRETARY: How do yr,u know 
that those votes were property vob,s? 

Mr. DA vVSON: I know they were. Some of 
tht•se voter" were undoubtedly bond .fide reBidents 
of South Brisb•,ne, but the bulk of theRe votes 
were property vot~s. If any democratic cand i
date cmne up for a rnetrnpolit.:tn constitnency, he 
would have to allow a margin of 100 fnr these 
property vote:-;, Vihich \Vould go againHt hiln. 
ThR fi>'St titlle tbP hon. member for vVoolloon
gn,bba stood for that electorate, he defeuted all 
corners in \Voolloongabba itself, and it was North 
Bri,bane that be:tt him. 

'l'he HoME SECHETARY: It wa.s 11Pcanse th<·se 
voters had their bnsiness,,s in Nor~h Brisbane, 
anrl lived on the otlwr side. 

Mr. DA WSON : No, it was bec"'use of the 
large property vote. On a pure residence vote 
tlmt lwn. gentleman would have been elected in 
1893 for that electorate. In thio direction the 
abolition of the plural vote will do a lot of good. 
In the future hon. members in thi" Chamber 
will be representing the majority of the electors 

in their constituencies. It will be a representation 
of the people, and not a representation ?f t~e 
pror.erty of some pe<;ple. In_ that wa,y ~he ~1!1 will 
do a lot of good, and 1t also Will do good m th1s w~y : 
It will put a slop to a goud deal of the bad f<Je)mg 
which ha,s been generated and the suspwwns 
created· and it will save unnecessary expense 
and l're~ent a lot of litic atiun, as instanced by 
what ha' taken place lately in our conrts. As 
inst:;nced also by the last election for Cam
bonva--

The SPEAKER : Ordn ! 
Mr. DA W80N: Where on a property qualifi

cation--
The SPEAKER: Order! 
lVIr. DA \V80N: \V here on a property 'l_uali

ficaLion--
The f-\Pl~AKJ<:R: Order! 
Mr. DAWSON: 'l'he same property has been 

put in for two or three different electorates. 
The hon. gentleman achnits that there are quite 
a number of property-owners in CamhDoya--

The SPEAKER: Order! The hnn. gentle
n1an is pursuing a 1nost unusual cour8e, and a 
course that ought not to be pursued, in alluding 
to a rnatter now pE>nding in a court of justwe. 

HONOt:RABLE lYIEMBEHS: Hear, hear! 
lVIr. DA \VSON: I had no intention of doing 

that but that was the most striking illustration 
I c~uld think nf. I had no intention, I can 
assure you, of pr<>judicing anything that was 
pending in the courts in the sl_ightest deg-ree. At 
any mte, what I want to pmnt ont 1s that the 
abolilion of the jJlural vote will prevent a lot of 
this litigation, and a lot of the suspicion and ill
fel'-'ling ,t.t prF~f nt existing, beeauNe vvht-'11 ::t n1~n's 
onlyqno.litication is residence, h_e camH?t P'?sstbly 
prove before the court that he IS restdwg m two 
places. 

Tile SECRETARY ]'OH PvnLic LANDS : In the 
\Yarrego case he did. 

Mr. DA WSON : No. 
The SECRETARY JWR Punr,rc LANDS: Yes. 
::\fr. DA \VSON : No; it was not provPd. 

Under this " man cannot come br·fore the court 
with only a residence qmtlification, and provn 
that he is residing in two places at the same 
time · bnt if it is " property qualification he can 
prov~ a lot of things. He may prove to the 
satisfaction of the court', hat he hns property m 
three or four pl>tce;. ln that resp0ct the aboli
tion of the property vote will do a lot of good. 
Nm'J' I have mentioned that the object aimed at 
by the hou. gentleman is to, as nearly as he pos
sibly can do it, put every man on an equal footing 
on the day of election ; that Ins manhood 
shall hb his claim, and that he shall not suffer 
any penalty on account of his poverty. Well, 
admitting that th><t is the object aimed o.t by the 
hon. ger:tleman, I think in some respects he has 
1wt altogether achieved it. There are two or 
three serious defects in the Bill, there are some 
contradictions, and there are what appear to be 
S< mte manifest error; on the part of the drafts
man. Then there are some minor things that 
can be dealt with when we get into committee. 

The HoME SECRETARY : Tne draft nuan was not 
to blame. 'rhey are not errors of his. 

lVIr. DA vV;sbN: Some of the clames con
tradict one another. 

'l'he HOME SECRETARY: It is not the fault of 
the draftsman. 

iYlr. DA WSON : \Vel!, it is not essential 
whose fault it is. 

lVIr. LEAHY: You might give us some indica
tion of what they art,, so that we may deal with 
thPln when we reach t'ne connnittee Htage. 

Mr. DA WSON : Yes, I will. One ot the very 
serious thinijs is that in the attempt; at consoli
dation, I pre>ume by an error, rights already 
enj,yed by electors are taken away. There are 
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certain rights now enjoyed under the old Act by 
electors with residence qualifications that are not 
in this Bill at all. 

Tlw Hmm SECRETAHY: What are they? 
Mr. DAvVSON: There are several, and before 

I get thrnni'h l will point out t0 the hon. gentle
man what thPy ftre. I mert"ly mention these 
mvtters so that the hon. gentleman may know 
what we C~>nsider defects in the Bill, so that he 
may have time to consider them before we get 
into committee. Tbe first is in clftnse t!, sub
section 1. There is an omission there which I 
think is unintended. No mention is made of 
A>1iatic aliens. According to this subsection a 
Japanese is not di;qualified from voting. 'l'he 
old f-ectiim ruakeR it very clear, and t.he sarne 
provision is iu the last l\Tining Act that we 
passed. 

The HOME SECRETARY: How cnn nn Asi,1tic 
alien be natm.,]ised? He cannot be a naturalised 
British >Ubject if he is an Asiatie alien. 

Mr. DA \VGON: As a m>tttPr of fact the Go
vernnwnt ~ave naturalised son1e ~Tapanese at 
Thursday Island to permit them to tnke nnt 
pearling licenses. 

The HOME SEO.HETARY: 'l'hen they ce,,se to be 
Asiatic aliens. 'rh.,y are Asiatic l:h;itbh subjects 
then. 

:Mr. DA \\!SON: How can thev he Asiatic 
British suhjetOts? The sallJe thi11g. would apply 
to South Sea Ishtnde'". Ii th:tt dnctriue is 
correct, \\'hat is the neces~ity of putting_ in 
aboriginal native:; of Au~traliu or t)outh 8ea 
Islanders? 

T:1e HOME SlWRE'fAHY: Although they are 
nalnralised they cannot vote. 

Mr. DA \VSON: Can the others, if they are 
naturaliRed, vote? 

'l'he Hmm Sgcmll'AHY : Certainly. 
l\Jr. DAWSON: Well, I ohject to it. I rlo 

not see any rwu;on wby a n:ttnraJi.:ed tT}tpanesP 
m1n exercbe a votr~, while a naturalised ChineHe 
mm nut. 

ThP HoME SECRETAHY: Naturalisetl Chinese 
do vote now. 

:Mr. DA WSON : But the hon. gentleman '"'id 
they couk! not vote if they were natnr:tlised. 

The HOil!E SJWRKl'ARY: Chinese can vote if 
they are naturalised. 

Mr. DA WSON : Then in cbnse () there is a 
di,qualification of any person nceiving charitable 
allowances or receiving outdnor relit'f, or any 
inmate of a hospital. That nmtter will, of course, 
be contested in (:ommittee. Clause 11, gtving 
the definition of residence, is rather serious. 
I would like to specially direct the attention of 
the Attorney-Gener.·.l to this matter, as probably 
he may be able to suggest smlle muurs for getting 
over the difficulty. I quite understand that 
what t·.he hon. gentleman is a.iming at is t.h~t 
every bon,z fide inhabit<tnt of the conntry sha!] 
be entitled to get on the roll, to remain there, 
and to record his vote in the ordinary way. 

The HOiliE SEom~·rARY: If he is a naturalised 
British subject-except aboriginal natives--

Mr. DA WSON: This is in clatJ.-'e 8. The 
Attorney-General has had some experience of 
this pnrticular matter, and what I >tlll inclined 
to move in committee is that there shnll be a 
clear definition of what is bona .fide residence. 
The hnn. g<'ntleman referred last night to the 
circular letter which was issued by the late 
Premier---that resider,ce was not actuai 'quatting, 
but bond fide intention to reside--and a bond fide 
inte•lltion to reside has been deci<led to he where 
a, man's neareRt and dearest po~~esRionR are. 
But if there was something more definite put 
into this clau'e it would save a lot of Lrouble, 
and we wonld bP better able t0 understand where 
we are. The hnn. !;fmtleman referrerl to the 
W'illard case. That particular ca'e turned on 
the meaning of this very term "residence"-

whether it was actual squatting or bond fide in ten
tion to reside. I commend that mattn to the hon. 
gentleman, and I let him know that we intend tn 
raise the quPstion in committee, and a"k him 
in the n.eantime to see if he cannot devi'e some 
means or other to give us a clearer definition 
than we have at present. There are some little 
a1nendments necessary in clause 15. I now con1e 
to one of the serious defects of the Bill-the 
attestatiim clanses. Hon. members on this side 
feel very keenly about that. Of course it is pro
vitled here that claims may be attested by "a 
justice of the peace, electoral registrar, classified 
otr\cer of the public "enice, railway station
master, classified male teacher of a State school, 
or clerk of the local authority in whose district 
the clainw.nt resif!es" ; but what we deRire is 
that it shonld he extended, because in some out
lying districts there is not one of these officers at 
all. I can mention sevflral districts in the colony 
where they have not got. any one of these officers, 
and it is utterly impossillle to get a claim 
attested. \Ve think the atteotation clauses 
ehould be considerably widened. 'l'he police•, for 
instance, could be authorised to attest claims. 
The people in the towns, along the coast line, 
ltnd anywhere within easy distance of a railway 
will have no difficultv in this respect; but take 
a place like the \V oolgar. There is not a solitary 
individual of cell those cla><ses of officers mentioned 
in the Bill anywhere nea,r that neighbonrbood. 
ThPy dn, however, get an oecasional visit fronl 
the police, who go around every quarter, and if 
thflY were anthorised to at.te·;t claims there are 
lot~ of little holco< and corners whPre a man 
could get c.n the rnl'.. The Gnvernment should 
either extend the atte:, tati•m provision.- or 
else do away with attestation altc•gether, and 
revert to the old system. 'fhere is a small 
nmtter in clause 28, which I will nnt touch 
upon now. Tht>re is a matter in cJau~e 49, to 
which I will draw the hon. gentleman's atten
tion, as it appears to conffid with dause 75. It 
is in subsection 2, and this is what I mentioned 
a while ago-! hat in the framing of the Bill 
there were curtain mni:-;sions that dL'priw·d elec
tors who are on the rollR in reRpect of a re:-.idt•nce 
qualificatirm of rights they already enjoy. The 
right they baYe now is that if t.hey have bet•n 
in an electorate for two months out of the last 
seven months, tbry have a right to PXercise their 
vote on a re.;;idPnce qnhlification. lT rH] er c]au~P 
75 that right will he taken away. Clause 49 
provides that an elector must have re-ided for 
two month.e out of the preceding Jive months in 
the electorate, and, according to clause 75, he 
must h>tve resided there for the last ureceding 
two months. 

The tloME SEORE'l'ARY: I explained that that 
was one of the errors in tlw draft. 

Mr. DA WSON: I did not catch that. Then 
you intend to a]tPr it? 

The HOiiiE RllCRilTARY: Yes. Cl a me 75 is to 
be altered back to the other. 

Mr. JJA vVSON: I am very pleased to hea.r 
that. I would like now to draw the hon. gentle
man's attenti• ,n to clause g7, with reference to 
the absent voter. I mnst admit that it iB 
rather a difficult matter to get a.t what the 
hon. gentleman is driving at. Still I think 
this can be imprnved to some ~xtent, so that 
the man who is compelled to be absent through 
pressure of businesH, or who is away through 
pleasure, or on account of the nature of his 
business, if he has shown himself a. bond fide 
resident of Queensland, should be entitled to 
record his vote in another electorate. Of conrse, 
on rPfr"re>Jdnm rhy nn the Commonwealth Bill 
every votr·r was a.finrded fac·litie" for voting, 
but I am inclined to think th"t that system 
would hardly suit parliamentary elections, because 
in the case of a close contest it might be 
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months and months before we really knew who 
wa~ ~l!"cte:J. Still, I certainly think that better 
facilitJes should be affnrded to ordinary voter., 
tlhtn are provided here. The absent voter is, I 
suppose, in ninety-nine case:-; out of one hundrc,d 
the vVestern bush man, the "ailor, the commercial 
traveller, or the digger-I do not mean the 
miner, hut the man who travels about from gold
field to goldfield. 

The HOME SEORE1'AlW : Drovers. 
Mr. DA WSON : I include them in the 

vVestern bushmen. It is to meet the necessities 
of thPse people that these ab,ent voter clauses 
have been inserted. I would suggest that more 
ample provision should be made in regard to our 
travelling public. \Ve could easily make it the 
law of the land that ut all parliameut,,ry el"c
tions-it was d.me on referendum day-the 
captain of every ve:-::r;el should be a, returning 
officer, and on thte day of election Pverybody on 
boar,f could record h18 vote, and h:we it sent to 
the returning officet· of the elec:or<lte in which 
he has a vote. Then, again, if a rr1an who has a 
vote pre~entl3 hilnRt>lf in <.l.nother elector.tte to 
record his vutP, and he is wilting to 1nake a 
declar.ttion, knowing that there is a penalty, say, 
of two years to foilow if he makes a fa,lse drdara
tion, he should be entitled to record his vote. 

I think that would reach more 
[4·30 p.rn.] pe•Jp]e thnn Rre likely to bB reached 

by the provbions we hare at the 
pres.-nt tilne. Another tnnL..,.ion i"' to be found 
in cl:m,;e 154, which provides th:n ",d] offences 
u!ld~t' tl1ls Act, pu~lii:;hable on sunnn:try cm~ 
vwt1on, 1nay be prosecuted b1~fore two j ;tHtice~." 
Section 12fi of the Act of 18H7 provides for an 
app8al, and I think th:tt is :1 right whid1 should 
not be tnken from electors. 

The HO}lE SJWRE'l'ARY : There is an appeal 
here. 

1vir. DA WSON: I did not notice it. 
'rt!e HmiE SEORETAltY: Oh, yes; under the 

J ustwes Act. 
Mr. DA WSON: I had not observed that. 

But I snppose the bi?gekt difficulty of ,.,]] in 
connection with the Bdl ie that fo•md in the 
temporary provir-:d,ms, clau>O;es 155 t\) 15P. I n1ay 
just as well intimate here thctt hon. members on 
this side feel very strongly abont this matter; 
in fact, we considPr that if there is not some 
alteration n,arle in those provisi'llJS the Bill 
might as well go by the board as far as a reform 
Bill is concerued. Tbe retention of those clanse-s 
as they stand at the present time is absolnt••ly 
f.ttal to the Bill as a l~eform Bill. This i,; the 
most important portion of the Bill, and I want 
the Home Secretary to look very carefully into 
the matter. I thorour;hly understnnd what the 
hon. gentleman is driving at in thPse provisions 
-that he ''ants to pnrify the rolls. ·when this 
me;<snre becomes law there will be a new roll 
compiled f'll' each electorate, which will only 
contain the names of person., who have 1 roved a 
residence qu,.iificfttion, and the hon. gentleman 
has aciopted this method in order to get rid of 
the freeholdcr, the leaseholder, and the house
holder. 

The HoME SECRETARY: And any man who is 
on the roLl for a re,,idence qualif[(]ation which he 
does nnt pO~Re~s. 

Mr. DA \VSON: That is done at the ordinary 
November C·ll!rt, and is quite a rlifferent matter 
11ltngelher. These provisions must be read in 
conjunction with the attc<station clause". If 
every person on the roll is sudrlenly struck off, 
and he can only get on again by senrling in a 
claim form, then at least 50 p.'r cent. of the nH'n 
in the \Vestcrn districts and in the far North 
around the Gulf will not be on the roll-they 
will be disfranchised. \Vhat I think shouiJ be 
done is this: The department should appoint in 
each electorate a special officer whooe business it 

should be to go round to every elector whose 
name is on the roll at the present time, supply 
him with a c!:1im form, get it filled up, and take 
it back ag-ain to the regis:rar. 

Mr. L~cAHY: He conld not find many electors. 
11r. DA \VSON: How does a census collector 

go round froin house to house with a long fonn 
containing ab<:ut a dozen questifJns which are to 
be answered by the head of the lwusetwld, and 
get tbe require11 answ~rs to the questions? 
Surely to goodness in dealing with a reform of 
this che1racLer a mere que,;tion of 2j, per cent. 
should not be allowed to stand in the way of 
doing justice to a number of voters. I say the 
Governmc·nt slwuld appoint a special officer, who 
way be Jrawn from the l:'olice Force, or from any 
other branch of the service, or from outside the 
service, fnr each and · every electorate in the 
colo"y to go round with cJ.,im f01ms, and get 
them filled up and attested; otherwise in the <>Ut
lying districts w!;ere men are not within reach of 
a justice of the peac•', and never see one from 
one ye.tr'~, end to the other, where. there are no 
railways and no clerks of petty se,swns, electors 
will bR disf1 anchised under these temporary 
pronsions. Every facility shotlld be given them 
to get their namP.'-1 enrol! eel, and a llh're r11a.tter 
of 21; per cent .. should nut be allowed to stand in 
the way of dealing out justice to men of that 
description. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS : I <lid 
not refer to money, but to the large number of 
people who could not possibly be goc at. 

:ur. DA \VSO)f: I further think that these 
provisions should be amended in such a way that 
the rl'sident. voter will be left alone, and that 
only n1en who are on the roll for a qu>ilification 
orh.<-r than residence shttll be notitied by the 
elecotoral registrar in their particular districts 
that they must fill up claim forms and prove 
their residence qualitic,ttion. If that were done 
that would be an improvem!'nt, but even in that 
casP a special officer should be appointeJ to go 
round and Jiscover those particular person~. I 
have taken up much UJOre time than I h"d in
tended to do on this matt.er; I have indicated 
plac-,s "here I think amendments might very well 
be uwde, and 1 think it is only fair that I should do 
so. I am prepared tu accept the second re,tding 
of this Bill, and I congratulate the hon. gentle
man on having introduced it. He is a very 
f~>rtunate individual indeed that be should lmve 
his name associc.ted with a Bill of this descrip
tion. It i,; not ail that v:e might deoire, but it 
is certainly a long way better than the law we 
have at the ptesent time. I shall cheerfully 
support the second reading of the Bill, but will 
do my best in committee to make it a better 
m rasure than it is now. 
* Mr. COWLEY (Hnbert) : I trust I shall not 
be considered presn.mptuous in rising at this stage 
of the debate to s:ty the few words I have to say 
on thie qm'stion, but I do so because I shfl;ll not 
be n ble to speak after tea. I may say, m the 
first instaiiCf', tbat I very much regret that the 
Home S,·cretary introduced this Bill at such a 
late hour last night. I should very 1nuch have 
liked to have heo.rd his speech, but it was impos
sible for me to be here. I think it is hardly fair 
to members of this Hou'e to introduce such an 
important mea<•ure as this is at a time when 
many h,m, members had not an opportunity of 
hearing the spf•ech made by the Minister in 
moving the sec.ond rea.ding. It is a very unusual 
proct dure, and I do not think it is exactly 
l'ight that a Bill of this magnitude should be 
introduced at a V<'.ry late hour, e9pecially as 
we cannot get Hansard to "ee what the hon. 
gentleman really said in explanation of the 
very important proviBions of the Bill. I must 
also say that thio measure was not b".fore the 
country at the general election. In the Premier's 



860 Elections Bill. [ASSEMBLY.] Elections Bill. 

manifesto at the last general election it was 
nPver mentioned, and I consider that the 
followers of the Government have been basely 
deserted by their leader on this occasion. A 
Il1PaRure of this mRgnitude, which proposes a 
complete revolution in our Plectoral system, 
should have been announced in the manifesto of 
the leader of the Gnvemment, and every man 
who was a candidate for parliamentary honours 
s~oul.d have had an opportunity of e'l;pres,ing 
h1s VlewR for or Bgainst the n1Pa8ure, as well a:-; 
every other measure foreshndowed in the mani
festo on that occasion. 

Mr. GIVENS: It was the manife,to of the 
leader of your p:wty in 1896. 

Mr. CO WLEY : I am not speaking of l89G, 
bnt of the manifesto of the Preruier at the last 
general election. I believe the hm1, gentleman 
who introduced this meftsure gH,Ve as the exmme 
for its introrlnction that it wfts " nPces«ary 
corollary of federation. That I cleny entirely. 
No man can for a n1on1ent sav that heca,nRP. we 
have passed the F~c,deral r.;:nabling Bill ""d the 
electors have adopted the Commonwealth Bill it 
follows as a matter of cnnrse that we should 
adopt the same franchise fnr our lncal Parliament 
aR is adupted f<>r the J<'ecleral Parliament. If 
the adoption of the Common wealth Bill is any 
argnn1Pnt at all it ix not in favour of thP adovtion 
of one 1nan one vote for the local l'arliament, 
but of the adoption of '" differential franchise, 
like that which e'<ists in Switzerland, for instn,nct•. 
The qnestions which will have to be dealt with 
b,Y the Fefteral Parliament are national qnes
twns, anti the questions which will have to be 
dLalt with hv the State Parliaments are local 
and purely State questions. I can nasily undn
stand that there should be one fmnchise through
out the whole of the :States for the elPction 
of members to serve in the Federal Parlia
m. nt, but h>tving gone that far I cannot at 
all see that the Government are justified in 
brin~;ing- in this m01snre, if that is the only 
recor11mendatinn thPy have. I understand that 
in South Australia they have woman suffrage, 
but I h:we n0t heitrd that becatwe the people 
!.here adopted the Commonwealth Bill and agreed 
to join a federation of the Australian colonies 
they are pre1 Jared to abandon woman suffralfe. 

Mr. MoDoN.UD: It is specially provided for 
in the Oomrnonwealt.h Bill. 

Mr. CO\VLEY: That is just what I am 
arguing. It iR specia..lly provided in the Cnn1-
rnonwe<tlth Bill that each St<1te shall have it,.s 
own local fmnchise. That is why I say the 
argument adduced by the Home Secretary-the 
only argument he used so far ftS I could see frnm 
re1ding the Courier this morning, in support of 
this mea"ure-is no a,rgument at all. If because 
we are to have a universal fmuchise throughout 
the States for elections to the Federal Parlia
ment is a sufficient. reMon for adopting the same 
franchiKe fur the State Parliaments, then South 
Australia should abandon woman suffrage, or 
the whole of the Australian colonies shnulrl adopt 
it. In adopting the one n,an on.- vote principle 
for the Federal Parliament, so far as I can ascer
tain at present, it i,, intended that the consti
tuencies shall be divided about eqtmlly, that is 
to say, if we can believe the Premier--

MEMBERS of the Opposit,ion : Oh, oh ! 
Mr. CO\VLEY : In the statement which he 

made in saying that he would advocate a me»sme 
to divide the colony into three divi,ions for the 
election of senators, I understood him to say so. 

An HoNOURABLE MEMBER : Six. · 
Mr. KmsTON: He has made three different 

statements ahout it. 
lYir. COWLEY : I can nnclerstanrl a division 

of the colony into three divisions-~orth, South, 
and Central-- for that purpose, hut not for the 

election of members of the Honse of Representa
tives. So far aR I can understand, it has been 
said that the colony will be divided into equal 
electorates - electorate• having aR nearly as 
pnssibhe the same number of electors-for the 
election of members nf the House of Hepre
sentatives in the l<'ederal Parliament,, But 
I cannot understand any Government bringi,,g 
forward a tneasnre pf this description pro
viding for one man one vote, unle"s thPy do 
as has been advocated by them and by 
others-that is, ·divide the colony into equal 
constituencies. That is the principle "hich I 
believe will be adopted when we come to divide 
the colony into electoral district,s for the House 
of Repr<'sentati ves. I say it would be far more 
wise ar>d far more judicious for us to wait until 
federation is accompli>:hed before we deal with a 
measure of t.his kind. (Opposition laughtPr.) 
\Ve hav!' not obtained feder•tion yet, but I 
suppose we will slwrtly, and that will be 
the time to deal, not only with this question, 
but with the grPater question of redistribution. 
After the Federal Parliament is established, we 
n1ust, so far as I can ~ee, have a redist.ributton of 
SPats, and I think this Bill should have been 
accompanied by a measure providmg for redi"
tribution. I should say that after federation we 
shall not want sPveJ,ty-two members in this 
House. I think we sh"ll then be a\1lE' to get on 
mnch better with larger constituencies and fewer 
nlmnben;. 

l\lr. McDoNALD : Half-a-dozen. 
Mr. CO\VLEY: I do not go to the extreme 

of half-a-dozen, but I think forty or fifty will bP 
found to be enough after all the big national 
quest.imJR a;re ta.kPn away from the considL~ration 
of this Assembly. I say advi,edly that if the 
hon. gentleman wishes to paHs this TI1f'asnre~·if 
he believe,< in this mmsure, and if the I-lou"e 
believes in this measure, we should also insist 
upon a Redistribution Bill being brought down 
at the same time. But I say it is not the time 
to deal with either at present. \Ve havP only 
just come from our constituents. This Parlia
ment should run on for another three years, nr 
at any rate until after federation is consummated, 
and then, in the last session of this Parliament, 
we should deal with this measnrf', and also with 
the question of redistribution. The CJUPstions the 
Federal Parliament will deal with will be questions 
of national hnpol't::tnce and n1atters pertaining 
to the State will be relegatd tu the State 
Parliaments. It has been acknmvledged in our 
Local Government Acts that there shall be a 
property qualification, and that a maximum of 
three ;-otes may be given to one voter. I say 
the State government will pertain more to local 
government than it does at the present tilm>, 
owing to the whole of the national questwns 
being removed from the State legislature, and 
instead of fedemtion being an argument for nne 
rnan one vote in the local franchise, it is a 
greater argument for the property '.7ote bPing 
rnaintained, and, if nf'cesRary, an arnendmPnt in 
the direction of the provision at present existing 
in our L"c J Government Act.s. l have tried to 
look at the question di,passionately, and to me 
it is imp<>ssible to reconcile the views the Home 
Secretary has given expr es<ion to in introduc
ing this Bill with any opinions I entertain. 
I do not know that in the United St"tes the 
franchise is equal in the different States. The 
franchise for the State legislatures 'nies very 
considerably, and no reason has been ai!duced to 
satisfy me that we in Australia having del er
mined to enter into a federal union should bring 
all our State franehises down to one corumon 
level. Another thing I object to is the removal 
of the property qualification. I think even if 
the Home Secretary was determined to bring 
in a Bill providing for one man one vote he 
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might. have retained the pr0perty qua!ificati01:, 
and I do not "ee that any grave danger would 
arise from its nutintPnance. PerhHps hon. mern
bers will Bhow where I atn wrong-if I ttm wrnng 
in thi8-but I think it is very advisfthl~ indeed, 
for bon. members of this House PSpecialiy, to 
ret·,in the property qualification. :Many of ns who 
live in the North :tnd the \Vest have either to 
spenrl half the year aw>Ly from our homes or dse 
make our homes in Brisban~, and why should 
we be dt'prived of a vote in I•Ur own electorates? 
It seemc; tn me that it is a very bad vrinciple 
indfled. We are driven, much ag>Linst onr will 
in many instances, to break up our homes 
and make new homP,, and after doing that we 
are disfranchised fnr tho.,e electorates in which 
our homes, our belongings, a.nd nut· interests are 
l<JC~tted. I hope when the Bill gets into com
mittee hon. members will see the force of thi;;, 
and that they will so amend that clause that 
nnder certain condit.ions a man may elect to 
have either a property or a residential qualifica
tion as he thinks fit. 

Mr. HARDACRE : Then you will swamp elec
tions-you can do it. 

Mr. 00\VLEY: I see no danger. Perhaps 
the hon. merabel' will be able to point out where 
the d":nger is; bnt I cannot see any danger likely 
to arme, so long as a 1nan ha:-; only one vote, 
whether be has it for a property qualification in 
a certain constituency or (Jl1 a residential qualifi. 
cation. I know it will come very hard on 
Northem r1nd \Vestern members, who have to 
live out of their constituencies, to be deprived 
of the property qualific..,tion. I should like to 
speak on this Bill at length, but it i,; phyeically 
irn!'o,;sible for me to do so. I cannot say how 
much I feel in regard to the Govemment bring
ing in this question at tht1 present time. It h>ts 
been Ha.id that a bargain was 1nade b(;tween the 
Premi,·r aud the !cadet· of the L:.bour party, 
that if the leader of the Labunr party SUPI•Orted 
federation the Government would bting in this 
measure. \Voether that is true or not I crwnot 
say. 

Mr. LgAHY : A new coalition, 
}fr. COWLEY: A new coalition. 
l\Ir. Gr,A8sgy : There is no trnth in it. 
:Mr. COWLEY: I am very pleased to hear it. 
The SECRETARY ~·ort Aol\ICUL'l'UHE: Are you 

in the confidence of the leader of the Labour 
party? 

J'IIr. GLASHgY: Yes. 

Mr. OOWLEY: All I s:<y is this : It seems 
to me to be unwise to bring forw,;rd the Bill 
at this juncture; bnt if this Bill L""'ontes bw 
this session there should be a general election 
next session- one follovvs frorn the other a:-; 
a rnattm· of cotU'•,e. If it is true, a..; has been 
stated repeatediy by hon. members on the otber 
side, that there are 30,000 or 40,000 individua.ls 
disfranchised and this Bill will enfr,cnehi;;e them, 
then I say that immediately this Bill become;; 
law there should be another g·eneral election. 

The HoME SEOHE'fARY: This doe• not give the 
franchise Lo anybody who is not already entitled 
to it. 

Mr. 0UvVL1~Y: Hon. nternhers on tbe other 
side have repeatedly stftted that owing- to the 
diR.tbiliti''" which many of tt>e \Ve,teru and 
Xorthern population labour uuder 30,UOO or 
"10,000 are diofranchisul. I unuerstand that this 
rneaHu:·e by tnaking provision for voting by post 
and other thing• will to a very great extent 
remedy that defect. 

Mr. KERR: Not at all. 

:\fr. OOWLEY: Then they will contimw to 
be disfranchised. 

JV!:r. KERR ; .A good nu!I!i;Jer of them. 

Mr. OOWLEY: I understood that there was 
some provision in the Bill by which th11t would 
be remedied, bnt if that is not the case I hope some 
amendment will be introduced by which every 
man entitled to a vote shall have a vote if he so 
desires. I am periectly in accord with hon. 
members to that extent, bnt I do not say th.tt 
every rnan should have one vote, and one vote 
only. l believe also in the property qualificr.
tion. If this Bill will not remed v the defect 
which hon. members say exists, 'r tru.•t they 
will, in con1rr1itte-e, endeavour to introduce 
amendments which will give what they actually 
need, and will enable all men that are entitled 
to a vote to exercise their vote. 

l\'Ir. LEAHY: \Vhat do you mean by "en· 
titled"? 

.Mr. MoDONALD : How many 'teres does· it 
ta.ke to ma .. ke a wiseacre ? 

Mr. OOvVLEY: I trust that when we get into 
committee I shall be able to speak at gre-,ter 
length upon this question of one man one vote; 
all I can do to-d>ty is to prorest against the 
Government brim(ing in thi' Bill at the present 
juncture. I consider that it is untimely, and 
thttt it is unnecessary. I C<msider that it is 
fmught with very grave results to the whole 
colony ; and I certainly say that unless they are 
prepared to I!O to the extent advocated by the 
lettder of the Labour patty to-night-nnless they 
are prepared to go to the extent of introducing at 
the same time as this, if it is passed into law, a 
Redistribmion Bill, equalising· as mnch as pos
sible every eL-ctorate in the coli•ny-I say this 
Bill is a perfect farce, and that it should not 
pass this House. I apologise for not being able 
to go mnre fully into the matter owing to my 
physical condition, hnt I hnpe to speak at greater 
length when the Bill goes into committee. 

'' HoN. G. THORN (Fa,sijern): I think I will 
jnst s>ty >1 few words on this Bill. :Fir,t of all, 1 
would advise members of the L"huur party to 
accept this Bill M once withont talking about it.. 
I am anxious to get 11.t the policy of the Govern
ment, and while this Bill is hurnbugging about 
we do not know what the policy of the Govem
ment is. I intend to support this Bill, and I 
will promise the Labour varty that in regard t" 
enrolling the nc;u1~s at the conrts of the eolony I 
shall he prepared to support them in n·aking the 
franchise more liberal than it is at vresent. 
'rhere will be great difficulty even with this Bill 
in getting na1nes on the ro1L I pointed out 
when the last Bill was introduced by Sir H. 
Toz(jr thctt the proposed "cnre was worse than 
the diseace," aml lllY words have been verified. 
T!tat is the ouly part of the Bill with which I 
disagree--th>tt is, the enrolment of the electors 
of the colony. 'rake my own electomte, Fassi
fern. Uf course, I do not care about going 

about the country enrolling na .. mes. 
[3 p.m.] I am not young, like the hem. 

member who sits at the head of .he 
Opposition beuchcs, but to my certain know
ledge there are fully 15 per cent. of the people 
in th:.t electorate who are not on the roll. I 
shall be prepared to support the Labour party 
in getting everyone on the r~ ~11. I ~hall also Le 
prep,tr(~d to support one ntan one vote, not that 
I think it wili have the effect that the hon. 
mt:nnbt'r for Bund.t,berg imagiltBS, becaust:•, a;-; a 
rule, tiH.'l'tJ are as rnany property voters for the 
Labour rn:1n as for the property man. 'l'hat is 
really the ca>e in and around Ipswieh. I do not 
think the Labour varty will gain much by one 
man one vote. In fact, there will be tJO more 
vocation fnr the extreme ~ection of the party. 
Their vocation will be gone. They will have 
nothing to cry out about. \Ve shall have a 
repetition of what they had in New South Wales. 
Before they had one man one vote in that colony 
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there were about twenty L"hour m•Jmbers in 
the Legislative Assembly. for Sydney; bnt after 
they got one man one vote the number dwindled 
to three or four. 

Mr. GLASSEY: Nn. 
Ho~. G. THORN: In the city of Sydney 

there Is one Labour member, and in the Huburbs 
two or thr<ce. That has been the re ,ult t.here 
and I believe it will be the resu.lt here. ' 

l\Ir. BROW~E : Is that the reaqon you are sup
porting it? 

HoN. G. THORN: I am prepared to go "the 
whole hog" now that we hrtve got a liberal 
fmnchis.e under the Commonwealth Bill. I say 
our franchise should he assimilated to the fe<teral 
franchise. I arn in favonr of ·1Jlo /ving 3 pen:;on 
to vote once, aml I think a person ought, only to 
vote once. I houe htlll. men1bers wilf allow this 
Bill to go to the second reading to-night. Indeerl 
I should like to 'ee it go through committ.e~ 
to-tdg-ht, becttuse I want to know what the 
Government intet:d doing this session. I want 
to ~ee their works policy. 'rhe country is crying 
out everywhere for a works policy ; but in my 
opinion, there is nnt the slightest chance of 
getting such a policy from the present Govern
ment. I may also say that I d<'prec,te alto
gether the stat<m1ent made by the H<m. the 
Premier a night or two before the referendum 
was taken on the Commonwealth Bill. He held 
out a kind of olive branch to the L·tbour p;uty 
to vote for the Bill. He said, "If you suppm;t 
this Bill, I wili give you one man one vote." 
I do not know whether a compact was entered 
into; hut, tn mv mind, it seems very likely. 
There is no doubt, however, that it turned a 
g-ood 1nany I_jahour men to vote in favour of the 
Commonwealth Bill who wmtld have gone 
against it. The.y look upon this electoral reform 
as a sine qucr nun. I also deprecate the action 
of the Premier the other night in trying to 
hurry through the E.stimate,. He snid th ;t if 
they would p,tss the EKtimates of the Chief 
Seeretary\ Department, he w<mld cc prepared 
to bring on this one rnan one vote Bill. I did 
not like that. Thie Bill ought to have come on 
in due course. It ought to have bt>en brnc;ght 
in on the first day of the ses~ion, and, at the 
same time, the Government should have brought 
in their public works policy. Let us finish 
this and go on wi"h the public workH P"licy. 
Let cF know what the Government r.·ally cnn
tewplate doing. I have been in the country, 
and north, sunth, and Wet:it there i~ an opinion 
that the Government does not intend to bring 
down a works policy this se,sinn or any other 
seRsion. That is the opininn of a great U1i1ny 
of their friends, and in order tha.t those cnnt
plaints may be found to be wrong, I am anxinus 
we should get to work ~ t once and 1, t us know 
what their p .licy is. I dn nut know whether 
the Secretary for Railways has a rail way policy? 

The SECI!ETARY ~'OR RAILWAYS: Yes. 
HoN. G. THORN: I do not think he has, or 

that he has e\·er thought about it. I know a 
verv great rnany proiniseR ha.ve been made. 

The BPH:AKER: Order! 
Ho'<. G. THORN: I know I am trans~res>ing-, 

and I snhmit to your ruling, ::\fr. S1•eaker. 
\Vhen this one man one 'ate Hill i;; passed, an•i 
I hope it will be pas~ed t.>-night, \'i'P. ought t<l go 
in for a genera.! election at once on t.he one HHHl 

one vote principle. I have said before in this 
House that we have a very unequal electoral 
syHtem, taking the residence quatific>ttion and 
the property qualification ; but I cnuld draft a 
Bill which "-ould he accept<tble to ne:crly every 
member of this House, I make bold to make 
that statement. I could do it in a couple of 
days. 'vVhen this Bill is p>tS' ed we sh•mld 
go to the country at once, bec:wse this 

House is not a true reflex of the country. 
I will take the Plectorate of the hon. member at 
the head of the Govemrnent. l have analysed 
the roll of that elc,ctorate, and about half the 
number are plmal voters. In that electorate 
onlv about GOO or 700 voted for the Common
wealth Bill; but at the last general election 
ahnnt 2,000 voted, and about 1,400 were for the 
Premier himself, showing at once how one man 
one vote will cut in in that el< c~.orate. And I 
believe thot it will alter the complexion of mattc.rs 
cornp:etely as L1r as the suburban electorates in 
and around Brisbane are concerned. In order 
that we shon~d have a true reflex of the opinions 
of the people we Hhould havP a dissolution imme
diately after this Bill passt s, even he fore fresh elec
torates are carved out. I am not afraid, like some 
other hnn. member,, to face my constituents-not 
the le·tst. I could go to the country at any 
moment. 'When the Bill is in committee I may 
have a lot to :-ay about it; but at present I 
should counsel hon. members on the other side of 
the H onse to say no more, to let the Bill rip, 
and go to the seennd rertding at once, Lecause 
some hon. Inembers. on this sidP- are only anxious 
it ,,hould bo hnmbngged and knocked about. 
(Opp,1sitiun laughtn) Let them act like they 
did "n the Address in Reply, and let us get to 
the wmk of the session. \Ve have had no work 
really dflne yet, and I am anxious for .something 
practic,>l to be done. \V e shnJl have no work 
while this hanf(S fire; while it is in the road. 

Mr .• TENKINSO~: This is a good start; a 
splendid start. 

HoN. G. THOR:\': It is, but let us get tiel of 
it, and g" on with the real work of the session. 

Mr. RARTHOLOMEW (illarpbomugh): In 
arldreosing the electors of my C<•nstitueney I told 
them that I con,idered that all con&titut.ional 
changes should be referred to the people to decide 
npon, In a conver·ation I had with the late 
Hon. T. J. Byrne, he impreRsed that upon me 
very greatly, and he intended to advocate it 
very strongly. Unfortuna.tely he was not able 
to dn so ; the opportunity did not occur. Is it 
likely· that tbe Upper Chamber is going to 
pass a measure to alter the Constitution of this 
colony without knowing the people's wishes ? 

Mr. KmsTON: Let us <ettle what this Chamber 
will do. 

Mr. BARTHOLOi\JKW: Whatever is the 
(]uicke"t way of getting it is thH !Jroceeding we 
shonld take. SpeakiJJg on this particula.r matter, 
my electors did not ask me whether I believed 
in tbe one n1an one vote, nor did I Fay whether 
I believe.i in it, but I say to this House that I 
believe in adult suffrage, and I lwpe hon. 
rm•mber,< will couoirler that I am sincere in 
asking that the question should be referred to 
tlw people. I cannc·t agree with the Home 
Secretary when he sccys that the question of 
adult suffrage should be left to some more con
venient season. I think we ;should thrash it out 
now. It is said that one man one vote is a 
corollary to one electorate one reprtsfntative, 
but then all the towns will rule the country. 
How are eingle electorates to be workPd on that 
ba,iH? \Vith regard to Hingle elector<lt< s, I 
under.,tand that the colony would ha \'fl to be 
divided into equal electorates, "pproxirnately, 
rt~turning- one men1ber each, and each elector 
w~)uld. have oue vote. 

Mr. GLASSEY: There is nn nec,.ssity for tbat. 
Mr. BARTHOLOMEW: It will come, I'm 

afraid. 
Mr. GLASSEY: Look at New Zealand and 

S'llltb Australia. 
JYII-. BA RTH OLOMEW: The objection to 

the 'ingle electorate system is that it involves an 
arbitrary division of natural constituencies. 
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Qll<>Bnl'fhnd has natural division", and it is very 
qneithmable whether a multiplicity of areas will 
be beneficial or not. Suppose the eolony were 
divided into equal electorates, it will be found 
th;;t Lhe bounchcries will require to be continually 
altered, which will be the means of c~tu~i11g 'a 
g •nd d•· cl of labour, and a suspicion mighL be 
r..ti~ed that the alteratiun of the bonndarie;-; wt>re 
made fur polit.ical purpo ·eS. Now, if we are 
g"ding tn have fed er 1tion Sllrne txople tnay say 
that there slwuld be one representati,·e fr;r 
every 10,000 people, which wnuld meen reducing 
the number of members of this House to titty. 
Others might say that there shoulJ be une repre
sentatl ve for every 3,000, but don't you think, Sir, 
that the peop'1e of tbe colony should h:lVe ""me 
say in this matter? There is another contention. 
In fact, we have now in existence a preferent 
vDte: Every elector has one vote and every 
voter has the privilege of marking the figure ·:d 
on his p;;per; but it is not nece,3ary for me to 
Inenti,ln that now, as it is now in existence. I 
consider that this matter should be referred to 
the people. It is for them to say whether they 
believe in one man one vote or in adult suffrage, 
or whether they beii· ve in single electorates or 
whether they believe in the elect• •rates r ·m;tining 
as they arc< now. I do not wish to move an amend
ment on thi' matter of the refe;·endum, bec"usethe 
time of the House is very short, but I will sup
port any hon. member who will move an amend
ment for a lult suffrage. 
* Mr .. H lGGS (Fortitude Valle11): iltbough 
th1R Blit tJ,es not contain as many refc,rrns as I 
woul,t hke, a~; one who has taken a prorninPnt 
part in the eleutoral refnnn rnove1nent. for sonte 
time, I am willing to accept it as a first instal
ment, and a vpry good instahne>nt, too. As I am 
anxionH to get the Bill through, I "ball not take 
up ver,y tuuch time in rnaldr1g a long tqJeech on 
the second rending. }'or many y<:'ars I have 
taken a promhwnt part in the attempt to estnb
lihh cne man one vote, and I was led to believe 
in the principle through Kome speeches made by 
Sir (it'm·.a-~· Grey in New South \V a.les some yt- -ars 
agn-~in 18Dl. Sir George G-rey pninted out to 
those who were present at his meetings that it 
was illtpossiblP to get a fair representation oi the 
will of the majority of the pec.ple when we had 
the system of plural H>Lillg; and sach a mat ked 
effect had Rir George Gn·y's speech on tht> 
penple of New South \Vales that nut a sii1gle 
can<licbte who put up for Parliament at the 
forthcuming election, who aclvocatt".d plural 
voting, waH returned. The whnle of thn mem
bers returned t.o Parliament ,,,t that time were in 
fa.vour of nnB lll<Ul one votP, and that was made 
the law of the land very shortly afterwards. 
Now, apart from what I cnnsicl"r the justice of 
the claim, 1 am very anxious to get this Bill 
through, bPcanse a fe~v monthf:.; ago-or rathPr a 
few weeks ago-I unclertook the role of pr~ophecy, 
and m undertaking that role I got my.;e!f into a 
Clmt'1idt:•rahle amount of di::ll't:>IJUte Wit.h a con~ 
siderahle sec 1inn of the populace of Qneenslaud. 
I basP.d Iny foreeast on l\1r. f:iarran's opinion, 
expressed in connection with the Oununon~ 
W<">tlth Bill, th"t the Constitutions of the 
United States bore " stroking resembl:mce to 
the }'<:>dera..i Col1Htitution, indicat,lng that thP 
Fed•'ral Constitution had a mMke<i iufiuence 
on the State (},nstit.ut.imls; and belie' ing- that 
that opiniuu was a g 'od one, T gave tny vote for 
the Federal l<:nal,Jing Bill-believing· that the 
ca.nving of Lhe Draft :Federal Constit•1tion 
would at an early stage in PUr hiotorv be the 
means of establishing the one man ~ne vote 
principle in (lueenslancl. Well, I must say that 
the proposecl change has come about a gre"t deal 
sooner than I expected. As has been said before, 
the Bill dnes not contain all that we would wish 
it to cont:1in, and I believe there are a nmpber 

of hon. members of this H:mse who would be 
favourable to the inclusion of woman suffrage 
in the present Bill. 

HoNOURABLE MEMBERS: Hear, bear ! 

J\fr. HIGGS: I think the question of woman 
suffrage has been so well agitated throughout the 
colony fur some years past, and the principle bas 
been found so beneficial- [ will not stty beneficial 
b,"c:mse I might be crmllenged on that-but I 
will Hay that it has not been found to be detri
mental to the intereHts of the countries in whwh 
it has been e.,tablishad. I refer to ]\' ew Zealand 
and South Australia; and I think that the 
he:vl of the Government, the bon. memher for 
Ilulimb:l, might have gone fm·ther and made 
one of the principles of this Bill one adult one 
vote. However, I do not think, lmd he intro
duced that principle inw this Bill, th ;,t the 
Bill WOLlld have lmd the same chance of going 
through the Legislative Council as this one 
will have. I would advise those of us in this 
House who believe in the principle of woman 
suffrage at an early date to get an expression of 
opinion_ on it by the means ad vocaled by the hon. 
metub,-r for .Maryborough-that is through the 
referendum. L:ev us get an expression of oviniun 
of the people of the c,,]ony as to whether the 
women should have a voice in seleot.ing our legisla
tors who make the laws that we alllmve to e>iJey. 
Ao regards tl!e hon. m em b. r for Herbert's 
suggestion tb:>t this Hill should albo contain a 
provision to establish single electorates, I think 
such a pro;,osal w,mld not go unsupported in this 
House, and I believe tbe majority wonld support 
it, Lut as has beeu t:Jaid, that principle can be 
e·;tablished Inter on. \Ve couitl have single 
e~ectorates ba.sed upon s1nne s.Ytlteru sneh as ttJat 
which obtaius in New South \Vales where 
the electnrates contain an average of 2,200 
voter:.:;. Of course, in Queensland, owing to our 
'maller populaticn and larger area, "e might 
make tbe av-erage less, say 1,~00. At the pre
sent time '\Ve find very great diserepancics in 
the number of elec~ors who return certain 
members to Parliament, I wnuld l1ke to s;;y 
in r:a'5sing tlu~t the evils wbich the hon. 
meutber for Herbert alleges are taking place 
now, owing to the fact that. one vote one va~ue is 
not in existenc~J, are more pronounced under our 
present Pystem tlmn they will be under the 
system which will pre\'ail if thi1 Dill becumes 
law. Ko\v, I du not know how any nternber of 
thi~ HondB can ddend the pre.-,ent qua.lifications 
which ohtain to enable a man to become an 
€'lector in this colony. 'l'!te property quali
HcaLion tnentioned by the lwn. meml>er for 
Herbert s"ems lo me to be the weakest quali-
1it atinn that we could seek for. Our fin-:t aim, 
I belie~'P, should he to gt:t the best h.gislators 
-e tdeavour to get the very best men who will 
make the laws which are to govern us. We!!, 
now the system under which " man is allowed 
to have a vote in every electorate in the colony, 
if he is possessed in e,·ery electorate of .£100 
worth of land, seems to me to be about the 
worst 1nethod of selecting legit~1atnrs to repre
sent the pFople. The Imlll who is posse.,sed 
of an allotment worth .£100 has a vote, but the 
man who is r•ossessed of £100 in c 'h in tbe 
s<;.vings bank-lOO g.~Iden sovereigns, which n1ay 
be w'·rth more than the <1llntrnent of hmd, which 
is suppo,ed to be worth £100-has no vote.' 
The man who, in-te>td of accumulating money 
and putting it iuto lsnc!, spends his £100 in 
etlucating himsbli or in purchasing books to com
plete his iibrary, does not get an extra vote. I 
tbink, if we cuuld arrange the matter satiotac
turily, the best method would l •e to establish 
an educctLi.mal test for the voter, but ihen what 
sort of standard are we going to fix? 
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Mr. GLASSEY: \Voulrl you cMry that a little 
fnrther, and apply it to members of Parliament 
as well? 

:VIr. HIGGS: \Ve might do that, but I am 
proceeding to point out the difficuHy. The •litfi
culty is what kind of education shall we deem 
neces,ary to qmclify a V•Jter, more e'pecially for 
the election of legislators who occupy sPats in 
this House ? I can imagine a man who stwnds 
all his days immersed in science, and yet Unt 
man, when thH canvasser cum(s ruund to 
him at election times and asks for his vote, 
may reply, "I take no interest in politics, 
hut if my. vote is of any use to you you 
may have 1t." On the other hand, the man 
who has no book learning at all, but who h"s 
had a general experience of the wodrl, rnav 
possibly be a thou'lmd times bet.ter able t"o 
selPct a lawmaker than a man who has received 
a university ednc tion. I do not pro]JU''e to 
make a long speech. The hon. member for 
Fagsifer-n ml~-de a very_ g-ood Rnggestlon, which 
I propose to follow. \Vitb him I wish to test 
the sincerity of the Government in this matter. 
I should like to add a word to what has been sakl 
about. the difficulties that are in the way of the 
man who wishes to get on the roll, and ab• JUt the 
necessity for widening tbo scope for attestation 
and witnessing claims. When the Govemment 
wRnt so far as to name certain individu.,ls-
justices of the peace and officers of local 
boards-to witm"s claims, I think they might 
as well have gone further and followed the 
example of, I think, it is New Zealand, 
where two bon<t .tide electors may witness 
a claim. Clause Ml, which provides that no 
person sh,Jl vote unless at some time within 
five months he has been resident two months 
in the electorate, has already received atten
tion, and I do not propot<e to say anything 
about it, but the absent voter clause certainly 
requires Horue arnendrnent, becau~e a rnan rnay 
suddenly be called away from an electorate, and 
he mny not have time to apply to the returning 
otfieer for the right to vote, and therefore will be 
disfranchi,ed_ That is a great defect. While 
speaking of defects, I should lil{e to m' ntion two 
others. There is the absence in chtme 75 of an im
portant question which shc,uld he put to voters. If 
the returning officer deems it neceSb.1l"Y he should 
be able to put the question, "Have you voted 
for any other electoral district?" The clause 
contains, :-:o far as that !natter is concerned, ouly 
the question, "Have you voted already in this 
di~trict ?" 

Hon. G. THORN: He cannot vote twice if 
there is only one qualificntion, and that resi
dence. 

Mr. HIGGS: The la-t question which I have 
read is the only safegnaxd, and I t hiuk the one I 
have suggested would be an additional s>tfegnard. 
Now, in clause 11 jtmtices of the peace are 
penalised and prevenLed from sitting at the 
court of revision if they have bad anything to do 
with the claim' made for nam•'s to be placed on 
the roll. I see no objection to that, bnt at the 
same time I think an addition ;,houid be 
made preventing any person who has had 
r.nything to do with objecting to names takinr' 
part in the proceedings of th'' court. The 
cln.use permitting o 'ljPetions: to bt'; trmde to 
natnes on the roll appears to n1e to be very 
obj.,ctiouable. I aO.miG that that is largely a 
rruttter nf adrniniF;tration, but snrely son1e 1neans 
could be devised tor preventing such hanpenings 
as take place in the el·"Ctorate which I r~pre"ent. 
I h we frequently seen notices sent to meu 
statiug that the electot·al r _gistrar has reason to 
believe that they are dead, or that tbey have 
left, or that they are disqualified-men who were 
neither dead, nor left, nor were disql!alitled. 

Mr. Gr.ARSEY: But who had lived in the same 
honse for years. 

l\1r. HIGGS: Yes, and as the hon. member for 
BnndalJerg :-:;ays: who had lived in the t-mtne house 
for ycnrs. That evil obt<tins through the fact dmt it 
is in thA power of ctny politic·tl opponent to g-o up 
to the electoral registrar and tell bi m that he has 
re:::lA3on to helie\ e tha,t a certftin pet·son has left 
t.be electorate. It then appears to be tbB 
practice for the electoral registrar forth with to 
seud a notice to that mnn stacing that he hrts 
rPason to believe he has lefc the electorate, and 
unleH he comBs up to prove his qualificn
tion his nam~e will be struck ,,ff the roll. 

That is a great injustice, and if we 
[5 30 p.m.] cannot imert in the law itself some 

provision guarding against it, we 
ongbt to get an assurance fr,m the Government 
that snch a thing will not be practised in the 
future, or, at any ratP, if any perHon ta.kes upon 
himself the responsibility of going to the electoral 
registrar and saying that he has reason to believe 
that a certain elector has left the district, he 
ought to give his name, if required. His mune 
sbuuld not he kept secret from the man to wh•!m 
the injustice is done. It is in the power of 
any man to make an objection, and compel 
a working man to lose a day's pay, which he 
eau ill aff .. rd, in order to have his name retained 
on the roll. I will not pnrsue my remarks in 
tha.t strain any further. Some cautious men 
of this Assembly interjected not long ogo that 
we are not out of the wood yet. vVell, I suppose 
we are not out of the wand, nr tbi, Bill is not 
out of the wood uf political troubles; and I may 
s"y that the Government, who promi~ed us this 
reforrn some two month:::; ago, have given us every 
reason to believe that they are not sincere in this 
matter. Only last evening the hon. member fur 
Nundah--

'fhe SECRETARY FOR AGIUCULTGRE: \Ve have 
heard that gag before. 

Mr. HIGGS: The hon. member for Nundah 
and two or three other hon. members on the 
other side were eudeavouring to delay matters, 
and some members of the Ji!linistry--

'I'he SIWRE~'ARY !<'OR PuBLIC LA:->DS : 'V e 
might as well say that you are endeavouring to 
delay tbe Bill because you are talking--that is 
your argument. 

l\fr. HIGGS : The hon. members were highly 
amused at the efforts of bon. members opposite 
to raise tt stonewall to prevent the second reading 
of this Bill coming on last night. 

The SECRETARY FOH PUBLIC LANDS: Non
sense. If you are going to charge us with 
stunewalling--

Mr. HIGGS: I do not char,~e members of the 
lYiioistry with stonewalling-, but their actions 
during the past two months have led us to 
suspect; them. 

'rhe SECRETAHY !<'Oil PUBLIC LANDS: But you 
a! ways suspect .. 

Mr. HIGGS: If the Bill does not go through 
both Houses, then it is the fault of the Guveru
Illent. After the promises that they madA, what 
do we find? There have been 'everal Bills 
brought down to this HmBe and dealt with, 
although we were told that this Bill would be 
one of the very first measm·es introduced in this 
Honse. 

MEMm;as on the Governmeut side : So it is. 
The ::l~;cnETAHY FOH PcnLrc LANDS: HB,rdly 

any of the E;timates have been p:tssed. 
Tile SEcRETARY ]'OH AGll!CULTUUE : You 

threatened to stonewall unless we brought it in. 
'V hat could we do after your threat? 

Mr. HIGGS: We have de~,lt with the Abori
ginals Protection and Sale of Opium Restriction 
Bill; the University Bill bas been dealt wrth up 
to a certain stage; the Criminal Code Bill has 
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been dealt with--a comprehensive measure con 
taining over 700 clauses ; and the Supreme Court 
Bill and the Local Works Loans Bill have also 
been dealt with. Now, these Bills having been 
brought down and de,lt with, certainly indicates 
to people ontside, if it does not indicate to hon. 
members in this Chamber, thott there appears to 
be a disposition on the part of some ht•n. mem
bers, anyway, to delay the passage of this 
measure. 

Mr .• JENKINSON: \Ve are thankful to get it 
now. "Better late than never." 

Mr. HIGGS: I just mentioned this matter in 
passing, because a late member of the l\iinistry, 
in speaking not long agn-evidently referring 
to members on the Ministerial side of the 
House-said, ''They think this House will be a 
buffer--" 

The SPEAKER: Ordm·, order! 
l\-1r. HIGGS : "A sort of door m:.t for them." 

They say, "We will pass this one man one 
vote--" 

The SPEAKER: Order! 
Mr. HIGGS : "And send it up to the Legis

lative Council--" 
The SPEAKER: Order! 
Mr. HIGGS: "It is certain to be rejected 

there, and tbingg will ba all right !" 
The SPEAKF.R: Order! 
Mr. HIGGS: \Veil, I will pass on, though I 

was not aware that I was offending. 
The SPEAKER: The hon. member is quoting 

from a speech delivered in another Chamber, 
which is contrary to our Standing Orders. That 
is where he offended. 

Mr. HIGGS : If I have offended, I must 
apologise. I hope that hon. members on the 
other side are sincere in this matter. 

Mr. JENKINSON: Let ns get to a vote-that is 
the true test. 

Mr. HIGGS: We will get to the vote very 
soon. 

Mr. FoRSYTH : Wait till you see, then. 
Mr. HIGGS : I promise hon. members that 

hon. members on this side will not stonewall 
this meo,sure, and that the speeches which will 
take }Jlace upon it will be neither lengthy nor 
numerous. Hon. members on the other side are 
charging me with stonewalling the Bill. I have 
only spoken for about fifteen minutes on such an 
important measure as this, and I believe I have 
spoken as infrequently this session as any hon. 
member of this House. 

Mr. FINNEY : Hea,r, hear! I have never 
heard him stonewall since he came into this 
House. 

Mr. HIGGS : I hope that the Bill will go 
through both Houses. I certainly think it will 
go through this one with very little opposition. 
There may be soMe opposition to it in the other 
Chamber, but let us hope that the attitude of 
members in the Legislative Council will not be 
that taken up by the Hon. Mr. Barlow, but the 
attitude of the Hon. Mr. Gibson, who. although 
he is not in favour of the principle, says he will 
raise no objection. It goes without saying that 
I agree with those who say that no injury will 
come to this colony by the establishment of the 
principle nf one man one vote. On the contrary, 
I believe it will do a great deal of good. I do 
not think it is calculated to increase the numer
ieal strength of the members on this side of the 
House, but I do think that it will have a most 
whole~orne restraint upon the whole of the mem
bers of the House, and that certain acts of 
omission and commission which have character
ised the Queensland Legislative Assembly in past 
years are not likely to happen in the future. 
* Mr. GROOM (Drayton and 'l'oowoomba): If 
hon. members of this Chamber, when they are 
dealing with an important question of this kind, 
are going to consider, in the first place, what is 
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going to happen elsewhere, we wonld he"itate 
very mnch over what we were going to do. We 
should not conBider the Bill in that spirit at all. 
We are simply here to discharge public duties on 
our own account. \Vhat m:q happen elsewhere 
is a matter that may have to be taken up at some 
future time, but the question now for us to con
sider is whether we should read this Bill a second 
time. I am not going to stonewall the Bill, nor 
am I going to give a silent vote. My opinion is 
that it is advi,able to read the Bill a second time. 
In answer to questions by my constituents at the 
general election as to whether I was in favour of 
one man one vnte, I gave an emphatic reply 
in the affirmative. I also stated that if the 
principle of one man one vote was applied to 
the election of members of this Chamber, the 
principle should also be apJJlied to municipal 
elections. I h;we said before in this Chamber, 
and I repeat it now, that the principle should 
be of general application. I am a property 
owner in Toowoomba, and at municipal elections 
the returning officer gives me three votes in two 
wards, so that l have to record six votes. 
Coming )Jehind me is a gentleman of culture and 
ability-with almost a university education
but, as he has not got a freehold of his own, and 
i" simply a resident household>T, he simply had 
onF vote. There must be a. feeling of irritation 
in the mind of any person who goes to an elec
tion under such conditions. His one vote is 
completely swamped by my three votes for that 
ward. In f,ct it has come to this-that I could 
name a ward where on one side of a street there 
are a sufficient number of three-vote ratepayers, 
including an f'otablishment in which there are 
six partners, each of whom is given three votes, 
so that this one establishment will give eighteen 
votes, and this street will simply swamp the 
whole of the single-vote ratepayers in that portion 
of the town. Now we have established the prin
ciple of one man one vote for the }federal Parlia
ment, and we are going to c:;tablish it as far as 
this Chamber is concerned. I think we shnuld 
go further and make it of general application, 
and establish the principle in connection with 
municipal elections. I have some sympathy 
with the contention of the hem. member who 
leads the Labour party, that some measures 
ought to be taken to enable every man to be 
enrolled under this Bill. I do not think the 
difficulties in the way of doing that will be 
nearly so great as some hon. members appear to 
imagine. In New South Wales the members of 
the police force collect the names for the rolls, 
and there is no trouble in the matter. A police
man goes round to a house and says to the man, 
"Are you qualified to have your name put on 
the electoral roll?" If the man says "Yes," 
the paper is filled up, and he knows nothing 
more about the matter, but on the day of the 
election he goes and records his vote. I think 
the same thing could be done in Queensland. 

An HoNOURABLE MEMBER : We had it in this 
colony at one time. 

The HmiE SECRETARY: And there were very 
great complaints about it. 

Mr. GROOM: I do nut know that there were 
complaints about it. 

The Ho~IE SECRETARY: You read what the 
Tomvoomba Chronicle said about it in those days. 

l\1r. GROOM: I am not aware that there were 
complaints abO)ut the system; and, though I am 
frequently in the adjoining colony of New South 
vVales, and have been at Tenterfield when the 
names were being collected, I heard no com
plaints of the system there. It is certainly less 
difficult than the cumbrous system we have here 
now, under which a man has to make a claim and 
get it attested. With regard to what the hon. 
member for J\1ary borough said respecting the 
franchise to women, if his amendment will 
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enfranchise women it will have no heartier sup
porter than myself. vVhen we are adopting this 
principle, I think we should carry it out in its 
entirety. I shall support the second reading of 
the Bill. 

Mr. BRIDGES (Nundah): The first time I 
spoke in this House this session, some hon. 
members on the other side accused me of stone
walling. It seems that I am not supposed to 
speak at all, but noticing the tired look of hon. 
members opposite again this afternoon, I think 
everyone should have their say on this matter. 
I have some objection to this Bill, and it is only 
fair that I should give warninfi< of that objection. 
The main reason advanced so far for the intra
duction of this measure is, that having adopted 
the principle of one man one vrote in regard to 
federation, we should pass this Bill, and establish 
the principle of one man one vote in C'lmJection 
with our parliamentary elections. Federation is 
not yet an accomplished fact. vVby then should 
there be this haste? If we wait till next session, 
possibly we may be federated, and then there 
may be some reason for passing a Bill of this 
character, though I am not satisfied that 
even then there will be a necessity for the 
measure. The old proverb holds good that it is 
a wise thing to be off with the old love before 
you are on with the new. Provincialism is not 
dead at the present time. vV e are very much in 
the position of the man whose wife is certainly 
very sick, and who is looking round for another, 
but who wonld be in a very awkward position 
if his wife should recover. If we adopt this 
Electoral Reform Bill, and then federation does 
not come off, I do not know what position we 
shall be in. The majority of the members of 
this House will have committed themselves to a 
measure that they did not approve just becanse 
they thought that something was going to 
happen, and there would no doubt be trouble 
in the colony, and a good deal of comment ;:;n 
onr action. In common decency the Govern
ment might have waited in this matter. 
They are already accus3d of being dishonest 
in their intentions in connection with this 
Bill. We may as well be hung for a sheep as a 
lamb, and I think we should strangle the Bill 
without wasting any more time over the matter. 
I do not intend to support the Bill, and if it gets 
into committee-I am not sure that it will, but 
I am afraid that it will-I will endeavour to have 
it amended. The Government ought not to have 
brought in the measure at the present time ; it 
would have been better to have postponed it till 
next week when hon. members were fresh. But 
no•v the weather is hot and oppressive, and hon. 
members have been working at high preHsure, 
and are not in a fit condition to deal with such 
an important measure. I suppose, however, we 
must do our best with it. If our electoral laws 
are to be radically altered, I do not see why I 
should not have some opportunity of protecting 
the interests of my family. I have more at 
stake in this colony than some of my hon. 
friends on both sides of the House, as, for in
stance, my hon. friend, the member Leich
hardt. I do not see why that hon. member 
should have the same voting power as I have, 
seeing that I have a numerons family. (Opposi
tion laughter.) I do not say that I should have 
a vote for my wife, if we adopt adult suffrage, but 
for my children who are under twenty-one I think 
I should have some extra voting power in order to 
protect their interests. It is said that there 
should be no representation without taxation. 
Well, my children are taxed, and have to obey 
the laws, and I am the only one who can give 
protection to them. I think that a married man 
with a family should have some way of balancing 
affairs in this particular line. I think it was 
very unwise for the Premier to promise on the 

eve of the federation referendum that if federa
tion was carried he would bring in this Bill. It 
has been said that there was an understanding 
about the matter between the heads of the two 
parties in this House. 

Mr. GLASSEY : That is untrue. 
Mr. BRIDGES: I cannot see that the hon. 

member for Bundaberg is in a positiun to contra
dict it. 

Mr. G LASSEY : I am. 
Mr. BRIDGES: Tbe hon. member is not at 

present the leader of the Labour Opposition, and 
I am sorry that the leader of that porty is not 
preqpnt; but I still think-and there is no harm 
in thinking ; we do not hang people for think
ing-that there was some understanding, because 
at that time certain things seemed to bear out 
that view, and until I am convinced to the con
trary I shall continue to hold that opinion. On 
account of that promise, which had an undue 
influence on the voting, I have a grievance in 
connection with ·the introduction of this Bill, 
and I say that the main reason advanced in 
favour of passing it is not a trne one, seeing that 
we have not yet a federated Australia, there
fore the whole necessity for passing the measure 
goes to the wind. For that reason I am against 
the Bill, and if the second reading is carried I 
will do my hest in committee to get some amend
ments made which will to some extent balance· 
the evils contained in the Bill. 

Mr. GLASSEY: I wish to take this early op
portunity of contradicting officially, on behalf of 
the leader of the Labour party, the statement 
that has been twice made in this House that there 
was some understanding entered into between 
the Premier and the leader of this party with 
regard to federation. It is just as well the con
tradiction should go forth to the country. 

Mr. FoGAR1'Y : It was the Premier made the 
condition. 

Mr. STEPHENSON: You are not in a position to. 
speak for the Premier. 

Mr. GLASSEY: I am in a position to speak 
for this side and for the leader of this party, and 
I say he had no hand or part in any compact of 
the kind. 

Mr. JENKINSON: Half your members were 
opposed to it. 

Mr. GLASSEY: The statement has been 
made twice this afternoon, and I now emphasise 
the statement that no com1 act was entered into 
between the h·ader of this party and the Premier 
with regard to support from this side for federa
tion if this Bill were introduced. I do not 
charge hon. members on the other side with 
stonewalling, and certainly I do not charge the 
hon. member for Nundah with it. vVe have 
heard six speakers on the other side this after
noon. Three are practically opposed to the 
Bill, and two very strongly agail1bt it. One, the 
hon. member for Maryborough, Mr. Bar
tholomew, thinks it should be referred to a 
referendum of the people. They are not at all 
satisfied that the Bill should be introduced at 
this particular time, notwithstanding that the 
people have already expressed themselves 
emphatically in favour of the principle as 
embodied in the Commonwealth Bill. 

HONOURABLE MEMBERS: No. 
Mr. GLASSEY: In most unmistakable 

langnage it has been expressed that we, as a 
community, are by a substantial majority m 
favour of the Commonwealth Bill, which we 
know embodies the principle of one man one vote. 

Mr. JENKINSON: The people have also re
turned a majority of members in favour of it. 

Mr. GLASSEY: This Bill goes a long way to 
meet the demands of those who have been urging 
electoral reform for many years; bnt I am by no 
means satisfied with the Bill as it stands, because 
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it contains some prov1s1ons against which objec
tions have been urged again and again by mem
bers on both sides of this House. The hon. 
member for Fassifern has this afternoon, in a 
very reasonable manner, url(ed his objection 
to the attestation clauses. Where is the neces
sity for attestation at all ? From my con
versations with the late Premil'lr, Hon. T. J. 
Byrneq, and with his predecessor, the pr<o
sent President of the Legislative Council, I 
know that neither of them believed in attesta
tion. 'rhey could not see the utility of it. I 
believe there is only one other colony in the 
group where there is such a thing as attestation 
at all. In the New Zealand law, a person claim
ing a vote must have his claim attestec]. But by 
whom? Not by a select few, as provided here, but 
by any two bond fide electors of the electorate for 
which thP vote is claimed. Here we have gone 
on in this namby-pamby fashion, always dread
ing and fearing to trust the people in a legiti
mate way. I accept the Bill, and welcome it as 
a big step in advance. It has been alleged that 
the Premier made a certain statement prior to 
the taking of the referendum on the Common
wealth Bill as a bribe to the electors to vote iu 
favour of it. I am not here to speak for the 
Premier. 

Mr. STEPHENSON: You seem to be. 
Mr. GLASSEY : But I believe the Premier 

was then, and he and some of his Ministers are 
now, sincere in thi" matter. The Home Secretary 
explained last night that while he had not pre
viously been a strong advocate of the principle 
of one man one vote, seeing that the people had 
expressed themselves in such clear and unmis
takable language in favour of it, like a sagacious 
politician he came to the conclusion that the 
principle could no longer be delayed. Why 
should it be delayed? I listened to the argu
ments advanced by the hon. member for Herbert, 
the late Speaker of this House, and during the 
whole of my public career, and during the time 
I have been able to re:>d the debates 
which have time after time taken place on the 
great question of electoral"reform and the exten
sion of the suffrage to the people, I never heard 
or read more rotten old fusty Tory arguments 
used than I liRtened to from that hon. member this 
afternoon. There are many defects in this Bill, 
but with the principle of it I entirely agree. The 
hon. member for Herbert regards this Chamber, 
after federation is consummated, as a large 
edition of a divisional board, and on that ground 
he urges the retention of the property qualifica
tion, and he further urges that some people with 
property should have more votes than one-that 
they should have two and three, and I sup
pose he would go as high as half-a-dozen, 
provided a man had sufficient property to 
warrant his getting them, in the opinion of the 
hon. member. I have never believed that any 
man should have any more than one vote, but 
I regret that the suffrage is not to be extended 
to women under this Bill. If, as I dare say 
there will, t)1ere should be an amendment moved 
in that direction, I shall· give the principle 
my adhesion. Criticism has been offered on 
the question of attestation, and I hope it will 
be dropped out of the Bill altogether, or if it 
be retained that the Home Secretary will con
sent to widen its scope, and ·allow attestation 
by two bona fide electors. One amendment I 
should like to see in the Bill affects the counting 
of the votes. This is a matter I have urged again 
and again in this Chamber. I contend that the 
ballot-boxes should be brought to one centre 
and their contents mixed up there before the 
count is made. Under the present system of 
counting in sections, in places where there are 
only a few votes recorded the secrecy of the 
ballot is made a farce of. It will be said that 

this proposal would canse delay in getting the 
result of the poll. So it would in perhaps six or 
seven electorates in the colony, but so far as 
the bulk of the constituencies are concerned 
it would cause very little delay at all. I •have 
gone into the matter very carefully, and I say 
that so long as we have sectional counting of 
votes in places where only eight or ten votes are 
to be recorded, it is impossible to get a true ex
pression of opinion from the voters who may be 
employed in one mine or on one station, and 
where every man's vote will practically be known. 
I hope the Honw Secretary will agree to widen
ing the scope of the attestation clauses in the 
way I have suggested, not only that it may be 
possible for men to get on the roll, but also that 
it may be almost imposoible to get them off 
except for substantial reasons. I ho)Je also that 
the hon. gentleman will agree to the proposal 
to have all the ballot-papers counted at one 
centre. 

Mr. SMITH : This Bill is said to be brought 
in in consequence of the passins- of 

[7 p.m.] the Commonwealth Bill-that 1t is 
a natural corollary from the prin

ciple we adopted in passing that measure. The 
principle of one man one vote is, to a 
certain extent, good. I believe myself that 
every man in Queensland should have a vote, 
but I never could see the justice of depriving a 
man who has proved himself, perhaps, a more 
worthy citizen of Queensland of more political 
power than his fellows. The system appears to 
me to be coming into force, however. The 
world seems tending in that direction, and it is 
scarcely possible to stem the current. How
ever, we way express our opinions upon it, 
and my opinion is that instead of levelling 
down, which this Bill evidently does, we 
should level up. By adopting the principle 
of one man one vote, all men are brought down 
to one level, as far as the franchise is con
cerned. My opinion is that we should endeavour 
to give men the privilege of levelling up if we 
can possibly do so without doing an injustice to 
our fellows. It would be more in keeping with 
the principles of good government that we 
should hold out inducements to men to level np 
to a higher state of citizenship than it is to 
bring them all down to one dead level. Those 
notions may be called old-fashioned, still there is 
a good deal to be said in their favour. The hon. 
member for Nundah, in speaking on this subject, 
asked why should a married man who has a 
family not have more voting power than a man 
who is not married and who has not the same 
interest in good government, we might say, a~ the 
man who has a large family. There is something 
in that argnment, and it is no use shutting our eyes 
to the fact that, although the trend of public 
opinion is in the direction of one man one vote, 
there is a good deal to be said in favour of giving 
all men one vote, and at the same time giving some 
men the privilege of levelling up to the position 
of having more political power, It is said that 
one man one vote necessarily entails one vote 
one value. I would like to ask, if that comes 
into force, where shall we be in the outlying 
districts of the colony? On our present popula
tion basis about every 1,200 men would have 
a representative, and that would cast the entire 
voting P•)Wer into the large centres of population ; 
and those people who live in the more remote 
parts of the country, where the population 
is not large, will simply be without true repre
sentation. In my opinion that prinmple will 
scarcely hold. Although it seems a fair principle, 
and one that cannot be argued against, still I say 
it would do an injustice to a great many electorates 
in Queensland. Therefore I do not see that we 
can possibly argue on the principle that if we 
have one man one vote we must necessarily have 
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one vote one value. I do not know how this Bill 
will work with rege.rd to memb<"rs of Parliament. 
If a member of Parliament has to be in his 
elec~orate at least two months duri11g the five 
months immediately preceding an election I 
think a great many members of Parliament 
would be disfranchised. It. seems to me that if 
they do not fulfil that condition of residence they 
will be disqualified from sitting in the House even 
iftheyare elected. Then, again, SUi'fJose a member 
of Parliament, after his very arduous duties in the 
House, takt·s a trip to southern colonies or to the 
old country ; before he comes back he is off the 
roll, and by that means he is disfranchised. 
These are questions to which we shonld give due 
consideration before we pass the Bill in its 
present form. I know one man one vote is a 
very alluring cry, and it seems to be gaining the 
ear of the world very considerably at the present 
timP. The travelling voter ought, I think, to 
have the privilege of voting, and I suppose that 
in committee we sh,tll be ahle to fix him up. 
Although he is not in the electorate in which he 
is registered, he should be able to vote under 
this Bill. That is a very important matter, and 
it is something to which he is entitled. If every 
man in the colony has a vote--

Mr. KEOGH: Why not every woman, too? 
Mr. SMITH: It is argu~d that adult suffrage 

should be allowed under this Bill. I do not 
know that adult suffrage would not be a good 
thing. However, it has not been proved yet 
that it has been a very great benefit where it has 
been tried. I do not think in any country or 
State where adult suffrage has prevailed the 
state of affairs baR been more favourable than in 
the neighbouring State where adult suffrage does 
not prevail. The hon. member for :Fortitude 
V alley, Mr. Higgs, said it had not proved detri
mental, at the same time it has not been proved 
to be beneficial, and I think it may be said that 
it would do neither good nor harm. If the 
ladies desire to have the franchise, I see no 
reason in the world why they should not have it, 
but the ladies have not in large numbers asked 
for this boon, if it may be called a boon. 

Mr. KEOGH : I think they have. 
Mr. t:\MIT H : If you take the number of 

those who asked for it I think they are very 
small in proportion to the whole number of 
ladiPs in the colony. The hon. member for 
Fassifern I know is a great ad vacate of the 
ladies, and he would like to see tne1r1 all enfran
chised, anrl I would not be a strong opponent of 
their enfranchisement at any. rate. 1'hough I 
am not in favour of this Bill as it stands
though I never did believe that we should bring 
all men down to the same levei--

.Mr. Kms'fON: Up to the same level. 
Mr. SMITH: I am fully seized of the great 

ad vantage it is to encourage men to attain to a 
higher state of citizenship; 

Mr. GrvENS: How are you going to judge of 
their state of citizenship. 

Mr. SMITH : One rough way of judging that 
is by their accumulating property. I "ay that the 
man who by individual effort has proved himself 
in "ome way or other a more worthy citizen than 
his fellow, is entitled to more political power 
than the man who is aimless in life, and never 
a~tempts to attain to a higher position. 

Mr. GrvENS: That is a rotten idea. 
Mr. SMl1'H: The hon. member will have the 

privilege of showing how rotten it is. I am just 
as entitled to express my own conviction on this 
subject as the hon. member for C"irns. I stick 
fast to that privilege, and as long as I am in this 
House I hope I shall never be a.fraid to express 
my opinion on any subject that comes before the 
House, notwithstanding the fact that my opinion 
may not agree with the opinions of other hon. 
members. I say that I am not going to oppose 

the second rf·~ding of this Bill, though I do not 
approve of all its provisions ; and when we get 
into committee possibly we may be able to amend 
it so as to make it more generally acc••ptable. 

Mr. FOG-ARTY (Drayton and Toowoornba): 
I regret exceedingly that the Government has 
not seen tit to introduce the principle of adult 
suffrage, because I have no hesitation in ~"ying 
that the women would vote quite as intelligently 
as the males. Not having very great confidence 
in the Government, I think it would be injudi
cious at this stuge to endeavour to have the thing 
made perfect, and on the principle that half-a· 
lo .. f is better thHn none, I think we should accept 
the pro[J<'".al. I should not be surprised myself 
at the Government being considerably relieved if 
the second reading was not carried, but I shall 
certainly vote for the second reading, and I 
trust to see this very in1perfect measnre con
siderably amended. I think if we are not to 
have adult suffrage we ought certainly to have 
adult male suffra,'!;e ; but a certain &ection of 
people are disqualified-people who are qualified 
as well as the electors in any sphere of life 
as far as intelligence is concerned-and I say 
it wculd be wrong to deprive those people of 
their birthright. The hon. member for Mary
borough, l\1r. Bartholomew, and the hon. mem
ber for Fortitude Valley, Mr. Higgs, said that 
before we had female suffrage a referendum 
should be taken. The referendum taken on the 
2nd 8eptember last was a complete farce. Hun
dred• if not thousands of electors were misled owing 
to the peculiar words on the ballot paper, and had 
the paper been in a different form the majority, 
if there had been a majority at all, would not have 
been so large. It is true that it was promised 
by the Premier that iil consideration of the Com
monwealth Bill being carried, he would imro
duce the principle of one man one vute, I say 
this is not one man one vote. I also notice that 
people in receipt of charitable assistance are dis
qualified, with the exception of those in hos
pitals, and I shall ende.wour to amend the Bill 
in committee in that .respect. There are a num
ber of worthy people, pioneers, who made the 
colony for other people who came here after 
them, such as myself and other hon. members of 
this House, but unfortunately they have not 
been successful, and hence they are now depend
ing on the State for a little assistance, and I 
think it would be very unfair, indeed it would 
be harsh, to say that those people, while re
ceiving a charitable allowance of 5s. a weAk, 
should be disfranchised. I think it may have 
been an oversight on the part of the hon. 
gentleman that they were not placed on the 
same footing as patients in hospitals. 

Mr. BROW NE: They might as well disfranchise 
the pensioners on page 3 of the Estimates. 

Mr. FOG ARTY: The hon. member points 
out th::tt if the Government .intend t•> carry out 
this particular provision they should disfranchise 
all pensioners ; but there is nu such proposal, 
and I think it would be very unfair if there was 
any. I hope the Bill will be passed on the 
voices. I know a· very large majority in this 
Hou•e are pledged to their constituents to 
support the principle of one man one vote. I 
have given a promise to that effect myself, and 
that promise I am prepared to keep, and it will 
give me a considerable amount of pleasure to be 
able to say that I assisted in amending the 
present electoral laws, which are faulty in a 
number of ways. This Bill is not a very radical 
change. I even have doubts myself whether 
the principle of one man one vote is embodied in 
it or not. The Bill is certainly hazy, and I have 
no doubt that when we reach the committee 
stage considerably more light will be thrown on 
the ma.tter, and it is very sadly in need of it. 
As brevity has been, up till the present tirr.e, the 
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order of the day-and I trust that this will 
characterise the preeent seBsion up till the rising 
of the House-I will certainly follow that excel
lent example, with an intimaHon tb1t I shall 
certainly vote for the seconrl reading and also 
vote for the Bill when it reaches the Cc>mrnittee 
stage, and assist in every way in placing this 
excellent, proposal upon our statute-book. 

Mllli!BERS of the Opposition: Hettr, hear ! 
Mr. KATES (Uunninaham): I certainly con

gratulate members on the other side on the 
achievem~ent of a great victory. The lear!er of 
the Opposition said this afternoon it WitS a 
triumph getting this principle ,,f one man one 
vote on the statute-book. They have been for 
eight or nine years fighting very hard for it, and 
I assure them thc<y deserve the victory they have 
obtained to-day. 

An HoNOVI\ABLF MEMEER: \Ve hava not 
obtained it vet. 

Mr. KATES: Hon. members seemRd to think 
it would be opposed largely by this side. 

Mr. BROWNE : Oh, no. 
Mr. KA TES: It lms been expressed by the 

hon. member for Fortitude Valley; hut I un 
assnre you there will be very little opposition on 
this side. 

!VIEMBERH of the Opposition : Hear, hear! 
Mr. KATES: It will be carried by a very 

large majority, if it is not carried on the voices. 
I am prepared to support this Bill. In addres
sini( my c'mstituentt;-I h"ve addre,sed them 
many, many times-I have always told them 
that if this Bill was brought forward I shonld 
sui'port it, and this statement of mine was 
generally received with applause and satisfac
tion. I am very much plea,ed to have an oppor
tunity of supporting a Bill of rh is kind. In fact, 
I can assure you that I have lost one or two 
important elections dnring my political c!treer 
through it not being on the stntute-book. My 
oppo11ent had a paddock on the Downs-a very 
Ltrc:e paddock. He cut it up into sma1l portions 
and issued leases to his friends in Brisb.tne to 
put them on .the roll. (Opposition laughter.) 
When the polling day came round they got a 
special train, and came up and outvoted me. I 
have good reason to remember that, and for that 
reason I am going to support this Bill. I should 
also like to see a clause introduced to have all 
the 0lections on one day. If that had been the 
case in previous years, there would not have 
been so mnch plural voting. 

An HoNOURABLE MEMBER: And shut the 
public-houses. 

Mr. KATES: I also agree with my hon. 
friend the member for Toowoomha that there 
•hould be collectors appointed to the various dis
tricts to go round and put names on the roll. 
We know that a great many of the el"ctors are 
prevented from getting their names on the roll, 
because they do not like to go through the for
malities that are nece,sary. If this collecting 
had been done years ago, we should have had all 
these people on the roll who are not on it now. 
Another thing, it would meet the difii.culties 
raised by the hon. the leader of the Opposition 
to clause 55, which he fears will have the effect 
of disqualifying a great many, or not put any on 
the roll at all. I do not think this Bill will do 
much harm, and for that reason I will support 
the second reading. 
* Mr. STEPHENSON (Ipswich): It is my 
intention to support the secrmd reading of this 
measure. I do nut support it becc.use I think it 
will do much harm, or for the reverse reason. I 
support it because I understand that this House 
practically aflirme.d the principle of one man one 
vote when they decided to remit the Common
w,•alth Bill to the decision of the electors of the 
colony. The electors-or a majority of them
having signified their approval of that .dill-

mistakenly, in my opinion-it seems to me a 
necessary corollary of the action then taken 
that we should have a Bill such as this measure 
submitted for our approval sooner or later. At 
the same time I do not think there was any 
great urgency for the bringing forward of 
this mea,ure, and I cannot help expressing 
my disapproval of the manner in which the 
hon. the leader of tlw Government referred 
to his intention to introduce it when he was 
addressing the electors of Bulimha on the 
eve of the referendum on the question of federa-
1i<>n. His action was strongly to be condemned. 
I do not know that it can be regarded as a bribe, 
and, possibly, it may not be so regarded-but 
it had very much that appearance- by electors 
all over the cc1lony. When the Cour-ie1· appeared 
with that announcement, occupying an exceed
ingly prorninent p_osition in its cohunns, it was 
int<;rpreted by numbers of people residiug at a 
great distance from the electorate of Bulimba as a 
bribe; as being held out as an inducement to them 
to support the adopt,ion of the Commonwealth 
Bill with the hint that otherwise there was no 
chance of one man one vote becommg the law of the 
land. This is one nf the questions which it seems 
to me ha.s been inevitable for some considerable 
time, and I do not think the members of the 
Labour party need 1 'lume themselves on any par
ticular foresight in connection with the mattAr, or 
claim or attempc to claim auy particular credit. 
I do not believe it is owing to tbe action of the 
Labour pnrty, either here or elsewhere, that 
snch a measum is now being submitted for the con
sideration of Parliament. It arose as a matter 
of necessity, because in the endeavour, among t h11 
Premiers, the authorities, and the Parliaments 
of the ot!Ier col,·nies to hit upon some measure 
of federation which would be acceptaule to the 
electors of the whole of the colonies, it was found 
necessary to rnake concf~ssions one to another. 
My belief is that a good many of those gentle
men who were laq(ely concerned in the framing 
of this measure had no more love fortheone man 
one vote principle than, apparently, have 
some hon. members of this House ; but it 
was allowed to be inserted in the Common
wealth Bill as a compromise, in order that 
there should be some1.hing definite at least 
to submit to the electors of the various 
colonies. Therefore I do not think the Labour 
party can claim any particular credit. Even if 
they can, it is a singular thing that, according to 
the showing of the hon. member who is at the 
head of that party in this Hou•e, they have been 
striving their very utmost to obtain this thing for 
the past eight or nine years, and have only now 
succeeded-and succee.ded, I may say, by a side 
wind. If it has taken them eight or nine years 
to bring their influence so far to bear as to enable 
them w have the possibility of the Bill being 
placed on the statute-book of tbe colony, it does 
not say much for their influence. A ]though, as I 
have said, I believe this is a necessary corollary 
to the embodiment of that principle in the 
Commonwealth Bill, still I do not think there 
was any urgent necessity for it. I think the 
'!Uestion could well have afforded to wait. I 
believe it would have been much better if 
it had been dealt with by the .Federal Parlia
ment when that body comes into existence>, and 
that we should have the advantage of having 
a law on the subject in the various colonies 
perfectly assimilated. It is quite apparent at 
present· that there will be vast differences of 
opinion as to details, although the principle of 
one man one vote may be generally accepted. 
These differences would probably be avoided if, 
as I "'',id, the whole question were remitted to 

• the l<'cderal Parliament. However, it has been 
decided at present. that the question shall not be 
so remitted. We have it for our consideration 
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here. We have got to deal with things as they 
are, not either as we should like them to be or 
as we think they ought to be. It seems to me 
that there is a great deal of force in the con
tention that if this principle is to become 
law there ought to be a general election pretty 
soon afterwards. I opine that such a measure 
as this is one which might be more fittingly 
brought in in the last seesion of Parlia
ment than in the first session, and I doubt 
much, only it appears the Premier desired 
to do all he possibly could to influence voters 
in favour of the course he was pursuing, if 
he would have shown any particular eagerness 
to introduce this measure at the present time. 
I see no objection to the measure beyond this: 

that it is not comprehensive or 
(7'30 p.m.] drastic enough. If any hon. member 

proposes, when the Bill reaches the 
Committee stage, that its scope should be made 
more comprehensive-that it should make provi
sion for adult suffrage-I shall only he very happy 
indeed to support that, J!'or a good many years 
past I have come to the conclusion that whatever 
is to be said in favour of male adult suffrage can 
be said with equal strength in favour of the 
franchise to women. If, therefore, thiA measure 
is to become law, it will be more satisfactory to 
every one if it is made more comprehensive. 
We should not go on with these tinkerings, 
Ruch as we have been content to put up 
with for some time past, but should make the 
meaeure a comprehensive one, and one which is 
not likely to he amended for some time after it 
has been placed on the statute-book. A strong 
argument brought against woman suffrage is that 
great numbers of women in the colony-and 
some of them the best and most domesticated
do not desire the franchise ; and there is cer
tainly a great deal of force in that. But it is no 
reason why those who do desire the franchise 
should he precluded f10m exercising it-because 
their sisters, or some of them, do not care about it. 
There has never been an election in Queensland 
yet but scores and hundreds-and in some large 
electorates thousanda-of men have not taken 
the trouble to come and record their votes. 
Thousand8 did not take the trouble to cast 
their votes on the Commonwealth Bill; but 
no hnn. member could say-and I have never 
heard anyone outside the House pretend to 
argue-that because a number of men did not 
take sufficient interest to record their votes, that 
those who were interested in the welfare of th8 
country, on the one side or the other, should not 
be allowed the opportunity of saying what they 
thought on the matter. If hon. members are 
at all logical, there is no more force in the one 
argument than in the other, The hon. member 
for Herbert condemned the Government for 
bringing in this measure, but it seems to me 
that he, and other hon. members who share 
his opinions, are exceedingly inconsistent. They 
might have known that the introduction of a 
measure like this would be the necessary result of 
the passing of the Commonwealth Bill; but some 
of them were so blinded by their eagerness to 
secure what they regarded as the great scheme 
of federation that they overlooked a number 
of comparatively minor matters, which it was 
perfectly apparent to persons who took the 
trouble to think more over the matter than they 
did, were inevitable. It seems to me that 
these hon. gentlemen-I know there are some 
sympathisers with them on this side of the House, 
and there mav be some on the other side-these 
engineers-ar"e "hoist with their own petard." 
Things are not always what they seem on the 
surface, and, in their endeavours to secure what 
they deemed a great advantage, if they had been 
wise, they should have taken the trouble to 
think over the matter beforehand, and see 

whether there were not some correspond
ing disadvantages. I believe there are dis
advantages in this particular case, and looked 
at from the hon. member for Herbert's point 
of view, this is one. I do not regard it as 
a disadvantage ; I am perfectly willing, nay, 
I am anxious, to vote for the second reading of 
this Bill, with a view to its amendment in com
mittee, and that not because I pledged myself to 
my constituents to support this proposal, for I 
never brought the matter up during the last 
election campaign. The matter was never 
referred to; I was never asked a question on the 
point, and I never volunteered any statements 
on it. I have not the slightest objection to the 
passing of this Bill, if its provisions are calcu
lated to bring about one man one vote ; but I do 
not think the measure goes far enough. It 
shnuld make provision for one adult one vote. 
Whether this Bill makes this provision or not, 
sooner or later the necessary corollary of one 
man one vote will carry the principle of one vote 
one value. That may be very unpalatable to 
some hon. members on both sides of the House, 
but it seems to me that it will be the in
evitable result of conferring the franchise on 
every adult. It is complained by some hon. 
members on the other side that some men have a 
great deal more influence by reason of the fact 
that they possess more wealth and more votes than 
other men. vV ell, if there is anything in their 
argument-and I am not prepared to dispute it 
at the present time-they certainly cannot con
tend, if they are at all logical, that 100 m _en in one 
electorate should possess morepowPr and mfluence 
and weight in the councils of the country than 
lOO men in &notber electorate. They should be 
permitted to exercise precisely the same power 
and influence. Although hon. ll!embers n1ay try 
to make themselves believe that it is not so, I can 
assure them that that will be the inevitable re
sult of the adoption of the general principle of 
adult franchise : that one vote rfcorded is of pre
cisely the same value as another vote-no more 
and no less. 

Mr. JACKSON: That argument applied before 
just as much as it does now. 

Mr. STEPHENSON: Possibly. 

Mr. J ACKSON : I dispute that the argument 
applies. 

Mr. STEPHENSON: The hon. member may 
dispute that, but I must say tba.t, holding the 
views that he does, and which be has frequently 
given expression to in this House, be is an exceed
ingly inconsistent man. However, the hon. mem
berwill have an opportunity on the sec:ond reading 
of the Bill, or at a later stage of its consideration, 
of giving his vie"s on that matter, but it does not 
concern me one bit what he thinks, or whether 
he or anybody else disputes my opinion on the 
point. I hold firmly to my own opinion, and I can 
assure the hon. member and others who agree 
with him that what I have stated will be the 
necessary corollary of giving one vote to every 
adult-that is, that one vote will have precisely 
the same value as another. 

Mr. BROWNE : There is no such thing in any 
place in the world. 

Mr. STEPHENSON: That does not matter. 
Hon. members will find that this principle will 
prevail in this colony and throughout Australia 
and throughout the British Empire before very 
long. I confess that I am as much astonished 
to-night as I was last night at the attitude 
of hon. members generally on the other side. 
Apparently they are actuated by the same 
"tired feeling," as the hon. member for Nundah 
expressed to-night, a.s they were last night. It is 
a singular thing that these hon. gentlemen have 
kept us here night after night this session, and in 
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·previous sessions, discussing matters of trivial 
importance, and here we have a matter of the 
gr:west importance to the welfare of the colony, 
and they are silent. How do we account for this 
change in their attitude? I presume it is because 
of the hypnotic influence of the Premier to 
which I referred last night, and which justifies 
the hon. member for Bundaberg in filling the 
role of apologist, as be has done to-night, and 
also of interpreter, for members of the Ministry. 
He bns undertaken to tell us what the Premier 
thought, and what he said, and what he did, as 
well as what was thought nnd said and done by 
the leader of the Labour party. I think, there
fore, that I am justified in coming to the con
clusion that this hypnotic power is still felt by 
hon. members on the other side, and that the 
Premier is exercising his influence to keep hon. 
members opposite qniet in order that a certain 
rrwasure shonld be passed. Well, last night I 
ventured to express some objection to voting 
considerable sums of money in this House with
out the requisite amount of consideration being 
given to them, and I specially referred to the 
£8,000 proposed to be voted as the expense of the 
referendum on the Commonwealth Bill, but if I 
thought that the hon. member at the head of the 
Government could continue to exercise this in
fluence on hon. members opposite I would not 
only vote £8,000 but £80,000, or £800,000 for 
that object, feeling assured that I should be 
doing a service to the country by muzzling the 
mouths of hon. member.s who sit on the other 
side. Now, as I said, I am going t•J support 
the second reading of this Bill, but I shall, with 
the assistance, I hope, of other hon. members, 
succeed in amending it in committee in the 
direction I have indicated. I believe with the 
hon. member for Cunningham that there will be 
no division, and that the second reading will be 
carried unanimously on the voices. 

Mr. KEOGH (Rose1vuod): What has just 
dropped from the hon. member for Ipswich in 
reference to hon. members on ~his side holding 
their tongues does not apply to me. I am nut 
aware of any undue influence having been 
brought to bear upon hon. members on this side 
to prevent them speaking. Of course the 
privilege of speech is given to us all, and we 
have a perfect right either to speak or hold our 
tongues. Ae far as I am concerned I have 
always advqcated one man one vote, and I have, 
too, gone as far as ad vacating one adult one vote. 
I do not see why a woman should not be placed 
on the same footing as a man. Women are 
equally intelligent, and where the franchise has 
been granted to them, both in New Zeala.nd and 
in South Australia, they have shown their 
ability to exercise it with discretion. I well 
remember the present Agent-General stating 
some time ago in this House that experience had 
proved that women voted as intelligently and 
in some respects more intelligrmtly than men. 
Though the senior member for Ipswich has 
intimated that he did not inform his constituents 
that he was in favour of one man one vote, 
I cannot say the same. It is one of the plat
forms laid down by the Labour party, and 
I. have advocated it strenuously all round, and 
also pledged myself to one adult one vote. 
I am entirely in sympathy with women having 
a vote, and hope that at a later stage in com
mittee some hon. members will propose it, so 
that we may have an opportunity of voting upon 
it. It has been stated by the lion. member for 
Ipewich that a considerable number of women 
do not desire to vote, but that is no reason 
why those who do appreciate the franchise 
should not be placed on the roll. If even men 
do not care for the franchise let them stay off the roil 
if they think proper, though I would go further 
than some of my friends on this <~ide are inclined 

to go. I believe, if we give the right to every 
man and woman to vote, we should go as far as 
they have done in New Zealand, where it is 
provided by law that if persons are placed on 
the roll and do not vote, they must show suffi
cient reason for not having voted, or their names 
will be removed. There are plenty of people on 
the roll at the present time who do not exercise 
their right, and say that it is of no earthly use to 
them. I would put those persons off the roll, 
unle;;s they were prepared to show good, 
sonnd reasons fur absenting themselves from the 
poll. 1 believe that this House is going to 
adopt the principle of one man one vote, and a 
very wise one it is. It is one that has been care
fully gone into for many years by members on 
both sides of this House, and when the question 
has been put to them by their constituents, I 
think nearly every member has d~clared !n 
favour of it. I do not remember one mstance m 
which a member having been asked the question 
whether he was in favour of one man one vote 
declnred that he was not in favour of it, and 
I therefore cannot for the life of me see how 
they can get away from voting for it on this 
occasion. I believe with the hon. member 
for Toowoomba, who said th~t he thought 
there would be no division on the question. I 
hope there will be none, but that the second 
reading will be carried on the voices. Now 
there Is one matter that I would like to draw 
attention to-a penal provision which I think 
is rather severe. There is a clause which says 
that any justice or other person who signs any 
such statement, without personal knowledge 
or full inquiry, from the claimant or otherwise, 
shall be liable on summary conviction to a 
penalty of £50, and on such conviction shall 
be incapable of acting as a justice or voting at 
any parliamentary election for a period of two 
yeara from the date of conviction. I believe 
that will be a means of keeping men off the 
electoral rolls, because there are very few justices 
who will witness claims in snch a way a' to find 
out whether a man is qualified or not. I 
think that is a very harsh provision, and 
one which I should like to see obliterated alto
gether. In my opinion it is quite enough 
that the magistrate should know the. man. 
At all events, he should not be penalised because 
he signs a document stating that he knows the 
claim~nt, and that he possesses the qualification 
for which be claims a vote. If that is the case, I 
have no hesitation in saying thg,t a great number 
of people will not be placed on the rolls. I for 
one would be very dubious about witnessing any 
claim with snch a provision in the Bill. I hope 
that in committee some hon. member will move 
the omission of this clause. I do not wish to say 
any more on the second reading. No doubt, when 
the Bill gets into committee, there may b~ some 
things which I and other hon. members w1ll en
deavour to have rectified. I have done a 
good deal of electioneering in my time, and I 
have no doubt I shall be able to show where 
the shoe pinches, and to point out some nece:•· 
sary amendments, but I have much pleasure m 
supporting the second reading of the Bill. No 
hon. member on this side has blamed the Govern
ment for having brought in this Bill. I think 
they did a very judicious thing, and acted in 
accordance with the dictates of the majority of 
the electors of this colony in bringing in the 
Bill. It has been stated by the senior member 
for Ipswich and other hrm. members that the 
Bill has been brought in on account of the 
referendum, and in order to bring Queensland 
into line with the other colonies. I suppose that 
federation may now be regarded as an acc.om
plished fact, and that it is only j_nst a':'d r1il'ht 
that we should bring Queensland mto !me With 
the other colonies in this respect. I hope that 
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hon. members will signify by their voices, with
out going to a division, that they are in favour 
of the second reading. 

Mr. MACKINTOSH (Cambooya): I cannot 
understand how the Government so suddenly 
determined to introduce thi" Bill. In the 
Premier's manifesto at the time of the general 
election there was no mention of electoral reform. 
I have no objection to elect<·>ral reform. During 

. my lifetime I have done a great deal in connec
tion with the udvocacy of electoral reform, and 
in trying to get everyone on the rolls who was 
entitled to a vote. Years before many who are 
now in this House came to the colony I advo
cated electoral reform. I recollect the time when 
it was a difficult matter for anyone to get on the 
rolls at all except property owners and people 
who had salaries over £100 a year. I give my
self credit for having advocated, in years gone 
by, that there should be manhood suffrage. I 
am prepared to go still further and have adult 
suffrage, and I would also give the police the 
franchise. In my own electomte there are not 
more than four policemen altogether, so that 
I cannot be accused of curryiiw favour with 
them. At the s>tme time, if the Civil Service 
have the franchise, I cannot see why the police 
should not have the same privilege. As a 
rule the police are as intelligent as any other 
clas' in the community. In connection with 
adult suffrage I may point out that we have 
adopted the principle in the case of munici
palities and divisional boarrls. Besides that, we 
all know that there are numbers of widows who 
are rearing families in a most re"pectable manner. 
Why should they be deprived of having a say 
in the government of the country? They 
should certainly have a voice in it by having a 
vote. I will refer now to the manner in which 
the Bill has been introduced and the cause of its 
introduction. There must have been some con
nivance in bringin<; it in. In the Premier's 
manifesto we were w•ing to have railwayc. 
into agricultural districts; we were going 
to have che~p money for the farmers; and on 
those conditions I supported the Government 
policy. On those conditions I am here now, and 
it appears to me that by introducing this measure 
of electoral reform-and it is a, good one-it is 
like asking for bread and getting a stone in return. 
We cannot live by a vote. It is right th:tt every 
one should have a vote, but I do not think that 
the prosperity of the country should be entirely 
neglected for the sake of electoral reform. Now, 
how did this Bill come about? It came about 
by the PrEJmier offering-quite uncalled for, if I 
may be allowed to say so-to bring this forward, 
as an inducement--or, if I may say so, as a bribe 
-to the electors nf the colony. 

The SPEAKER : Order ! 
Mr. MACKINTOSH : He did that in order 

to foist on the people this uncalled for federa
tion-a thing they did not require. He con
sidered his chance of getting federation carried 
was so poor that I am sorry to say he resorted 
to this promise to the people. In fact, it was 
tantumount to saying, "Unless you vote for 
federation you will not get an Electoral Reform 
Bill"; and I condemn the hon. gentleman 
entirely for coming down and doing such a 
shabby thing as leaving the former policy of the 
Government in the background, and adopting 
something that he did not believe in at all. 

Mr. LESINA : The candid friend ! 
JYir. J ENKINSON: He is redeeming his promise 

to you. 
Mr. MACKINTOSH : I blame the hon. 

gentleman for not keeping his promise. There 
is nnt one word about the encouragement of the 
agricultural industry which we were promised, 
while something has been brought in which was 
not promised at all. 

An HoNOURABLE MEMBER : Do you believe in 
it? 

The SPEAKER: Order. 
Mr. MACKINTOSH : I intend to endeavour 

to get some amendments made in Committee. 
No doubt it is necessary to have such a Bill 
introduced, but it ought to have been a gr<:a1J 
deal more comprehensive than it is. There are 
a great many things left out altogether which 
should be in it. There is another matter that I 
cannot understand. A few years ago the hon. 
member for Bnndaberg said that it was a theft 
to be possessed of a freehold property. 

Mr. GLASSEY: I rise to a point of order. 
The SPEAKER: Order! 
Mr. GLASSJ<~Y: I wish to say--
The SPEAKER: The hon. member can only 

rise to make an explanation with the consent of 
the hon. member who is in possession of the 
floor. 

Mr. GLASSEY: I wish to say that the hon. 
member for Cambooya has been misinformed. 
No such statement ever eumnated from me. 

Mr. MACKINTOSH : If the hon. member 
denies it I am very glad to hear it, 

[8 p.m.] but what I want to get at is that 
that qualification has been expunged 

from this Bill. The hon. gentleman who intro
duced the Bill has caved in to the hon. mewberfor 
Bundaberg, and it seems that a man is guilty of 
a wrong if he possesses a freehold. Under this 
ulteration in the law, if I could afford to make 
a tour round the Pacific Islands, and was ubsent 
five months from my electo,·ate, and an election 
took place when I returned, then I would be 
deprived of a vote at that election, because this 
measure ;•rovides for residential qualification 
only. That is one reason why I am not. in favour 
of the Bill. I do not see that it is a crime for 
a man to hoicl property. I only wi"h that every
one in the colony had a freehold, because the 
country will never prosper as it should nntil we 
have a peasant proprietary, and there is land 
enough for all. I hope thut those who are totally 
against this Bill will say so, and divide upon the 
second reading. I do not say which side I will 
take yet, because I consider it is a bit of a 
mongrel Bill. 

Mr. LESINA : Then it's like your attitude 
towards it. 

Mr. MACKINTOSH : I have my own opinion 
on it. I have paddled my own canoe iu my own 
way for many years in this colony, and I am not 
ashamed of it at ail. I have helped materially 
to make this country, and I wish everybody in it 
to be prosperous .<~nd happy. 

HONOURABLE MEMBE:RS: Hear, hear ! 
Mr. PETRIE (Toornbul): I do not intend to 

let the second reading of this Bill go without 
saying a few words. Like some other hon. 
members who have bpoken, I am at a loss to 
understand why there should be such undue 
haste in bringing in such an important measure 
as this. I di'·•l:lpprove of the action of the lestder 
of the Government in making the promise he 
did at the meeting held at Bulimba previous to 
the taking of the referendum on the Common
wealth Bill-that if that measure were adopted 
he would introduce the principle of one man one 
vote. It seems to me that there was something 
queer about the whole surroundings, and I take 
this opportunity of declaring my di"approval of the 
action then taken by the Premier. I have always 
declared myself in favour of electoral reform, 
and although I have always declared myself 
agaim.t one. man one vote, yet as things have 
changed by the adoption of the Common
wealth Bill, I suppose we will have to fall 
into line with the other colonies and accept 
this Bill. I therefore do not intend to offer any 
serious opposition to the second reading of the 
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Bill, but, at the same time, I will certainly sup
port any amendments that I consider necessary. 
I am in favour of adult suffrage, and intend to 
give any amendment in that direction my hearty 
support. Because certain women in the colony 
do not feel inclined for domestic reasons to take 
the trouble to get their names on the roll, I do 
not think that is any reason why the majority ot 
the women in the colony should not have a vote. 
When I was ueforc my constituents at the last 
general election, I had the honour of having 
several ladres present at my meetings, and they 
put the matter straight to me, a.nd in reply to 
their inquiri<cS I said I was in favour of the 
franchise being extended to women in Queens
land. I am not going back on that now, and I 
say if we are going to have electoral reform, let 
ns have it in a proper munner, and not have Bill 
after Bill, making a sort of patch work. I should 
like to have all elections held on the one day, and 
that day made a public holiday. 

Mr. STEPHENSON: And have public-houses 
closed. 

Mr. PETRIE: I believe it would be a very 
good thing to have public-houses closed on that 
day. I think there has been undue haste in the 
introduction of this Bill. Although the Com
monwealth Bill has been adopted by the country, 
still federation is not yet an accomplished fact, 
and I agree with the ban. member for Nundah 
and the hem. member for Ipswich, Mr. Stephen
son, that it would be time enough next s•ssion, 
or the session after, to bring forward this 
measure. However, it is here now, and I am 
not going to offer any serious opposition to it, 
but I reserve to myself the right to vote for any 
amendments prupused from either side of the 
House which my conscience approves as reason
able. I notice that hon. members opposite are 
very silent on this que,;tion. The majority of 
them look tired, but I think it will bfl seen 
that we who are sometimes called silent mem
bers can take up a little time when necessary, 
though we do not talk as much as hon. mem
bers opposite. I do not blarrw them for their 
silence on this matter, because I know they 
have been fighting for snch a measure as this 
for years, and are now anxious to get it through 
the House. I give them every credit for their 
action in that respect, and I only hope that 
we shall continue to have short speeches from 
both side$ of the House, so that we may get 
through the business of the session as speedily aq 
possible. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS 
(Hon. D. H. Dalrymple, JJ1ackrty): I should not 
have risen at all in this debate had it not been 
for some remarks made by the hon. member for 
:Fortitude Valley, Mr. Higgs. He said he was 
unable to understand the attitude of the Govern
ment, and trotted out the old bogie of insincerity, 
saying that the whole matter was surrounded 
with suspicion. 

Mr. GLASSEY: I a,n blamed because I said the 
Governtnent were sincpre. 

The SECRETARYJ<'ORPUBLICLANDS: 
Then, there is a great rent between the bon. 
member for Bnndaberg and the hon. member for 
Fortitude Valley. It seems to me that hon. 
members opposite cannot be sincere themselves 
when they express a desire that this matter 
should go through, apparently without discus
sion, if, at the very outset of the debate, they 
make a number of charges, which, I venture to 
sa,y, are utterly groundless, against hon. members 
on this side of the House. One can hardly 
reconcile that with sincerity, although I believfl 
the hon. member himself was sincere enough. 
It was probably only a blunder on his part. 
The only circumstance upon which he based 
his charge of insincerity was the fact that a 
couple of bon. m em hers on this side had spoken. 

The hon. member for Fortitude Valley said that 
be could not himself be charged with speaking 
very mncb, and I suppose we must take that for 
gospel. No doubt it was true, but hon. 
members on this side to whom he alluded in 
disparaging terms very seldom speak. But 
is it to be expected that hon. me m hers on 
either side will take their cue as to whether they 
should speak or be silent from hon. members on 
the opposite side? It is a very poor ground 
to challenge the action of hon. members on 
this side who spwk seldom, but who, l venture 
to say, when they do spe<1k, are listened to; 
and for my part I regret they do not speak 
oftener. After all, the reason is clear why mem
bers on this Hide seldom spe11k; it is in order that 
the business may go through. With regard to 
the triumph for the Labour party, I am unable 
to see that there is any triumph for them at all. 
It has been admitted on both sides of the Houqe 
that the reasun for this Bill is to be found in 
something which has occurred in other parts of 
AuRtralia-because the Commonwealth Bill has 
been brought forward, and becanse in that Bill 
the arrangements in connection with the franchise 
are somewhat similar to those proposed in this 
Bill to be adopted. If that is the case, what have 
the Labour party in this colony to do with it? I 
take it that the Labour party in this colony have 
hail nothing to do with it at all. It has been said 
that this has been offered them by my hon. 
friend the Premier, and if that be a triumph, it 
means that they consider it a triumph to be fed 
with the crumbs that fall from the Premier's 
table. Io does not go any further than that. 
·when they claim to have been particularly 
triumphant, I sympathise with them, if all the 
triumph they are going to get in the future is to 
be that w hicb they will get by accepting what is 
handed to them by a Premier whom they con
sistently oppose. One point I would particularly 
call attention to. Here we propose, after deli
beration a-nd after perhaps ascertaining what the 
general opinion was in the country- -we propose 
a stupendous change in the Constitution of thE\ 
colony, and one of the planks of the platform of 
hon. members opposite is the referendum. Now 
and again if we give them a plank they say that 
for years and years they have been trying to ~et 
that plank and they have at last forced m, to grve 
it to them-no matter how improbable ·the state
ment may be. One of their pbnks has been the 
rfferendnm. Certain legislation, they say, 
should be only undertaken by a mandate horn 
the people, and I am not snre that they do not go 
further and say that after we pase it it should be 
submitted to the people. I am quite certain of 
this: That it has alwa-ys been an article of faith· 
thrn•t into our faces on all occa-sions, that every 
iti1portant matter should be submitted to the· 
people. 

Mr. HARDACRE : vVhy do you not take your 
own medicine? 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: 
The hon. member speaks on this occasion as he 
does on many others, in perfect ignorance of what 
I am talking about--

Mr. HARDACRE : That is not argnment. It is 
only personality. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: 
Or he would ntwer have made a statement of 
that kind. I have always been in favour of 
rc,ferring every constitutional amendment to the 
people. It is a most proper thing to do; but 
when this is refmed by bon. members opposite, 
who in season and out of season have urged this 
plank, it does seem surprising. I find hon. 
members opposite now most anxious about 
extending the franchise, and one hon. member 
became affected at the thought that the people 
at Dunwich should not have the franchise. It 
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was a great shame-a most improper thing-that 
they should be prevented from having the 
franchise under this Bill. Bub when it was the 
case of our own countrymen in the Transvaal it 
did not matter if 75,000 of them should be 
governed by 30,000, and should have no vote 
at all. 

HONOURABLE MEMBERS: Hear, bear ! 
The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: 

I say there are some very singular things which 
we discover on this occasion. Another remark
able thing c:ccnrs to my mind. I find that Mr. 
Lane is now an "honorary " member of the 
Cosme Colony, of which he was at one time a 
practical member. At present he seems dis
posed to accept a position of pure dignity and 
pure honour. The world apparently is changing, 
and we are changing with it. 

Mr. KIDSTON : Don't forget the revolution. 
The SECRE'l'ARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: 

If the hon. member is proud of that wretched 
failure-it is the only thing the hon. member 
opposite can claim to have put m to practice, bnt 
if he desires to talk of that-and he doesn't 
really-which is an absolute failure and which he 
and others w:mld wish to bury ten thousand 
fathoms deep, he is very welcome to do so. I 
have not the slightest desire to protract the 
debate, and would not as I say have risen had it 
not been for the attitude of the hon. mHmber for 
Fortitude V alley, who appeared to me to unneees· 
sarily stir up strife by impugning the attitude of 
hon. members on this side. vVhen it is pointed 
out that there is really some small opportunity 
for the exercise of the referendum I find hon. mem
bers opposite disown that useful expedient. This 
Bill will have very important consequences all 
over the colour. Previously, I think that on the 
whole I have not been in favour of the principle 
which hon. members opposite have been so 
anxious to establish, because I have not con
sidered tha.t it would be in the interests of my 
constituents. It has never seemed t.o me either 
that it would be in the interests of the comtitu. 
ents of the hon. member for Leichha1dt, or the 
hon. member for Carpentaria, or a good many 
other hon. members. It may be that this colony 
should abolish dual voting because of the 
example set by the measure to secure a fe:leration. 
But it will be equally impossible for the reform 
or alteration to stand where we are now making 
it. It will be absolutely necessary now to have 
one vote one value, and I appeal to those who like 
myself represent a country constituency to just 
face the consequences. The consequences may be 
good for the colony or not-I am not arguing 
whether they will or not now-but I am pointing 
out what will be the result to the Labour party 
for one thing. Severcil members of that party 
will vanieh. I do not say whether that would 
be a good thing or not, but I say this alteration 
will be necessary, and there must be one vote one 
value. 

Mr. KmsTON : And a good thi"g, too. 
The SJWRETARY FOE PUBLIC LANDS: 

It may be a good thing, too. It will not be a 
bad thing for Rockhampton, but I do not think 
it will be a good thing for Bulloo or Bundaberg. 

Mr. GLASSEY : It won't make the slightest 
difference to Bundaberg. 

The SJWRETARYFOR PUBLIC LANDS: 
It will not be a good thing for many country 
electorates, and the members for those electorates 
may well consider what the reeult will be with 
reg'ard to the importance of their constituencies 
in the colony of Queensland. If they like to 
throw their constituencies over, or to sacrifice 
them for the good of the country, or to vindicate 
some principle they value, well and good; but 
that is the inevitable result. Shortly, Brisbane 
and its suburbs, with its population of about 
110,000, or very nearly one·fourth of the whole 

population of the colony, will immensely increase 
its representation. We shall have the city life 
dominating, and becoming the principal 
power in the State. I am not saying that 
that should not be so. But there are other 
constituencies in the outside districts which will 
have less representation than they have at 
presPnt, and, perhap8, less representation than 
they ought to have, because they are far away 
n.nd out of sight. \Vhile I am not concerned at 
present to say that the alteration is a good thing, 
I contend that it is a necessary thing; and, 
when we deal with a problem of this kind, we 
should look at it not only from one point of view, 
but from the other. Besides considering it as a 
general principle, we should consider what its 
effects will be in detail on the people whom we 
represent. 

Mr. STORY (Balonne): When I advocated 
the passing of the Commonwealth Bill by the 
people I knew I was pledging myself to the 
principle of one man one vote. Of course I did 
not know exactly the form the Bill would take, 
but I am not surprised, on reading it, that it is 
pretty well on the lines I expected it to be. But 
although I am pledged to support it; if I thought 
for one moment that the passing of this Bill 
would mean a redistribution of seats, and the 
principle of one vote one value, 1 would simply 
vote against it and take the chancE's with my 
constituents. 'l'he Secretary for Lands, who 
does not often speak without considerable 
thought, says that it is the inevitable result of 
the Bill. If so, this will be the most dangerous 
and the worst Bill that has ever been passed in 
Queemland. Of that I am certain. If the represen
tation of this country is to be confined to the big 
towns and cflntres, the men who produce will 
have no representation whatever, n.nd the men 
who live on them will represent them altogether. 
In large districts such as I represent, even with 
the greatest diligence it is absolutely impossible 
to get round and see anything like the majority 
of the men and to know their wants and the 
difficulties under which they live. We know 
them in a general way, but each man has some 
particular disadvantage of his own which it 
behoves his representative to know. But if those 
electorates are to be enlarged in order to get a 
su!'ficient number of voters, it will be impossible 
for any man to represent them, and the result 
will be that those districts-which, I may say, 
are supplying the whole of the produce which 
the rest of the community live by, which keep 
our ports and harbours and cities all going-will 
have no representation whatever. 

Mr. GLASSEY : This Bill has no connection 
with that. 

Mr. STORY: \>Vel!, there seems to be a con
siderable difference of opinion on the matter, 
because hon. gentlemen for whose opinion I have 
a very high regard say that is the inevitable 
result. I hope not, and I cannot see why it 
should be so ; but if it is, the mere question of 
one man having one vote only bears no com
parision with the. large interests that are involved. 
When the leader of the Labour party was 
speaking and claiming this Bill as a triumph for 
that party, my memory went back to a speech I 
heard him deliver in the Exhibition Building, in 
the course of which he said that although the 
Labour party had been struggling for this for 
years and years, he was prepared to say that they 
had made a disastrous failure of it, and that the 
only way they could achieve one man one vote 
was by supporting the Commonwealth Bill. At 
any rate the hon. member cannot say it was the 
Labour party who introduced the Commonwealth 
Bill. It is only fair to enter a protest against 
any such assumption when all the support to the 
Bill is coming from this side, so far as we know 
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at any rate. I do not know whether hon. mem
bers on the other side support it or not. I was 
grieved-much grieved I may say-at some 
remarks made by the hon. member for Ipswich 
with reference to my hon. friend, the member 
for Clermont. That hon. member's position in 
the House, and his actions lately, have altogether 
restored my belief in the justice of Providence. 
We all recollect how, two sessions ago, hon. 
members on the other side talked and talked, 
Hnd how the hon. member for Rockhampton 
North made his hundredth speech in his first 
session. The hon. member for Clermont is an 
instance of retributive justice. He has turned 
the heavy artillery on his own party, and 
silenced them ; but I am afraid that is only 
temporary. I should like to know whether 
this Bill is a member of Parliament's Bill, or 
whether it is a Bill that the people want. In 
discussing this Bill members of Parliament may 
think how it affects their present position. I 
have not heard that there has been a great 
agitation anywhere to have one man one vote, 
so long as a man can get on a roll if he wishes, 
and no difficulties are put in the way of his 
claim being signed. That was what ·I advo
cated in 1897, when the concessions given by 
Sir Horace Tozer were of no advantage whatever 
to the district I represent. Claims were to be 
signed by bead teachers of State schools, mem
bers of local boards, and others, who, in my dis
trict, are always confined to the townships. I 
suggested that respectable members of the cmn
munity, such as bookkeepers on stations, might 
sign claims, as it would greatly facilitate the 
!!'etting of men on the rolls in the West. 
the question now is, whether there is a great 

desire on the part of many men out 
[8'30 p.m.] West to get on the rolls at all. I 

lived a great many years there ; I 
know a good deal abont it, and my impres"ion is, 
that in a great n1a.ny instances a working rnan 
will object if he posoibly can to hnving his name 
on the roll. There is a sort of compelling power 
whel'e men are living in scattered districts and 
travel about alone, and if they have the conrage 
of their opinions in the matter of voting they are 
mal'ked men for a very long time afterwards. 
There is no fable--

Mr. J ACKi;ON : Marked, by whom? 
Mr. STORY: Marked by their own mates. 

There are men living out in those scattered dis
tricts who, from their position, belong to the 
Labour party, but who, from their convictions, 
do not belong to the Labour party ; and I say 
they have not the right to vote as they think, 
from actual physical fear of what will happen to 
them. I say that, knowing absolutely that I am 
telling the truth. I do not say that there has 
not been some sort of co<,rcion used-though not 
to my knowledge-on the other side; but this is 
a different and more dangerous kind of coercion. 
That used by an employer can only go this far
that a mrtn might possibly lose his position; but 
used by the other party that man has to travel 
long distances along lonely roads looking for 
work, and never can tell whom he may meet ; and 
when he has been what they call a traitor to the 
cause ; he cannot tell what sG>rt of a reception he 
will meet wherever he goes. In my early days 
out ·west men did pretty well as they liked, and 
there was a sort of hospitality and gPnerosity, 
and a man was safe wherever he went and 
welcomed wherever he turned up. It is not so 
now, and in the last Western election in every 
case where the speaker was howled and hooted 
down and prevented from saying one word that 
was always done to a Ministerial candidate. I 
will defy any hnn. gentleman to quote one case 
where a Labour man speaking was ever inter
rupted by more than interjections, and I can 
quote case after case where a man w<>s not 

allowed to say a word because he was a 
Ministerial candidate or speaking in favour of 
one. 

MEMBERS on the Government side: Hear, 
hear! 

Mr. STORY: If that sort of> thing is to 
operate out in our district the fewer men get on, 
the roll tbe better. I was always of opinion 
that every man who lived in the colony had a 
perfect right to a vote, but with that right he 
ought to have safety--and every man should 
have the right to stand up ht a public assembly 
and give his views so long as he does not insult 
tbe people who are listening to him. But that 
right is not conceded, and I am sorry to say 
that there is an element of thre::.tening and 
bullying that is destroying our Western districts, 
and if we are to add a greater number to the 
number already given to that sort of behaviour 
this Bill will not be the benefit hoped for by the 
hon. gentleman by whom it was initiated. 

Mr. HARDACRE: They deprived you of speak
ing, and you deprive them of voting. 

Mr. \V. HAMILTON: What Western electorate 
are you talking about? 

lYlr. STORY : The Balonne. 
Mr. ANN EAR (Ma.·ybm·ough): I believe ~he 

people of the country should have an opportumty 
of perusing the views of hon. members on a 
question of this kind, and for that reason, and as 
I am desirous of saying something in connection 
with this Bill and businees compelled me to be 
late in arriving at the House this afternoon, I 
beg to move the adjournment of the debate. 

Mr. KIDSTON (R.ockhampton): It is only 
just after half-past 8 o'clock. 

Mr. AN NEAR: '.rhere is plenty of other business 
to go on with. 

Mr. KIDS TON : I don't know whether this is 
done with the consent of the hem. gentleman in 
charge of the Bill or the Premier. If it is, and 
if it is the desire of the House, I have no objection 
to offer, but I think it is very unfair--

An HoNOURABLE MEMBER : Because he was 
not here this afternoon he wants the debate 
adjourned. 

Mr. KIDSTON : There is plenty of time to 
go on with the debate, and I am sure that hon. 
members are quite willing to listen to the hon. 
member. If we-adjourn the debate now it will 
not come on again for a week. 

Mr. DRAKE (Enogge?'a): I think an adjourn
ment of the debate at this hour would be 
unreasonable, and the reason given by the hon. 
gentleman will hardly hold water. He says it rs 
desirable to adjourn the debate, so that the 
country may penwe the speeches delivered ; and 
at some future time I presume the hon. member 
is going to give us his views. Then, according to 
the same reasoning, there should be another 
adjournment, so that the country may read his 
views. When is the debate going to finish at 
that ralce? I regard this as the most importaat 
me[lsure brought forward this session, and I 
cannot eee any reason whatever for adjourning 
the debate at this hour when so many members 
arA ready to speak. 

Mr. DAWSOX (Cha1·ters Towers): I certainly 
object to the adjournment of the debate at this 
hour. There is nothing to prevent the :ton. 
member's speech being as fully reported as if he 
had spoken ao 4 o'clock, and what more does he 
want? I think we are entitled to know whether 
the Government intend to accept the motion for 
the adjournment of the debate. 

The PREMIER (Hon. J. R. Dickson, 
Bulimba): The motion of the hon. member for 
Maryborough came upon me as a surprise. There 
has 'been no arrangement whatever that the 
debate should be curtailed. The Government 
are prepared to leave it to the good sense of the 
House whether the debate shonld be adjourned 
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or not, but the hon. member was not in any way 
instigated by the Government to move the 
motion. I hope the discussion will be proceeded 
with, and that the debate will come to a con
clusion to-night. 

Motion for the adjournment of the debate put 
and negatived. 

Mr. ANNEAR (Marybo1·otcgh) : I have 
forfeited my right to speak ; but with the 
consent of the House I would like to say a few 
words. 

HONOURABLE MEiiiBERS: Hear, hear ! 
Mr. ANNEAR: During the short time I have 

been in the House I have noticed one or two 
signs, the same as I have witnessed this evening, 
and that was one of my reasons for moving the 
adjournment of the debate, so that hon. mem
bers, when they assembled again, might make 
up their minds and give expression to their 
views on this moHt important measure, and 
let the people of the country see what they 
think about it. But we see, Mr. Speaker, a 
conspiracy of silence on a rreat question of 
this kind, a question that I maintain should 
be submitted to a Yote- what hon. members 
opposite call a refereJ.dum of the people. 

Mr. JACKSON: Don't abuse us after giving you 
leave to speak. 

Mr. ANN EAR: I have never abused any 
hon. member. I always speak in the most kind 
a:nd mild language, and if I say anything unpar
harnentary I am sure that you, Mr. Speaker, 
will at once call me to order. No donbt the 
people of the country do take an interest in this 
matter. I may say that during the whole of the 
time I have been in Queensland-and that has 
been a long peri(\d-T ha.vealways.heen in fc1vour 
of electoral reform, and have done a great deal 
to bring about the liberal franchise on which hon. 
members are elected to this House 11t present
tlw most liberal franchise in existence in Her 
Majesty's dominions. 

MEMBERS of the Opposition : Oh, oh ! 
Mr. ANNJ<JAR : There is no mistake abont 

that. Hon. members on the other side would 
like the country to think that they had forced 
this measure on the Government" 

Mr. GLARSEY: Hear, hear! So they have. 
Mr. ANNl<iAR: I trust the Government are 

going to conduct the business of this House in 
their own way, and in the way in which they 
have given the people of the country to under
stand they are going to conduct it, and not be 
forced into anything by hon. members opposite. 
The representatives of the majority of the pPople 
are on this side of the House, not on the other 
side. 

MEMBERS of the Opposition: No, no! 
Mr. ANNEAR: I think that when we are 

going in for electoral reform, we should let the 
country hear what hon. members have to say. 
I may say that one of the reasons why I moved 
the adjournment of the debate was because the 
people would like to hear the hon. member for 
Enoggera. 

Mr. DRAKE: Hear, hear! 
Mr. AN NEAR: The hon. memher, we know, 

is a distinguished member of the C,lueensland 
bar, and the people would like to hear what he 
has to say on a que"tion of this kind. vV e had a 
speech from the hon. member the other day, 
which the people read with w·ectt interest; and 
they would read a.lso with great interest a speech 
from the hon. memher on this important ques
tion, if he chose to deliver one. But the hon. 
gentleman has entered into the conspiracy, and 
is silent. (Opposition laughtm·.) 

Mr. JENKINSON: Don't dictate to us what we 
should do. 

Mr. ANNEAR: I agree with the hon. member 
for Cambooya. I am sure that the ladies of this 
city and throughout the colony, who advocate 

electoral reform, will he very pleased with some 
of the declarations which ha;'e been made this 
evening by hon. members. If we are going to 
have electoral reform, let us have one adult one 
vote. I believe in giving the women of Queens
land a vote. 

MEMm;Rs of the Opposition: Hear, hear! 
Mr .. ANNEAR : And I will do my best when 

the Bill is in committee to bring that ahout. 
HONOURABI,E MEMBERS : We will carry it this 

time. vVe will support you. 
Mr. ANNEAR : This is a sompwhat radical 

change, and why h0n. members have departed 
from the doctrine they have so much upheld
that no change should be made in the Constitu
tion of the country until it is submitted to the 
vote of the people-I do not know. 

Mr. Gr,ASSEY: It has been. 
Mr. AN NEAR: I fully recognised that when 

I voted for federation. I also recognised that 
there could not be two forms of franchise in this 
colony. 

JYir·. GLASSEY: Hear, hear! That is exactly 
the position. 

Mr. ANNEAR: That is that the State franchise 
would have to be the same as t;he federal fran
chise. That is one man one vote. I recognise 
all that. But why this change? Hon. members 
have told us scores of times that the referc'ndum 
was the panacea for all the political ills from 
which we were suffering; but now they dRpart 
from that altogether. Of course I admit that 
the Premier pledged his Government t<) the 
adoption of this Bill during the federal cam
paign. I think there was no other course open 
to him when it was inserted in the Common
wealth Bill that one elector should have one 
vote and on<> vote only. Of course I know hon. 
nwmbers opposite live in the hope that thio 
change is going to benefit them to such a degrAe 
that, after a general election, they will be able 
to come on to this side of the House ; and, of 
course, occupy the Government benches. 

MEMBERS of the Opposition: Hear, hear! 
Mr. ANNEAR: But thf' history of the Aus

tralian colonies is all against that. The Labour 
party in New South vVales, when at its greatest 
strength-which was when one man one vote did 
not exist-numbered thirty members. 

Mr. GLASREY: Thirty-six. 
Mr. ANNEAR: Well, over thirty. I think 

they have a proper Labour party in New South 
\V ales. I admire some of the men of that party. 
I ask hon. gentlemen to go down to the library, 
and take the Sydney Daily Telegmph and read the 
speech of Mr. McGowan, the leader of the party. 
It is a speech of which every loyal Australian 
should feel proud. 

Mr. JENKINSON : Read Griffith's speech, too. 
J\fr. ANNEAR: Now, when one man one 

vote is the law in New :::louth vVales, the Labour 
party in that colony numbers only eighteen or 
nineteen, and I believe one recanted the other 
day. 

Mr. GLASSEY: Nineteen members. 
Mr. ANNEAR : I trust that if this Bill 

becomes law the Government wiil cause a census 
nf the colony to be taken, and bring in a 
Redistribution Bill, because there is no doubt 
that if we pass this into law we must have a 
redistribution of seat,, and it should be based on 
one vote one value. If we are going to have one 
man one vote, we must also have one vote one 
valne. 

Mr. GLASSEY: That side of the House will 
suffer very much under that law. 

Mr. ANNB}AR: I am sure that if the hon. 
member could for one moment command his own 
mind and command himself he would not sit on 
that side of the House very long. (Opposition 
laughter.) I feel confident-and I say it in all 
seriousness-from what I have seen of the hon, 
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member for the last twelve months that he has 
q_ualified himself for a seat on this side. (Opposi
twn laughter.) EHpecially during the last few 
weeks. I suppose there has been no ypar in the 
hi,tory of this colony where there has been so 
much work to be don'' by the Government of the 
country as this. We have had a general elect. ion ; 
we have had the qnestion of federation; and we 
have had the very important matter of the send
ing ttway of the contingent. All this naturally 
created a great amount of labour, not only for 
the Government, but for all members of this 
Hou,e. To-day is the Rth of November, and in 
my opinion there is no urgency whatever for 
introducing this measure this session. This 
l'arliJ-ment will only be in existence twelve 
months from March next, and if it lives its three 
years we shall have two years to bring this in. 
Let the Government bring this in next session. 
There will be plenty of time to pass it, and we 
can go before the electors on it at the general 
election. 

lYir. GLASSEY: "Now is the accepted time." 
Mr. ANNEAR: I do not think it is urgent. 

There is more important business to be done. 
Mr. GLASSEY: There will be a federal election 

next Yf''tr. 
Mr. ANNEAR: The Government might have 

gone on with more important business. 
Mr. KmsTON: The Public Works Committee 

Bill. 
Mr. ANN EAR: It may be the Public \Vorks 

Committee Bill. There are st1ll the Estimates 
to be got through. There is no doubt that the 
people from one end of the colony to the other 
»re calling out for an extension of our rail ways. 
I know they are in my district, and I dare say 
every hon. me m her has a rail way in his pocket 
for the district he represents. 

1\!Ir. J ENKINSON : The Premier pledged himself 
to bring in this Bill. He is only fulfilling his 
promise. 

Mr. ANNEAR: Well, the Bill is now before 
the House, and I believe the people should have 
an opportunity to read this Bill and di~cu's it 
amongst themselves. There is no doubt it means 
a radical change, and the people should have a 
voice in that change. They could hold public 
meetings and plac6 their views on the matter 
before their representatives. I am quite well 
aware that there will be no division on the 
second reading-that it will he passed on the 
voices-but I would lik·, to know, and the people 
of the country would like to know, if Hansard 
i8 not going to be fillPd this evening with the 
speeches of hon. members on the other side. 
(Opposition laughter.) They would certainly 
like to know their views. 

Mr. KIDSTON (Rockhampton) : The hon. 
the senior memhrer for Maryborough is not up to 
his usual form to-night. He is somewhat like 
the bashful young lady who first said she. would, 
and then said she wouldn't. He does not know 
himself whether he intends to support the Bill or 
not. He tells ns that this is a radical change, 
a.nd then he says that thA Bill does not go far 
enough for him, and that it should be put off to 
some future occasion. To my mind, the most 
refreshing part of the debate, so far as it has 
gone, was the healthy conservatism of the bon. 
member for Herbert. In an age like this, when 
a gentleman like the Minister for Railways pcses 
as a denwcrat, it is very refreshing to hear the 
hon. member go bald-headed aga.inst one man 
one vote. He said that this reform had never 
been before the country, and he objected to it 
being introdueed into the House now for that 
reason. I venture to say that there is no qnes· 
tion which has been more before the electors 
of the country for the last ten years than this 
question of one man 0ne vote. I venture to 
~ay that there are not 100 electors in the colony J 

who could not, right off the reel, tell you whether 
they were in favour of one rnan one vote or 
not. So I think the plea that this question 
has not been before the conntry, falls to the 
ground. 'l.'he hem. member for Herbert, blamed 
the Government for bringing in this Bill, and he 
seemed to think that the Premier had not used 
his own party fairly over th8 matter. Now, I 
would like to point out that hem. members on the 
other side-the hon. men.ber for Herbert 
iHcluded-knew at the opening of the ses,ion 
that the Government had plnced this lYlatter of 
electoral ref.,rm in a prominent part of the 
Governor's Speech, and if they objected to the 
policy of the Government, their proper time to 
do so, w~Ls on the Address in Reply. 

l\1EMBERS of the Oppnsition: Hear, hear! 
Mr. KIDS TON: I hope that argument will 

convince the hon. member for Herbert, for it is 
his own. 

An HoNOURABLE ME>ImJR: And the Minister 
for Lands. 

Mr. KIDS TON: Yes, and the Minister for 
Lands. I ]i,tened very attentively to the 
Mini . .,ter for Lands during the few minutes he 
was speaking, but upon my word, I conld not 
tell whether he was for or against this Bill. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS : Call for 
a division, and you will find out. 

Mr. KIDSTON: If it would have been in 
accordance with the rulEs of the House, I would 
have a"ked the hon. gentleman whill he was 
speaking whether he was in favour of the Bill or 
not, but he sat down so suddenly that I had not 
the opportunity. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS : I am 
in favour of the Bill, if you want to know. 

Mr. KIDSTON : I am very pleased to hear 
that. One argument that has been seriously 
urged against the Bill, was that it should be put 
off because thexe was no urgency in the matter. 
I venture to say that if there is any question in 
the politics of l,lneensland which has been put 
off, and put off, and put off, it is this question of 
electoral reform. 

Mr. ANI.,-EAR : You want to pnt off federation. 
Mr. KID:STON : I want to put off the hon. 

member for J\!Iaryborough, hut I can't do it. It 
has also been claimed that the passing of the 
principle of one man one vote necessitates a 
redistribution of seats and eqnal electorates. 
That arg-ument was u<ed evidently with the 
desire to frighten conntry members, who repre
sent electorates where there are only small 
number·s of el.~·ctorates. But I would just like to 
point out, that while I my Jelf believe in equal 
electorates, as far as pr,;ctical, there is no 
necessary connection between the passing of this 
Bill and the cre>ttion of equal electorates. As a 
matter of fact, they have one man one vote in 
New Zealand, but th''Y have not got equal elec
torates there, and as far as I am aware it 
has not been proposed. Another objection raised 
was that if we have one man one vote the 
property qualification should be retained. Hon. 
members objected to the taking away of the 
pro[Jerty qualification-that men should be 
allowed to put themselves on the roll for resi
dence or property qualification as they chose. 
When this was adopted in New Zealand, nnder 
one man one vote, it was found to be incun~ 
venient, and three years after the system was 
introduced they went back to the principle 
embouied in this Bill. They did away with all 
qualifications except residence, and as far as I 
am aware there has been no proposal there to 
alter that. I thit1k we might take some lessons 
from the experience of New Zealand, where 
one man one vote is in vogue, and where the 
only qualification is that of re,iJence. It was 
also stated that the paHsiug of this Bill would 
necessitate a general election. l do not see 
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any necessary connection between the two things. 
As far as I am concerned, if I was convinced 
that the passing of this Bill would necessitate 
a general election, it would not constitute any 
argument that would cause me to vote against 
the Bill. We ought to take the Bill on its 
merits, whether it will cause a general election 
or not. The hon. member for Herhert indicated 
very clearly to the Government that he meant to 
fight the principle of one man one vote in com
mittee, and I would only say to those desirous of 
seeing this Bill become law, that iL will be 
necessary to fight against that very strongly 
in committee, because there is no mistake 
about this : That if one man one vote is left out, 
it will kill the Bill. I h<Lve no intention of 
dealing at any length with this important 
question of one man one vote now. The time 
has almost gone past for discussion on that sub
ject. As a matter of fact, in spite of all that 
has been said about this Bill being a corollary
a necessary sequence-to the adoption of the 
Federal Constitution, I believe that the real 
reason why the principle of one man one vote has 
been brought before the Oham ber is the growth 
of public opinion in Queensland and Australia
that no Government in Queensland could much 
longer refw.-e to introduce this principle of one 
man one vote into our electoral system. 
The Bill, as has been already said, is not all we 

want; but I look upon it as a sub
[9 p.m.] stantial instalment of electoral 

reform in Queensland. For instance, 
it gives one man one vote, and it takes away all 
qualifications but that of residence. It make3 
the one simple qualification of citizenship the 
one claim for political franchise. It also intro
duces a new principle-a very valuable principle, 
I think-of transfer from one electorate to 
another on change of residence, and by another 
provision it allows voters who are absent from 
their electorates on the day of polling to 
record their votes. That is a provision which 
I compliment the Minister in charge of the 
Bill on introducing, because I thinl;: it is 
very carefully and very well drafted. It 
embO<lies a very great principle, and not only 
secures to a man the right to vote, but it secures 
the secrecy of the ballot. I remember some five 
years ago proposing those last two reforms to 
Sir Horace Tozer, then Mr. Tozer, when he was 
at Rockhampton, and I rememr,er the lofty 
manner in which he put them aside as utterly 
impracticable-as the vain imaginings of a mere 
political speculetor and theoriRt-andit is a very 
pleas,.nt duty for me to be able to congratulate 
the Government on the advance that they have 
made in those five years. Even the Secretary 
for Railways, who three years ago said he would 
perish fighting one man one vote, is, I suppose, 
a believer in it. He has got wiser as he got 
older, and I hope that, seeing the Govern
ment have come so far in the direction that 
we have for so long wanted them to go, they 
will learn by that to look upon the whole 
question of electoral reform with a much more 
generous eye, and will not cripple the Bill, 
which I think on the whole is a very good Bill, 
by refusing reasonable amendments. .Much as is 
good in the Bill already, it would be enormously 
improved if the Government would consent to 
take the s.ense of the House on such amendments 
as the substitution of "person" for "man" on 
the 1st line of the 5th clause, thus providing 
not only for one man one vote but for one adult 
one vote; and if they would also agree to an 
amendment in clauses 107 to 110, insuring that 
all the ballot-papers at outside polling-places 
shall be returned to the chief polling-place 
before they are opened or counted. That is 
a reform very badly wanted in the scattered 
districts of the colony. There are thousands 

and thousands of electors in Queensland who at 
every election practically vote openly. They 
have no protection of the ballot at all. Imagine 
a station where there are perhavs five hands 
emr loyed, and where perhaps the station 
manager is presiding officer. He may be a very 
wa~m partizan of one of the candidates; he may 
have tried by all means that he knew of to induce 
all his b:~nds to vote for the particular candidate 
he Lwoured, and when he opens the ballot-box 
containing six papers, one of which is his own, he 
finds his own vote cast for his candidate and five 
against him. The man knows quite well that 
everyone on the station has voted against him. 

Mr. :l!'oRSYTH: You cannot help that. 
Mr. KIDSTON: It is to help it that I am 

suggesting that an amendment be introduced in 
cbuses 107 to 110. I admit that a great deal 
can be said on the other side. 

'fhe HOME SECRETARY: Hear, hear [ 
Mr. KIDS TON : It may be said that candi

dates would have to wait for a week perhaps before 
they knew whether they were elected or not, but 
I submit that we are providing a Bill in the 
interests of the citizens of Queensland, and not 
of the candidates, and if it can be shown that 
any such reform is in the interests of the com
munity, it should be adopted. Surely the men 
in the bush, on these outlying stations, have just 
as much right to the protection of the ballot as 
men in Brisbane. 

Mr .. FORSYTH: What do you propose? 
Mr. KIDSTON: I propose that all ballot

papers shall be returned to the central polling
place before being opened. The thing could be 
quite well and easily remedied, and I hope the 
hon. gentleman in charge will give the matter 
fair consideration in c.>mmittee. 

The HoME SECRETARY : I do not think it is 
practicable. 

Mr. KIDS TON : 'vV e will argue that out in 
committee. I think it is practicable. Another 
matter is the amendment of clause 56, allowing 
all elections to take place on the one day. lt 
has been said that the referendum on the federa
tion question showed the Government that it 
was necessary to introduce a one man one vote 
Bill. Well, that same referendum may have 
shown the Government that it is quite prac
ticable to carry out all elections on one day 
throughout Queensland, and it is very much to 
the interests of the citizens of Queensland that 
it should be so. It would not give the Govern
ment of the day the same chance of unfairly 
influencing the result of elections. I do not say 
that the present Government are any worse than 
other Governments have been in that matter, but 
there are a good many things that happened 
at the last general election which showed the 
extreme desirability of having all our elec
tinus at a general election on one day. Then 
there is the very important matter of attesta
tion. I hope the hon. gentleman will be willing 
to look with a very generous eye upon any 
proposal to abolish this attestation altogether ; 
in any case, that he will be willing to so amend 
the method of attestation as will minimise 
to a great degree the inconvenience that is 
unmbtakably felt throughout the most scat
tered districts in regard to this matter. I 
would venture to say that there is no feature in 
our present electoral law that causes more harm 
or more ill-feeling than this very difficulty in 
regard to attestation. I hope the Government 
will, on some of those amendments about which 
I know a good deal can be said on one side and 
on the other, meet us in a liberal spirit. But, 
whatever they do in regard to such amendments 
as those, I hope there will be no difficulty in 
regard to other amendments, which are, perhaps, 
less matters of principle than matters of detail, 
but which are very necessary to make the Bill 
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anything like it ought to be. The Home Secre
tary himself, unless I mistake, called attention 
to the contradiction that exists between clause 
49 and clauses 75 and 97, and I understand that 
when the Bill gets into committee the hon. 
gentleman will be prepared to assimilate those 
clauses, and to make three months out of the 
electorate the term which disqualifies a man 
from voting. Then there is the matter of the 
form of claim in clause 15. If anyone will 
compare it with clause 19 he will see that the 
directions which are here given for answering the 
questions as to the claimant's place of resid~nce 
are altogether out of form. They are simply the 
questions from the old form of claim repeated 
here. The altered form of claim given under the 
present Bill almost necessitates an alteration. 
Indeed, the amendment I would suggest is 
already in the Bill in the form of claim for 
transfer. In answering the question, " \Vhat is 
your place of residence?" hUCh a description is to 
be given of the locality of the place of residence 
as will enable it to be easily and clearly identi
fied. I think that is all that is wanted 
in answering question No. 5 in the form of 
claim for enrolment. Indeed our whole system is 
unnecessarily cumbersome -both our form of 
claim and our system of registration. Repeated 
complaints have been made, both in this Cham
ber and outside, about the unnecessary cumber
someness and difficulty of filling up our present 
electoral claims. I believe the late Premier, Mr. 
Byrnes, when he was Attorney-General, had a 
chtim filled up by his own hand rejected beca.use 
it was improperly filled up, and thousands of 
electoral claims are annually wasted because they 
are improperly filled up. In South Australia 
the whole thing is simplified to the last degree. 
A claimant filling up a claim has absolutely 
nothing to write except the name of the elec
torate for which he is claiming, his name, his 
place of residence, occupation, and then he signs 
with his usual signature. There is no attesta
tion at all. If it is possible in South Australia, 
why is it not possible in Queensland? 

The Holi!E SECRETARY: Because it may not be 
desirable in South Australia. 

Mr. KIDSTON : They have worked it for 
years in South Australia. Then in New Zea
land, although the claim is a little more extended 
tban in South Australia, the whole thing is 
printed so that the claimant has only to fill in 
his name, his place of al:lode, and his occupation, 
and then to sign it•with his own hand. The rest 
of the claim--which is the same for everybody
is printed in the body of the claim. When the 
claimant signs the declaration, it has to be 
attested by a registrar, a deputy registrar, a 
justice of the peace, a postmaster, or by one 
elector in the district for which the man is 
claiming. I have never seen the need for any 
attestation at all; but if attestation is to be 
retained, it should be put on such a basis that 
the man claiming will have the least possible 
amount of trouble in getting his claim attested, 
and the New Zealand provision, that a claim 
may be attested by one elector in the district 
for which the claim is made, seems to me to 
fill the bill. I hope the Home s~cretary will 
favourably consider this matter when we get 
into committee. Then there is the question of 
simplicity of registration. In South Au~tralia, 
you can put in a claim the day you tal<e up your 
residence there, and six munths afterwards--

The HOME SECRETARY: You have to be six 
months on the roll before you can vote. 

Mr. KIDSTON: You have to be on the roll 
six months before you can vote, but it dates from 
the time you hand in your claim to the registrar. 
Ib puts a man in this pdsition : That he has not to 

wait months and months after he has qualified 
before he is entitled to a vote. In New Zealand 
it is not quite the same as in South Australia. 

The HmiE SECRETARY : It is not nearly so 
satisfactory as om· system. 

Mr. Gr.ASSEY: Far more. 
Mr. KIDSTON : There is a great deal to be 

said in favour of the South Australian system. 
The HOME SECRET AllY : A great deal to be 

said against it. 
Mr. KIDS'fON: At least this can t1e said

that the fact that you have the man there when 
he makes his claim, and that he is in the 
electorate at the end of six months to exercise 
his right to vote is incontestable evidence that 
he is there or thereabouts. 

The HolllE SECRE'rAHY : If he is there, of course 
he is there. 

Mr. KIDS TON : And if he is not there he does 
not vote, of course. InN ew Zealand there is also 
a much more speedy system of registration th:<n 
we have, or than is proposed in the Bill. On the 
receipt of the claim the registrar has fifteen days 
to satisfy himself that the claim is valid. He 
can call upon the claimant to prove that his 
claim is a valid one, and if he fails to prove it he 
is liable to be punished. If the registrar is 
satisfierl, he places the name on the roll fifteen 
days after the claim is made. Now with us a 
man has to be a year in the colony, and three 
months in the one electorate, and he may be 
three or four months aft~r he makes his claim 
befvre that claim matures, so that he htts actually 
to he twenty-one months in the colony. 

The HOME SECHETAllY : Oh, no ! 
Mr. KIDSTON: If be never misses a day, he 

may be twenty-one months in the colony before 
he is entitled to vote at all. 

The HoME SECRETARY: Nonsense! Not at 
all. Within fourteen months from the day he 
land" in the colony he can be on the roll. 

Mr. KIDt>TON: This is a matter in which a 
great deal of improvement can be made in the Bill, 
and I hope the hon. gentleman will help to make it 
as perfect as possible. There is another very 
great improvement in the B1ll ; at least the in
tention, or what I took to be the intention, is a 
very great improvement-that is, the matter of a 
transrer from one electorate to another. I very 
much regret that the hon. gentleman, when 
speaking last night, did not seem to understand 
what he was putting that principle into the Bill 
for. The hon. gentleman seems to think that 
disfranchisement will smell sweeter if it comes 
in the guioe of a transfer than if it comes under 
the guise of makiug a new application to get on 
the roll. 

'I'h•· HOME s~'Cllll'rARY : A man will save two 
months by taking a transfer. 

Mr. KIDSTON : He is disfranchised. 
The HOME SJ<JORE'rARY: Well, we can get over 

that. 
Mr. KIDSTON : I take it that the intention 

in intrc•clncing that principle into the Bill was to 
prevent an elector from getting struck off one 
roll hefore he had the qualification to get on to 
another ro11, and I do not know any other reason 
for intr<.ducing the principle at all ; there is 
absolutely no other reason. If we cannot carry 
out that, the whole thing may be struck out 
alto~ether, because it is only a pretence. 

The HoME SECRE'rARY : In any case he will 
save two months. 

Mr. KIDS TON : He need not lose any time 
at all, and when I saw this principle in the Bill 
I thought that was what the hon. gentleman was 
trying to accomplish. When I saw in clause 23 
that instructions were t" he given to the electoral 
registrar to strike off the name of a man making 
a claim for a transfer, I thought that was an 
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inadvertence due to hasty drafting. It did not 
occur to me that the hon. gentleman had the 
intention of disqualifying a man at once the 
moment he asked for a transfer. \Vhy, if a man 
does not ask for a transf<>r he can live out of the 
district for three months before his name is 
struck off the roll, but uncler this provision the 
moment a ma.n asks for a transfer he is knocked 
off the roll. I will show the hem. gentleman 
that that is not necessary. 

The Holi!E SECRE1'Al\Y: C.m't we leave that 
for comtnitt.ee? 

Mr. KlDSTON : Very well, I prefer myself to 
leave it until we get into committee. I should 
not have referred to it now only the hon. gentle
man asked me. 

The HmrE SECRETAI\Y: I have got an amend· 
ment drafted already. 

Mr. KIDSTON: The hon. gentleman has got 
an amendment drafted, and yet he told me that it 
was impossible to do what I suggest. 

The Holi!E SEORE1'AHY : I did not say it was 
impo"sible; I said there were some difliculties in 
the mottter. 

Mr. KIDSTON: I rejoice to agree with the 
hon. gentleman in this matter. 'fhere are a 
number uf other small amendments that I should 
like to see made in the measure ; but I shall not 
allude to them in detail. I will, however, refer 
to one amendment I should like to see ad.,pted, 
and that is an amendment for the protection of 
justices attesting claims. If the hon. gentleman 
is going to retain the attestation of claims, I 
think it is necessary and proper that we should 
insert a provision in clause 18, indicating that 
no justice or other person attesting a claim shall 
be considered blamable if he has made the 
claimant take an oath or make a solemn declara
tion as to the truth of the matters set forth in 
the claim, and has seen the claimant sign such 
declaration with his own band. As a matter of 
fact, that is the intention now; but I think it 
would be well to state it in plain language, 
so that there should be no fear in the minds of 
those attesting claims that they would run the 
risk of incmring any penalty in attesting a 
claim. I hope also that the hon. gentleman 
will be particularly generous in permitting 
amendments in the temporary provisions in the 
last five clauses of the Bill. Those provisions 
are doubtless inserted with a good intention, and 
so far as large towns are concerned, I do not 
think they will do much harm, but unquestion
ably in the more sparsely populated districts, 
these clauses, if they go as they are, will dis
franchise thousands of persons who are in every 
way entitled to be on the roll. I do not see that 
any good purpose will be served by destroying 
the whole of the electoral rolls we have to·day. 
The whole !Jurpose that is sought to be served 
is the striking off of a few names of persons 
who are on for fre<ehold qualifications. The fact 
that the whole of the rolls have been purged 
for some years back ought to be fairly good 
security that thAre are not a very large num
ber of persons with residential qualifications 
improperly on the rolls, and if it is only the 
property qualifications that it is debired to get 
rid of that cttn be effected by a ·very small 
amendment in clause 155. If that clause were 
amended so as to read that the electoral regis
trar shall send a notice to every person whose 
n·1me appears on the roll for any other qualifi
cation than that of residence, etc., that would 
remove any danger of a large number of persons 
being struck off the rolls who are quite entitled 
to be registered. As a matter of fact, if those 
cl~tuses are allowed to remain as they are, 
it will be more difficult for a man to get hi" 
name on the roll during the first three months 
of next year, th~n it will be for him to change 
his name to a new roll altogether. This is 

a special occasion, and I hope the hon. gentle
man will make a S!Jecial effort to deal gener
ou,ly with this matter. I heartily support the 
second reading- of the Bill. If it is not all 
that we want, it is a very great advance on our 
present eledoral Jaw, and I trust that a number 
of the errors and imperfections that have been 
indicHted in the course of this di"cussi.on will be 
retr,edied in committee, and that the House will 
bonestly try to make the Bill as perfect as pos
sible. If effect is given to the more important 
amendments th>tt have been sngg·ested, the hon. 
gentleman in charge of the Bill will do himself 
as much credit in reforming the electoral laws of 
the colony as he did a year or two ago in con
solidating the land laws. 

Question-That the Bill be now read a second 
time--put and passed; and committal of the Bill 
made an Order of the Day for to-morrow. 

LEGITIMATION BILL. 
FmS'r Rl;AVING. 

This Bill, received by message from the 
IJegislative Council, was, on the 

[9"30 p.rn.] motbn of Mr. DRAKE, read a 
first time, and the second reading 

macle an order for :Friday, 24th November. 
ABORIGINALS PROTECTION ~\ND RE

STRICTION 01<' THE S.c\.LE Ol!' 
OPIUM BILL. 

'I'he SPEAKER announced the receipt of a 
message from the Legislative Council returning 
this Bill with an amendment, in which they 
invited the concurrence of the Assembly. 

Ordered to be taken into consideration in 
committee to-morrow. 

SUPPLY. 
RESUMPTION Of' COMli!ITTEE. 

HOME SECHETARY'S DEPAHTMENT-DEPARTli!ENT 
SALARIES. 

The HOME SECRETARY (Hon. J. F. G. 
Foxton, Carnarvon) moved that £3,650 be granted 
for salaries in connection with the department. 
There were certain increases totalling £400. 
There was one new appointment at £130, fonnd 
neceseary owing to the increase of work, and two 
juniors at £70 each. The other increases were 
increases of £20 each, recommended by the 
Public Service Board. He would be glad to give 
a.uy information which hon. members might 
want, but he could assure them that thoee who 
obtained increases on the vote richly deserved 
them. They were all doing very good work, 
and had sometimes to work very hard indeed. 

Question put and passed. 
PRINCIPAL ELEOTOHAL REGIS1'RAR. 

The HOME SECRETARY moved that £830 
be graHted for the Princip"'l Electoral Registrar. 
That wu,s, of course, a new vote. He clid not 
think he could say too much in the expression of 
his satisfaction that that appointment had been 
made. He was perfectly satisfied it would tend, 
quite irrespective of the Bill now going through 
the House, to revolutionise the methods which 
had hitherto obtained with regard to the 
administration of electoral matters. 'rhere 
would now be uniformity. Mr. Boyce was the 
right man in the right place. He thoroughly 
understood the work, and he had given many 
very valuable suggestions. 

HoN. G. THORN (Fassijern) noticed that 
there was no amount down for contingencies and 
travelling expenses. 

An HoNOURABLE ME>IREH : Yes ; £50. 
HoN. G. '!.'HORN: The Principal Electoral 

Re:?,isr,rar would have to travel to put registrars 
in different parts of the colony right, and £50, 
though it might be used for other contingencies, 
would not be enough for travelling expenses if 
the registrar was to do his work satisfactorily. 
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The HOME SECRETARY: He m;ght men
tion that if the £50 was not found to be sufficient 
to enable the registrar to travel-and that might 
become necessary-there would be no difficulty 
in providing for it ont of the general vote fur con
tingencies for the dep:>rtment. 

Mr. STEW ART (Rockhampton North): When 
that appointment was first pnposed he was 
ag-ainst it, and he had not had any evidence 
eince th"'t it had been of the slightest value. 
His own opinion was th&t they were simply 
squandering about £1,000 a year on an unneces
sary official, with his clerk, his messenger, and 
his travelling expenses. The appointment itself 
was a reflection upon all the clerks of petty 
sessions and electoral rP,sistrars throughout the 
colony. As far as he had heard, there were no 
complaints. 

The HoME SECRETARY : 'rh at is new. 
Me. STEvV ART: Of course there were com

plaintH, but they were not such that the appoint
ment of that p~rLicular officer was likely to 
remedy. The grievances complained of were 
owing to rnala,dministration of the law. The 
instructions from the Home Office were differently 
interpreted by the electoral r<'gistrars, and occa
sionally electoral registrar, had been found guilty 
of the most flagrant dereliction of duty. Yet he 
had never heard that the hon. gentleman had 
visited one of those persons with his displeasure, 
or shown that he Wa3 discatistied with the 
manner in which the electoral laws were ad
ministered. \Vhat he wanted to know was, 
would the appointment of that officer increase 
the efficiency of the administration of the elec
toral law, what were his duti•:s, could not those 
duties be performe•i without the expenditure of 
£1,000 of public money, and was it desirable 
th&t that particular officer should be retained? 

Mr. STORY (Balonne): 'rhe appointment of 
an electoral registrar was a very necessary one, 
inasmuch as it made one man responsible and 
accountable for any derelic\ion of duty on the 
pttrt of returning and presiding officers. It 
would also have the effect of preventing charges 
being made in the House as to partiality and 
unfttir play in the conduct of elections, made by 
members who knew very little ttbout tbe cit·cum
stances, and involving other people in their accusa
tions who for" conKiderable time were vrevented 
from justifying themselves, and had to ·lie under 
serious imputatious. Those remarks would serve 
a8 an introduction to a case which, he thought, 
came very fairly under that vote. What he 
referted to was the matter connected with the 
election at Bnnna Vomm. 

Mr. DAWSON: This is the wrong place. 
::VIr. STORY said he would ttsk the Chairman's 

ruling on that point, because whenever he h&d 
attempted to offter an explanation on the matter 
he had been told by the other side that it was 
the wrong place or the wrong time. The proper 
time to right a wrong was immediately the 
vvrong was done. 

The CHAIRMAN: If the matter the hon. 
member wishes to bring forward touches the 
electoral registrar he will be in order. If it has 
reference to an election it will be more con
venient to refer to it when we come to page 37, 
" Expenses under Elections Acts." 

The H0:\1E SECRETARY was of opinion 
thcct the vote under discussion opened up the 
entire field, and he did not mind when the dis
cussion took place. 

Mr. DAWSON: Nor do I, bnt I think it would 
come better when we get to page 37. 

'rhe CHAIRMAN: I have not ruled the hon. 
member out of order. I only say it would be 
more convenient to de&l with this particular 
matter when we come to page 37. 

Mr. STORY: As the matter was one of con
siderable longstanding, and as he had been the 
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victim of misrepresentation to a certain extent, 
he would ask the permission of the Committee 
to give his explanation now. 

HONOUHABLE l\1EMBERS : Hear, hear ! 
Mr. DAWSON: Then I suppose all other elec

toral grievances can be ventilated under this 
item. 

Mr. STORY: It had been supposed for some 
time ~'ast that the mere mention of B•mna 
Votma put him out of temper, and gave him a 
vague desire to fight somebody. (Opposition 
laughter.) Hon. members opposite might make 
a joke or a laugh about the matter ; he left that 
to their good taste. His only desire was to 
give an actually truthful explanation of what 
occurred and how it occurred, after which he 
should have nothing more to say on the subject. 
If he had been silent on this '1 uestion it would 
have been taken as a tacit acknowledgment that 
there was some unfair play in which he was con
cerned. The leader of the Labour party had 
said that the Government put their heads 
together, and the result of that little manipula
tion was that he (Mr. Story) stood in the> House 
instead of iYir. Clowes, who would have won it 
had the election been conducted fairly. He also 
said thttt he was generttlly looked upon as an 
honest man, and, tberefore, he congmtulated 
himself that there w"s a CJnsiderable difference 
between them. There were certttin degrees of 
honesty. He had heard of a man who claimed 
to be an honest man because he httd not robbed 
a till, and he could understand the satisfac
tion of the h"n. member at the new sensation 
of being considered an honourable and honest 
man. He did not think that either honour or 
honesty consisted in judging a thing before he 
knew the facts, and making statements he could 
not substantiate. Now, he would explain ex
actly how the affair occurred. A poll was to 
be taken ttt Bonna Vonna, which was reached 
by mail from St. George to Yuelba by coach, 
by train to M·•rven, and then from Morven 
to Bonna Vonna, which was the terminus of 
that service ; so that it was three sides of a 
•quare. Postal matter had to go from St. 
George to Bonna V onna, and letters were 
generally addressed " Richard Heness, Bonna 
Vonna, vict Morven," bnt Bonna Vonntt had been 
so long known that Bonna Vonna should be 
enough for any postmaster. The ballot-box and 
the roll, and the other papers, with the exception of 
the declarationofthepresidingofficer, were sent in 
one pat·cel and addressed "Richard Heness, 
Bonna Vonna, via ~\Iorven," and they went to 
their destination. The declamtion he had to sign 
was addressed "Itichard Heness, Bonna Vonna," 
and that went from St. George to Bollon, and 
from Bollun by the Barringun coach, ttnd that 
letter was left at Murra Murra station, nine miles 
below Bonna Vonna and Mr. Heness did not get 
that until Friday, 24th March. On Thursday, 
the 23rd March, Bishop Stretch was at Bonna 
Vonna with Mr. Ryrie, the manager of Bendeena. 
The box was there and the rolls, but the declara
tion was not there. He had this from Bishop 
Stretch himself. 11r. Heness was so concerned 
about this declaration not being there that he 
asked the help of Bishop Stretch, who stayed 
there that night. The Bishop looked through 
the Act to see if he could find a form of declara
tion which he could write out, and Heness could 
sign befoee himself or Mr. Ryrie, and he said in 
St. George afterw>trds that he was unttble to find 
that form of declaration there. The returning 
officer, Mr. 1Iorgan, said, "My Lord, it is there ; 
it is in the Act." The Bishop said, "I looked 
car :.fully throug·h it, and I am perfectly certain 
thttt it is not there." Mr. Morgan reiterated his 
assertion thttt it was. Then the Bishop said, 
"If it is there, and .f missed it after carefully 
looking for it, I am a more stupid man than ever 
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I thought I was." The election took place on 
Saturday, and that declaration was not sent up 
from JYiurra JY1urra before l<'riday night, and on 
Friday night there was neither magistrate nor 
a11ybody else to sign the declaration for Heness. 
Be had never conducted a poll before, and he w"s 
afraid to take the poll because he had not signed 
the declaration. The people who would have 
voted at Bonna Vonna, wtmt to Bonna Vonna, 
and he told them the position he was in, am! said, 
" Now we are all here we will all go tugether 
to Clifton and vote there, and no lmrm will be 
done"; and this was exactly what they did. 
The leader of the Labour 0 pposition might be 
able to find the amount of dishonesty wixed up 
in that affair, but he had not been able to find 
any. If lYir. Heness had not been so con
scientious, he might have taken the poll first, 
and signed the decbration afterwards ; hut he 
did what he thought wc·s best for the men who 
went there to vote, and for himself too, in askiug 
them to go with him to Clifton to rc;cord their 
votes. He was talking of the election that wa.5 
to take place on the 25th March. 

Mr. DAWSON: Why was there a poll at Bonna 
Vonua subsequently ? 

l\1r. STORY: Because there wa no poll taken 
at Bonua Vonna, and it had been advertised as 
a polling place. 

Mr. DA WSON: You say they all went to 
Clifton. 

Mr. STORY: Certainly they did; hut their 
votes should have been record"d at Bonna Vonna. 
There was anothPr place he had not heard men-· 
tioned by any of those hon. members on the other 
side where no poll was taken, and t.hat was Brenda, 
on the border. 'l'he deputy returning officer 
took the box with the papers in it to the mail man 
who went from St. George to Brenda, and ~aid, 
" \Vill you take a certain box for me to Brenda 
to-morrow?" The n1an asked hin1 the size ~,nd 
probable weight, and he told him, and the mail
man said he would take it. The detJttty returning 
officer-·for the returning officer hirn,elf wa< ill
sent the box to the office of the a.gent that acted 
for this mailman, and he sent his storeman over 
the next mornillg to find if the box had gone, 
and the storeman came back and so,id the box 
and the papers had been sent. That w "s on the 
20th March, five days before the election. On 
Friday afternoon, the 24th March, they got a 
wire in St. George from the presiding offictr at 
Brenda to say that neither box, roll, nor anything 
else had come. The returmng officer irnme
diately went to make inquiries, and he found 
that the box and the papers had remained in the 
agent's office in St. George from the 20th to the 
25th, and were there the night before· the elec-

__ tip_!!. __ 
The HOME SECRETARY : How far is Brenda 

from St. George? 

Mr. STORY: One hundred and thirty miles. 
So it was impossible to send a meseenger down. 
If he werE> capable of imputing motives, as they 
had been imputed to him, he migbt c~ll atten
tion to the fact that the mai lman who ran the 
Brenda mail, the agent who received the parcels, 
and the man who told the returning officer that 
the box had gone, were all strong Labour sup
porters. 

Mr. DAWSON: There is no imputation of 
mntives there. 

Mr. STORY : He was quite willing to believe 
that it was put there and lorgotten, but if it had 
been the other way, no excuse of that kind 
would have occurred to the hon. gentleman. It 
would have been Raid that it was a manipulation 
between the Government and their candidat8 to 
prevent the poll being taken, so as to give them 

more time to get their forces together. A wire 
was s8nt that no poll would be 

[10 p. m.] taken at Brenda. He believed there 
were only three men there, and that 

two of them would have voted for him. The box 
containing papers was in the agent's hands fur 
five days, and he never told the returning "fReer 
they had not gone. 'l'he mailman went to Brenda 
and never told the manager of Brenda, who was 
the prcRiding officer, that he bad promised to take 
a box but he had left tt behind, and he roever told 
anyone, on his return to St. Genrge, that he had 
left it behind. Ont of these qneer coincidences 
hon. members could draw what inferences thPy 
likerl. That was the reason the poll was not 
taken at Brenda. That brought them up to the 
date of the night hdore the poll. The poll was 
taken on the 25th of ·March. As hon. members 
all knew, it was an immense district, and the 
voting papers did not come in for a. considerable 
time. But telegraphic reports, of which he had 
a copy, came to band, and he (Mr. Story) was 
two ahead of his opponent. He knew, of course, 
that no poll had been taken at Bonna Vonna 
and Brenda, and was under the impression th~tt, 
as the men had voted at Clifton, at any 
rate there was no necessity for a further 
r,oll. He stayed in St. George from Saturday, 
tbe 25th of March, until Sat-urday, the 1st 
of April, and returned to Brisbane, 1Jid Cunna
mulla, arriving here on Tue;day, the 4th of 
April. It should be borne in mind that he was 
under the impression that he had won the "eat ; 
the voting papers had not been received in St. 
George. He waited on the Home Secretary and 
the Attorney-General on the ·!th o£ April, and 
saw the Premier either that day or the next. 
He claimed-he would ask the Home Secretary 
to corroborate his statement-that he had won 
the election and protested against any further 
elect.ion being held, because it had been a long 
and expensive election. He also said that no 
fair man could hold him responsible for the mis
take made by the postma,ter in one respect and 
the mailman in the other for not sending the 
papers and the boxes in the right direction; and, 
therefore, the thing was at an end. He saw the 
Att0rn' y-General, and that gentleman was of 
opinion th:.t another poll must be taken at those 
places. He (Mr. Story) quoted clause .57 of the 
Act that it was lawful, but not oblig<ttory, to 
order the returning officer to appoint another 
date for a poll to be taken. 

Mr. DAWSON: You were not ahead on the 
official figures. 

Mr. STORY: The official figures had not 
come in. He was dealing with the 4tb of April 
now. He saw the Attorney-General the next 
day, the 5th of April, and he gave his decision, 
which was that another poll should be taken at 
Bonna Vonna and Brenda, because if it was not 
taken the election could be upset, if anybody 
liked to move in the matter, without the shadow 
of a doubt. 

Mr. DAWSON: In the meantime you knew you 
were behind. 

Mr. ;STORY: He did not. He was going to 
give the dates. Tbat was the way hon. gentle
men talked-without knowledge. He waited on 
the Home Secretary on vVednesday, the 5th of 
April, and wired to his c«mmittee on that day
he had copies of the wire-that another poll 
would have to be taken at Bonna Vonna and 
Brenda, and that he was returning to St .. 
George. On Thursday, the 6th of April, he was 
waiting here. Friday, the 7th of April, was the 
first time ne heard his opponent was ahead. He 
had a copy of the Comet, in which they quoted 
a wire which came there on the 7th that 
Mr. Clowes wae one or two ahead. Until the 
7th he had not the slightPst idea that he was not 
aheacl. Not until after he had seen the Premier, 
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the Home Secretary, and the Attorney-General, 
and not until it had been decided that another poll 
would have to be taken, did he know that his 
opponent was ahead. So how the arrangement 
could have been made to postpone it, so as to 
give him another chance, the hon. member might 
explain, but he was unable to do so. The Home 
Secretary could not even give the returning 
officer instructions to hold another poll, and he 
would not du it. 

Mr. DAWSON: Did you still protest when you 
fouud. your oppone-nt one ahead? 

Jl.lr. STORY: It waR too late then, as arrange
ments had been made to t.1ke a poll at Bonna 
Vonna and Brenda. The hon. gentleman tried to 
make out that the whole aff.tir was manipulated 
so that he should have another ch<tnce ; and he 
was trying to show that the whole arrangements 
were made ,,,hile he vyas under the irnpre~sion, 
and while the Home Secretary and tbe Attorney
General were under the impression, that be had 
won. So his interests were not considered in 
the slightest degree. In fact, they were ali;o
gether ignored. He protested so strongly that 
he said he was not inclined to go back and fight 
at all--that it was not worth his whiie to 
return and fight again for a seat, having won 
it once. It was on Friday, the 7th uf April, 
that he knew J\fr. Clnwe> was one or two 
ahead. He arrived at St. George on Sunday 
night, the 9th April. The hon. gentleman 
had tried to make it appear that a long time 
was given him in order to allow him to get his 
forces together. The election was arrang0d for 
the 25th of April, and be arrived at St. George 
on Sunday night, the 9tb of April. .Monday 
would be the lOth of April. So there would 
then be a fortnight to do all he had to do. He 
did not go to Cunnamulla at all. He stayed at 
St. George from the time he arrived there until 
the vote was taken on the 25th of April. He 
mentioned this because some hon. members had 
an idea that these men came from Cunnamulla 
at his invitation. He did nut go to Cunnamulla 
-he stayed at St. George, and he did not know 
the mtme of a single man who was coming 
from Cunnamulla to vote. \Vith regard to the 
men who went to Bonna Vonna to vote, 
a great deal had been said about his having 
rendered them considerable assistance. It had 
been actually reported in one of the Labour 
papers that a scandalous misappNpriation of 
public funds had taken place, inasmuch as Cobb 
and Co. harl been paid by the Government for 
taking· electors to Bonna Vonna. He would 
not say anything more about Cobh and C0. 
excPpt that if the leader of the Labour Oppo
sition found that Cobb and Co. directly or 
indirectly received one sixpence for what 
they did for him at that election, either 
from himself or from the Government, he wonld 
place his resignation in the hands of the Speaker 
and let him decide whether the hon. member 
had made out a good case or not. To show what 
influence he had he might state that he had a 
letter from one of the largest shareholders in 
Cobb and Co., asking for a remission of a 
certain fine ; he took it to the Secretary for 
Lands, who gave a distinct refusal-said it could 
not be done. 

Mr. DAWSON: Are you not the agent for Cobb 
and Co.? 

Mr. STORY: He was the manager of that 
firm, but what had that to do with the matter? 
It had been claimed that Cobb and Oo. had been 
paid by the Government for what they did for 
him, but he wished to be allowed to put a case: 
Mr. Clowes did not own a horse or vehicle; yet 
he and his friends went to Bonna Vonna from 
Cunnamulla-and how did they get there? What 
Mr. Clowes'sfriendsdid for him, his (.Mr. Story's) 
friends only did for him. 

The Hm!E SECRETARY: And why not? 
Mr. STORY: Nothing more. 
Mr. LESINA: \Vhat about the absentees who 

came from Sydney-Nick Willis, M.L.A.? 
Mr. STOilY: He never had been within 

miles of the place, and he neyer voted for him at 
Bonna Vonna. 

The CHAIRMAN: I would ask hon. mem
bers to allow the hon. member for Balonne to 
spettk without interruption. 

Mr. DAWSON: He has had a good show, Mr. 
Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN: We are in committee 
now, and other hon. members will have an 
opportunity of speaking afterwards. 

Mr. !'\TORY: McMicking, \Vippell, Linton, 
and Bignell brought men to Bonna Vonna to 
vote. It was not a cav,tlcarle made up by Cobb 
and Co. A number of men came from Cunna
mulla; twenty-four men came to vote for JY1r. 
Clowes; but he did not say that he (Mr. Cl owes) 
was in the slightest degree blamablA. If Mr. 
Clowes had brought te.n men more than he 
(Mr. Story) had done, nut a word would have 
been said about it. He had now expbined the 
matter as well as he could. He had pointed 
out why the poll had not been taken at Bnnna 
Vonna and Brenda ; how the poll bad been 
t>tken there afterwards; where he was and what 
he had bee1• doing. He had nothing more to 
say. He had been determined to make this 
explanation, and he thanked the Committee for 
giving him the privilege. He would end the 
matter hy saying this: They h_ad often ~ear.d 
that if dirt was thrown some of 1t would stick 1f 
the aim wa' straight enough; but he would call 
hon. members' attention to this-and he won!? 
cdl the attention of the leader of the Opp?sl
tion oarticularly to it-that although thethrowmg 
of the dirt might be·;patter the victim it always 
dirtied the thrower's hands. And if the hon. 
gentleman would wash his hands and his soul 
by apolo~Tising for the insinuations he had made 
he would have a much higher opinion of that 
hon. gentleman than he had at pre,ent. 

Mr. DAWSON: I don't want your opinion. 
The HmiE SECRETARY: It is worth having. 

* Mr. KERit (Barcoo): \Vhile they were on 
election matters he would like to bring one 
matter up which had occurred in his electorate. 
Before the last general election, there were two 
men on the Barcoo electoral roll-J ames Pax ton 
and Joseph Drysdale-who had been removed 
from the Barcoo roll, and who had never been 
ontside the district for a number of years. They 
communicated with the hon. member for South 
Brisbane, and that hon. member brought the 
matter under the notice of the Premier, who at 
that time had charge of that business. The 
electoral registrar at Isisford made the state
men that he sent a notice to these men 
that they had been struck off, and also that he 
sent a notice to the electoral registrar at Barcal
dine to place the names of these men on the roll 
for that division. It was a curious thing that 
these men got the notice that they were str"!ck 
off, but the electoral registra~ at Barcaldme 
never got the notice to place the1r names on the 
roll for that division. There was a report 
received by the department from Mr. Boyce, 
who was the principal registrar, and who was at 
that time the police magistrate at Muttaburra, 
who had been appointed to make inquiries into 
the matter. He wanted to know what the result 
of those inquiries were. These men had never 
been out of the electorate to his own knowledge 
for something like fifteen years. They were on 
the Isisford roll, and the registrar there was the 
policeman in charge, who was a very strong 
p:crtisan, a man who had taken a lot of trouble, 
and the man who had advised the bench at that 
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famous rev1s10n court at Isisford, where the 
police magistrate distinctly stated in court
and the evidence was read at the Full Court 
--that he would not believe certain men if 
they were placed in the witness-box. He also 
intimated to the solidtor who appeared for 
these men that he would not believe them, 
and that the beneh had made up their minds. 
Now, if they were to have electoral matters con
ducted in that manner what chance wtts there of 
fairness for members who represented Labour 
constituencies ? 

Mr. ARMSTRONG : It cuts both ways. 
Mr. KERR: It only cut one way in a 

Ministerial candid>.tte's election. He would give 
an instance : In one case there were 112 men 
struck off the roll, and two of them had to go to 
the expense of obtaining a mandamus to bave 
their names restored. Mr. Paxton and lYir. 
Drysdale were well known to be strong sup
porters of his, and, bec><nse of that, the police 
officer acting as registrar refused to take action 
to restore those names. Now, if electoral 
registrars and lJOlice officer• were allowed 
to disfranchioe persons in that way, it was 
very easy to see how they could secure 
seats for Government candidates. He drew the 
attention of the Home Secretary by letter to the 
aution of the police magistrate, who was return
ing officer at Blackall, and he also acted as elec
toral registrar. It was that gentleman who was 
sent specially by the Government to Isisford, 
and who had made the statemeuts he mentioned 
from the bench. If police magistrates were 
going to decide cases before they heard the 
evidence, they could come to no other conclusion 
than that justice would not be admillistered. 
In the capacity of returning officer, that gen
tleman refused a ballot-paper to an elector 
named Richard Minus, simply because by 
accident in copying the names an " i" 
had been inserted between the " n" and 
the ''s." He could only assume that the ballot
paper was refused because it was pretty well 
known that the elector would record hiK vote for 
him (Mr. Kerr). Richnrcl Minns, when refused 
a ballot-paper, offered to make a sworn dtclara
tion that he was the per••m whose name was 
on the roll, but the returning officer refused 
to allow the declaration to be made, because 
he said he had no chance of verifying the fact 
that this man was the person he claimed to be. 
As a matter of fact, he could have "btainecl the 
proof in two minutes by going into his office, 
where the original electoral claim was kept. 
Now, when they found public officers in high 
positions acting in that way they must conclude 
that they were not fit for their positions. He 
sa1d that in his place in the House, and was pre
pared to say it to the face of Mr. Taylor, the 
police magistrate. 

The HOME SECRETARY : You are very brave. 
Mr. Kl<JRR: That officer had acted in a most 

prejudiced manner, and was one of those old 
fossils whom the Government foisted on people 
in the West. If public officers showed such dis
graceful bias as had been shown by Mr. Taylor, 
then those who suffered could only adopt the 
best means they had at their comnHind to let the 
public know what "Was going on. 

The HOME SECRETAHY desired to say a 
few words in reply to the somewhat he:1ted and 
malevolent speech of the hon. member, and in 
palliation of the very serious offence which he 
alleged had been committed by a public officer. 
The hon. member took advantage of his privilege 
in Parliament to abuse in unmeasured terms a 
public officer. 

Mr. KERR: I would say it outside. 
The HOME SECRETARY: That wae the 

proper pl!l.ce to say it. In his opinion there was 
something very unmanly in attacking a perwn 

who could not reply for himself. He did not 
know Mr. Taylor, but he did know that he was 
a very old public officer, and he presumed was a 
man of considerable experience. Most people 
were liable to make mistakes, but from the tone 
of the hon. member for Barcoo he presumed that 
he was one of those who never made mistakes. 
Unquestionably Mr. Taylor made a mistake in 
that particular instance. It was perfectly 
c<JlTect that the hon. member had written a 
letter to the Home Secretary and made a com
plaint about the matter. The hon. member 
might have done him the courtesy of letting 
him know he was about to bring the matter 
on, but, fortunately, the ofiicers wPre present, 
and he was able to deal with it. The matter 
was submitted. It was a little matter, although 

very likely an important one to 
[10·30 p.m.] the individual who was deprived 

of his vote. It appealed that the 
name was mis-spelt, and on that account .iYir. 
Taylor refused to allow him to vote. Accord
ing to the opinion of the Attorney-General 
-with which he entirely concurred-Mr. Taylor 
was in error, and had been so inf"rmed. Nothing 
more could be done. He had himself had to 
complain at various elections which he had 
gone through of votes being disallowed which 
would probably have been recorded for him, 
but he had never turn' d. round and abused 
those men who had made the mistakes, and 
imputed motives to them. Hon. members would 
consult the dignity of the Chamber more if 
they would etJdeavour to restrain their feelings 
when dealing with public officers, who were 
in the unfortunate position of not being able 
to hit back. \Vitb regard to the case of Pax ton 
:1nd Drysdale, it was true that the Princip>tl 
Electoral Registrar inquired into the matter, and 
he understood from Mr. Boyce that he had 
satisfied himself thoroughly that the notices were 
sent from Isisford to Barcaldine, but so far as 
could be ascertained they did not reach Barcal
dine. He understood that notices that they had 
been struck off had also been sent to the electors 
themselves. Notwithstanding that, the hon. 
member had descended-if he would allow 
him to sa,y so-to a very considerable amount of 
abnse of an individual who in Mr. Boyce's 
unbiatied opinion did his duty. 

Mr. KEHR: You caunot produce any proof. 
The HOME SECRETARY: He was not 

going to ask Mr. Boyce to produce any proof. 
"i'he hon. member would next impute improper 
motives to the Principal Electoral Ue'l"istrar. 

Mr. KERR: No! 
The HOME SECRETARY: When a public 

officer was asked to make au inquiry, he had his 
reputation at stake, both as an officer and as a 
gentleman, and the hon. member should be con
tent to take the report which that public officer 
made, after having duly inquired into the matter. 
The argument of the hon. member for Rt>ck
hampbon North with regard to the non
necessity of the appointment of a Princ;pal 
Electoral Hegistrar had been amply met by 
the speech of the hon. member for Barcon, 
because lf ever there was a speech which 
indicated that there were irregularities-designed 
or othet wise-it was the speech of the hon. 
member for Barcoo. Of course, any man was 
liable to error, and he was quite sure that relnrn
ing officers and electoral registrars were not 
exceptions to that rule. He had had to make 
comulaints himself. The hem. member for 
Barcoo interjected- and so did some other hon. 
member-that that sort of thing did not happen 
when hon. members on the Government side 
were concerned. Hon. membe1s on the other 
side might he highly amused if they heard what 
the Attorney-General had to say with regard to 
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his treatment by the electoral registrar for Bris
bane North. According to his colleague's idea, 
he had been most improperly removed from the 
North Brisbane roll. 

Mr. J. HAMILTON : I was also struck off for 
North Brisbane. 

Mr. GIVENS: That shows the electoral registrar 
is imparti"L 

The HOME P.JWRETARY: Of c011r.'e thaL 
showed that he was thoroughly impartial. It 
was a common thing to be struck off, but people 
generally took those things qui~tly. They did 
not make a fu.•s and have wool flying about like 
the hon. member for Barcoo. He would have 
be•:n very glad if the hon. member had been 
courteous enough to intimate to him that he was 
going to broach the subject, althongb, fort.nnately, 
he was in a position to give an explanation. 

Mr. KERR s>.id that be had not notified the 
hon. gentleman of his intentinn to bring the 
question up, bev'tuse be understo·1d that the dis
cu,sion would be taken when they came to page 
37 of the Estimates. 

The HOME SECRETARY: I am quite satisfied. 
Mr. KERR: He had told .Mr. Taylor to his 

face in Blackall what he thought of his uction. 
He was never ashamed or oJr11id to say to any 
man what he thought of him. As to ~1r. 
Tnylor's ability, it was well known that he had 
been removed from St. George because he was 
not considered good enough for that place. 
Blackall was a more important place than St. 
George, and they ought to have a little better 
police magistrate than Mr. Taylor. It might be 
said that he did notrepresentthe most influential 
electors in the Barcno di,trict, but at any rate 
he represented the majority of them, and he 
spoke on behalf of that majority. Those whom 
he represented thought it was time they had a 
ch~tnge. 

Mr. STEW ART : The Home Secretary 
pointed out that the speech of the hnn. mem
ber for Barcoo was an absolute reply to his 
criticisms upon the necessity for the office 
of Principal Electoral Registrar. He w;.~s not 
able to agree with the hon. gentleman. The 
speech of the hon. member for Bnrcoo certainly 
did show that t,here was some necessity for a 
better administration of the electoral laws, and 
perhaps for putting their administration into 
more capable hand<, but it certainly did not 
show that the appointment of that particular 
official was going to make mt~tters better. He 
stated his opinion of the appointment t~t the time 
it was proposed-that it was simply a device to 
create a new billet into which some person could 
be pitchforked. If the department over which 
the hon. gentleman presided was a little more 
anxious that the electorallawq should be fairly 
administered, they would very soon find that out, 
and would he a little more careful of their 
actions. He was very much astonished at one 
doctrine enunciated by the hon, gentleman. He 
rebuked the hon. member for Barcoo for 
bringing up a grievance against a puhli~ o"fficial, 
beca.use that public official had not the right of 
reply. 

The HOME SECRETARY : Pardon me ! I did 
not say that. 

Mr. STEW ART : What did the hnn. gentle
man say? That was the meaning of what he 
said. 

The HOME SECRETARY: ·No, yon misquote me. 
Mr. STKW ART hoped he had not only mis

quoted the hon. gentleman, but th>tt he had mis
understood him. 

The HoME SECRETARY: Yes, you have. 
Mr. STE\V ART: Where were hon. members 

to bring up their grievances if that was not the 
place where grievances should be discussed? It 
was not proper that members of Parliament 
should go to a public official and beard him in 

his office regarding the performance of his duty. 
That would be an utterly indefensible proceeding. 
The proper way to deal with public officers who 
did not do their duty was to make a complaint to 
the head of their department, and then, if redress 
c,mld not be obtained in that way, Parliament 
mu"t be the final court of appPal. The hon. 
member for Barcoo should not be blamed for 
bringing- his complaint before that Committee. 

The HOME i:lECRETARY would be the last 
man in the Assembly to even suggest that hon. 
memhers should not bring up their grievances in 
the House, no matter whether they were against 
a public officer or against a Minister, but he 
thought it was not d~sirable that p_ubli? offic~rs 
should be subjected to language whwh, If apphed 
to hon. memher.q, would be distinctly unparlia
mentary. Ail he had said with reference to the 
hon. member fnr Barcr>O was that the language 
he had employed with regard to those public 
officials went beyond the hounds of fair criticism; 
he did not protest again't his bringing his griev
ances bdore the Committee. 

Mr. GIVENS (Gah·ns): There was an impres
sion abroad among the public that while very 
little care was exercised in striking the names of 
persons having a residential qualification off the 
roll, men who had possessed a pror,erty qualifica
tion had been lflft 011 the roll, in many instances 
where it was notorious that they had lost their 
qualific:~tion, and it was understood by the public 
that specit~l instructions had been i~<sned by the 
Minister to electoral registrars that they should 
not be too ready in striking off the names of 
voters who werA on the rolls for a property 
qualificutinn. He should like to have some infor· 
mation from the Minister on that point, because 
he knew of his own knowledge that electoral 
registrar.s in son1e portion.:.; of the colony, particu
larly in s~me of the Northern portions of the 
col<;ny-he was not alluding to hi·< own electorate 
-had given that as an excuse for leaving on the 
roll the names of perK<ms who it was notorions 
had lost their property qualification. He had 
heard that himself, and would like some explana
tion of the matter from the Minister. 

The H01IE SECRETARY now formally 
askc . .i the hon. member, as a public man charged 
with a public duty, to furnish him with the 
names of the electoral registrars who gave him 
that information. He demanded that, and was 
justified in doing so. 

Mr. MoDoNALD: Don't get excited. 
The HOME SECRETARY : He was not 

excited but he demanded that the hon. member in
form hi;n of the names of those electoral registrars, 
because either they were lying or somebody else 
was lying. The hon. member should follow the 
lead of the hnn. member for Barcoo, and bring 
his ch:1rge against the officl"rs concerned, in order 
that they might be brought to justice, becaw;e 
so far as he was able to ascertain the statenwnt 
was absolutely false, for no such instructions had 
been given by the dep11rtment. 

Mr. GrvENS : You won't get the names from 
me. 

The HOME SECRETARY: Then he left it 
to the House and the country to iudge between 
tho'e men and tbP hon. member. 

Mr. GIVENS wished to know how it was, if 
no such instructions had been issued, that men 
who had notoriously lost their property qualifica
tion were allowed to remain on the roll. 

The Ho~IE SECRETARY : Ask the registrars you 
have referred to. 

Mr. GIVENS: He had asked them. 
The HOl>IE SE<JRETARY: >V ell, give me the 

names, and I will inquire into the matter. 
Mr. GIVENS: He would give the hem. gentle

man a little more information than he bargained 
for in a short time. 
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The HOME SECREARY thought they could 
allow that matter to drop. He was satisfied, and 
he believed that the electoral registrars would be 
satisfied also. He understood that it was desired 
to have a little more conversation on that verv 
interesting subject, and as hon. members did not 
desire to sit late, he moved that the Chairman 
leave the chair, report progress, and ask leave 
to sit again. 

Question put and passed. 
The House resumed ; the CHAIRMAN reported 

progress, and the Committee obtained leave to 
sit again to-morrow. 

ADJOURNMENT. 
The PREMIER (Hon. J. R. Dickson, 

Bulirnbct): In rising to move the adjournment 
of the House, I desire to express my regret that 
owing to the large amount of work we have to 
do, and the shortness of the time at our disposal, 
I am unable to ask the House to adjourn over 
to-morrow. I hope·, however, that it will not be 
taken as a precedent for future years, but I 
think hon. members on both sides will agree 
that under present circumstances it is unde"irable 
that we should lose any time. The busine"s for 
to-morrow will be the Estimates. I beg to move 
that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. DA WSON: Can you give us an idea 
when we will reach the Committee stage of the 
Elections Bill? 

The PREM.IER : I cannot say yet. 
Question put and passed ; and the House 

adjourned at ten minutes to 11 o'clock. 




