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LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY.
WEeDNESDAY, 20 NOVEMBER, 1901,

The SPrakar (Hon., Arthur Morgan, Werwick)
took the chair aw half-past 3 o’clock.

APPROPRIATION BILL No. 3.
ASRSENT.

SPEAKER : T have to report that T this
esentad to the Lieutensnt-Governor the
sion Bill No. 3, and that His ¥xcsl-
lency wa- ased, in my presecce, to subscribe
assent ther:to in the name and on bebalf of His
Majesty.

The SPEAXER further aunonnced the re-
ceipt of amessage from the Lieut-nant-Governor,
intimating his ss=ent to the said Bill

The

DEATH OF THI EMPRESS DOWAGER
OF GERMANY,
DMESSAGE FROM THE LIKUTENANT-(OVERNOR,

The SPEAKER announced the receipt of the
following message from his Excellency the
Lieutenant-Goverpor :—

in reply to the Address, dated 13th August, from the
Legislative Assembly, presenting, for trausmission to
the King and to the Bmperor of (ermany, 2 resolution
of the Assembly eoxpressing sympathy with tleir
Majesties the King and Queen and the Royal Family
and with their Imperial Majesties the German ¥mperor
and Fmpress on the death of the Bmpress Frederick,
the Lieutenant-Governor aequaints the ILegislative
Assembly that the resolntion nas heen iald before His
Majesty, and that he has received Iis Majesty’s coin-
man:# to convey to the Legislative Assembly his
grateful thanks for their kind and sympathetic mes-
sages

Government House.

Brisbane, 20th November, 1901,

SPECIAL SALES OF LAND BILL.
ASSENT.

A message was received from His Excellency
the Lieutenant-Governor, intimating that he
had assented to this Bill.

QUESTIONS.
INTRODUCTION ©F BESSARABLANS.

Mr. DUNSFORD (Charters Towers) asked
the Premier—

1. Has he seen the statement in last Saturday’'s
Cowsier that a report received from the British Consul
at Odessa throws considerable doubt on the accuracy
of some of the statements made by Mr. Xlein, agent for
Bessarabians ¥

2. Has he rececived any communication from the
Agent-General custing any doubt on the lhony fides of
Mr. Klein ¢

3. Did the Government pay the passages of Mr. Klein
and two other agents from Furope to the colony #

4. Did these agents receive tree passes over the
Queenslard railways ®

5. Have any grants of land beer given to these per-
sons; and if so, what is the area and where is it
sitnated ¢

The PREMIER (Hon. R. Philp, Zownswille}
replied—

1. Yes. The veport from the British consul at
Odessu, of which a copy was forwarded to this Goveri-
ment, expresses deubt as to Mr, Klein heing able to
indnce residents in Bessarabia to emigrate to Queens-
land.

2. Yes. But the correspondence since received, on
which the Agent-General’s telegram appears to have
been based. does not disclose sufficient reason to
doubt the good faith of 3r. Klein in making his pro-
posals.

3. Yes.

L. Free passes were granted to 3r. Klein and one
other sgent.

d. NO.
SPECIAT LEASES OF LAND.

Mr. GIVENS (Cuirns) asked the Chief Secre-
tary—

1. How many special leases of land were granted or
authori«ad by the Ixecutive Couneil from the 1st to the
1661 of the present montkh, inelusive.

2. In what distriet or districts ure such special leases
situated®

3. Tor what purposes were such special leases grantsd
or authorised?

4. How many of sueh special leaxes were grauted
or authorised to he issned to Chinese *

5. What is the area of such speeial leases ?

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS
(Hon. W. B, H. (’Connell, Musgrave) replied—

1. Teu.

2. Hughenden and Cunnhamulla,

3. Garden, slanghver-yarvd, and general husiness pur-
pose

. Bix.

5. from one to four acres.

PoricE MAGISTRATE AT CHARLEVILLE.

Mr. BOWMAN (Warrego) asked the Home
Secretary—

When does he propose to send a police magistrate to
Charleville *

The HOME SECRETARY (Hon. J. F. G.
Foxton, Carnarvon) replied—

An appointment has been made, hut the officer has
been unable to enter upon his duties, and it is probable
that some other will have to be appointed to the posi-
tion.

MINING ACT AMENDMENT BILL.
CouNcILs AMENDMENTS —COMMITTEE.
The SECRETARY FOR MINES (Hon. R.
Philp, Townsville): He was very sorry that he
could not agree with the Council’s amendments
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in subsections 2, 3,4, and 5 of clause 7. The
reasons given by the Lexnslatxva Council in
support of their a.mendmpnt were—

Becarse 1t is not desirable to loek up lands under

tramway lesses from being mined from the surface, and
may cause great hardsiiip to miners having tramways
over their holdirgs in the event ot lodes running
vertically hetween tramway lines from surface down to
the point fixed by law above which no miner can work
under a tramway line, and becavse the provisions for
compensation amply protect the tramway lessee.
He could not concrive that any valuable dis-
covery would be made in 15 fees of ground, and
he thought it would he better to leave the Bill
as it originally stood. He therefore moved that
the amendments of the Legislative Council be
disagresd to. This Bill was very necessary.
When he brought it forward, he pointed out that
on Charters Towers one of the mines there—the
Day Dawn Freebold—was working almost on
the houndary of a street, and in ‘order tu get
through that street the owners of the mine
thought that this Bill was necessary. Only
yesterday he received a telegram from Charters
Towers stating that they were at the boundary,
and unless this Bill was passed a great number
of men would be thrown out of employwent. He
hoped the Committee would assist him in insist-
ing upon disagreeing with the amendments of
the Council. Hon. members in the other
Ciamber said this clause would press very hard
on the working miners, but he was sure that
mining members in this House would see thas
no harm was done to them.

Mr. BROWNE (Croydon): He was very glad
the Minister had taken the stand he had. He
thrught these amendments had been sent down
from the Council under a misapprehension., In
the message just read, reference was muade to
lodes running vertically from the surfacs down
to the point fixed by law, but no.such point
was fixed by law. The hon. gentleman in the
Upper House who made the speeeh referred
to was evidently referring to clause 38 of the Act,
which applied to mining for gold and silver
on aiienated land within the limits of a goid
or mineral field ; but that clause simply
referred to freshold or leasehold taken wup
under the Crown Lands Acts. For tramway
purposes there was no restriction whatever, as a
tramway lesse was a goldmining or mineral
lease, As the Minister had pointed out, the
miners were amply protected under this Bill as
it stourd.  They could work within 15 fees of the
line, work under it or all round it, aslong as
they did not endanger the tramway in any way
The amendment wouid only make the clause
more complicated, and would not assist the
miner. He was very glad that the DMinister
insisted cn the clause as 1t originally stood.

Question put and passed.

The SECRETARY FOR MINESmoved that
the consequential amendment in subsection & of
clanse T be disagreed to.

Question put and passed.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES moved that
the addition to new clause 7 be disagreed to.
The new clause gave power to the Minister to
grant permits for the carrying of passengers or
goods, and the Council proposed that the Ministex
might revoke that permission at his discretion ox
upon the application of the lessee. That was too
large a discretion to give, and he did not think
there should be any power of revocation,

Que stxon put and passed.

The House resumed ; and the CHAIRMAN re-
ported that the Committee insisted on their dis-
agreemens to the Legislative Council’s amend-
ments, and disagreed to the amendment proposed
by the Legislative Council in subsection 7 of
clause 7.

The report was adopted
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On_ the motion of the SECRETARY FOR
MINES, the Bill was ordered to be returned to
Council with the following message :—

Mz. Presipint,~—The Legislative Assembly. having
had under consideration the message of the Legislative
Council dated the 5th iustant, relative to the 3lining
Act Amendment Bill, beg now to intimate that they—

Insist on theiv disagreement to the Legisiative Coun-
cil’s amendments in subsections 2, 3, 4, and 5 of clause
7, and to the addition of subsection 8, becquse only the
surface of the land is lecked up; the miner cun «o
underneath at such a distance from the surfuce as will
cause no damage., At present the lessee of a mining
lease cannot wine within 40 feet in a horizontal direc-
tion, or 50 feet in a vertical direction, from a railway
line without the permission of the Commissioner ; and,
as a matter of practice, no lease is granted within 8
chains of either side of a railway line. Besides, if the
ameudment is a plea for the working miner, it is
improbable that such a person would he able to pay
the cost of deviation.

And disagree to the Legislative Couneil’s amendment
in subsection 7 of clause 7, decause when the permit is
granted the lessee shrould convenience the public by
carrving goods and passengers over the line.

UBLIC SERVICE ACT AMFENDMENT
BILL.
CoNSIDERATION oF COUNCIL'S AMENDMENTS.
COMMITTEE.

The PREMIER (Hon, R. Philp, Townsville)
moved that the amendment of the Council in
clanse 2, omitting the words * commence and
take,” and inserting in lieu thercof the words
““ be deemed to have comunenced and taken,” be
agreed to.

Mr. BROWNE : Of course the amendments
were merely formal. He would point out that

there were a few words omitted from

[4 pan.] the end of the clause that appeared
in the corresponding section in the
Act of 1899—and to that extent shall have retro-

spective operation. He thought those words had
been moved as an amendment in another place.
He did not know whether there was any necessity
for the words or not,

The PREMIER said that it made no differ-
enc», as nothing had been done since the 1st of
November.

Question put and passed.

On clause 5—‘° Administration of the public
service by Ministers of the Crown ”—which the
Council had amended to read as follows :—

From and atter the commencement of this Aet, ali
the powers, anthorities and duties conferre:! or im-
posed upon the Public service Board may and shall be
exercised and discharged by the members of the
Ixecutivi: Council in their respective departiments; and
the term  board’’ when used in the principal Act shall
be construed to mean the members of the Exceutive
Council each in his respective department.

The PREMIER : The Council had amended
the clause so as to provide that every Minister
should be a meniber of the board, and h» did not
think that was a wise thing at all. He intended
to propose to amend the Council’s amendments
by the insertion of the words “‘ of whom not less
than two sh'ﬂl form a quorum for the purposes of
this Act,” after the words  Execntive Council,”
in line 4 by the omission of the words ““in
their rewpectne department,” In lines 5 and 6
and by the omission of the words ‘“each in his
respective department,” in line 8,

The above amendments were all agreed to,
and, the other amendments of the Council belm
agleed to, the clause then read as follows :~-

From and after the com neneement of this Act, all
the powers, authorities, and duties conferred or impossd
upon the Public Service Beard may and shall be exer-
cised and discharged by the members of the Executive
Council, of whom not less thun two shall form a quornm
for the purposes of this Act; and the term * Board”
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when used in the prinecipal Acet shall be construed to
mean the members of the Executive Council so desig-
nated.

Clause 6—* Power to admit certain unclassi-
fied officers to classified divisions”—

The PREMIER said the Council had amended
this clause by adding the following paragraph:—

In this section the ferm * supernumerary work’ in-

cludes the work of messengers in the public service,
and of Parliamentary messengers, and library attend-
ants.
He had no objection to the paragraph, but it
required a verbal amendment. Fe therefore
moved the omission of “term ‘supernumerary
work’ includes,” with the view of inserting
““words ¢ supernumerary clerical or professional
work’ include.”

Mr. BARNES (Bulimba) was sure that the
m+jority of the House were in favour of the
addition now proposed, but he did not think it
would cover some deserving cases. He knew
departments in which there were officers in the
unclassified division who had been in the service
for fifteen years, but who would still be excluded
if the clause passed in the form proposed. He
thought the idea of the Committee, when the
clause was originally passed, was to include all
who had served five years at the time of the
passing of the Act, and those which might serve
heveafter for that term, and obtain the recom-
mendation of their superiors. If he understood
the matter corrvectly, now only thrse who had
served five years already would be able to ohtain
the benefit of clause 6, and that would be = great
hardship to those who had nearly completed that
period of service. The idea should be to exclude
those who might enter the service after the
passing of the Act, not those who were already
in the service, and who might st a future time
complete their five years of service.

The CHAIRMAN : 1T will remind the hon,
gentleman that he can only deal with the amend-
ments that have been sent down to us from
another place. He cannot go back and deal with
another part of the Bill which has not been
amended.

Mr. BARNES : He would ask the Premier if
he could not by the insertion of some word or
words provide for the case of those who were
already in the service without touching upon any
part of the Bill which had not been amended by
the Council ?

The PREMIER : The proposed amendment
would cover all who had been working for five
years in the unclassitied division of the service.

Mr. BARNES: He had been speaking on
behalf of some who were equally deserving who
would be excluded. He knew, for instance,
readers in the Government Printing Office, some
of whom were in the unclassified and some in
the classified division, who under the terms of
this clause would be exeluded.

The PREMIER: Anyone who had been fifteen
years in the service would come under the clause.

Mr. McMASTER (Foriitede Velley): He
understood that what the hon. member wanted
was to cover the case of men who had been in
the service nearly five years, say those who had
been in it for four years and ten months.

The PREMIER : They will not come under it.

Mr. McMASTER: He considered it would
be a hardship to exclude men who had been in
the service for four years and some nine or ten
months. Some provision should be made to
snable them to come under the Bill on com-
pleting their five years of service. Surely the
Attorney-General or tie Home Secretary could
insert one or two wods which would enable
these officers to obtain the benefit of this legisla-

tion. ;
The PREMIER: When the Bill was brought
into the House it was ¥auch more liberal than it
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was now, but the House insisted upon limiting
this provision to officers who had been five years
in the service, and he had had to accept 1t.

Mr. DUNSFORD (Charters Towers) asked
the Attorney-General whether under the wording
of the clause the term five years did not mean
five years any time after the passing of the Biil?

The ATTORNEY-GENERAT, (Hon. A.
Rutledge, Maranoa): The words were too clear.
It did not matter how long a man had been in
the service more than five years, but if he had
been five years in the service before the passing
of the Act he was eligible. If he had been
three years in the service before the passing of
the Act and he served two years afterwards he
would not come under it.

Mr. TOLMIE (Drayton ond Toowoomba):
When he moved this new clause——

The CHAIRMAN : Order. The hon. member
cannot go back to any other clause of the Bill
except the portion which has been amended.
The question is that the Legislative Council’s
amendment be amended by omittivg the words
““term ‘supernumerary work’ includes” with a
view to inserting the words “words ‘super-
numerary clerical or professional work’ include.”

Amendment (Mr. Philp) put and passed.

The House resumed ; and the CHAIRMAN re-

ported that the Committee had
[4'30 p.m.] agreed to cne of the TLegislative

Council’s amendments, and had
agreed to others, with amendments.

The Bill was ordered to be returned to the
Legislative Council for their concurrence, by
message in the usual form.

ELECTIONS BILL.
SuconD READING— RESUMPTION OF DEBATE,

* Mr. MACARTNEY (Toowong): The few re-
marks I have to make on the second reading of
this Bill will not oceupy the House at any
length. In common with some hon. members
who have already spoken on this Bill, T very
much regret that this measure is being proceeded
with at the present time. The impossibility of
bringing its provisions into operation at the
coming general election has bheen admitted on
all sides. I think that that fact renders the
measure of less urgent importance at the present
time than much of the business which is on the
paper, and of less importance that the business
which has yet to come before us. Ido not think
that any fair-minded man will attach any blame
to the Home Secretary or the Government for
the reasons which have operated to prevent the
establishment of electoral reform prior to the
coming general election. These reasons are as
simple as they are extraordinary. The hon.
member for Wide Bay, however, sought to cast
some blame on the Government by suggesting
that if the Bill had been introduced at an earlier
period of the session, and had been rapidly
rushed through, its provisions would have been
applicable to the coming election, notwith-
standing that certain preliminaries have to be
gone through before the Royal assent can be
obtained to the measure. I do not think the
result the hon. member anticipated could have
been brought about, for in the first place the
measure is one of considerable magnitude and
importance, and I do not think that hon. mem-
bers generally would care to see such a subject
treated rapidly. I venture to say that it would
take the greater portion of the session to get
this measure through the legislative mill. And
even if the measure were passed, and the Go-
vernment were successful in getting it through
the preliminaries necessary before the Royal
assent could be obtained, and they did obtain
the Royal assent in time, there would still be a
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great deal of work to do with regard to the
reconstruction of the rolls, and also a great deal
of time would have been necessary to enable the
W(I)Imen of Queensland to get their names on the
rolls,

Hon. A. 8. CowwLgY: They will have to give
their ages. That will bar them.

Mr. MACARTNEY : T have nothing to do
with that now. Considering the susceptibilities
of hon. members on the other side, including
the hon. member for Wide Bay himself, I am
very much inclined to think that we could not
have got the Bill through up to the present
time. I am prepared to submit that there is
no show of getting this measure through this
session, and I do not think that any hon.
member ever thought there was any show of
getting it through this session. And it must
not be forgotten that there is another measure
which is necessary before the reforms pro-
posed by this Bill can be given practical effect
to, The principal reform proposed in this Bill
—leaving out of consideration for the present
time the provisions with regard to the family
vote—is that of one adult one vote, Part of
that reform is provided for in this measure,
but I submit that another Bill is necessary to
complete that reform, and I very much regret
that that Bill is not before us now in order
that the whole matter might be considered at
one and the same time. The two measures
are practically inseparable in their nature, and
one cannot be given practical effect to with-
out the other. I do not know whether it
was possible to have introduced a Bill deal-
ing with the alteration of the electoral dis-
tricts until the census returns were in a more
advanced state than they were at the commence-
ment of the present session. Possibly it might
have been, but I doubt whether the subject
could have been dealt with as satisfactorily as it
could be with complete census returns available.
Another reason why we should he slow in pro-
ceeding with electoral reform in the present
position of matters is that, apart from the diffi-
culties which have so unexpectedly arisen, it is
suggested that the number of members of this
House should be reduced on account of the
changes which have been effected by federation,
and if I mistake not that subject will come up
for discussion at the next general election, and
the next Parliament might find itself in the posi-
tion of having to gointo the whole question again.
As I have said, leaving at one side for the pre-
sent the family vote, the principal reform which
this Bill seeks to give is one adult one vote,
which practically means equality of political
power. The very idea of one man one vote is to
get rid of the objections to the plural vote—the
vote particularly aimed at is the plural vote given
for property. I contend that, in addition to the
plural vote given for property, we have another
plural vote—that is, the plural vote which arises
by reason of the very unequal electoral system
we have in this State at the present time. It
may be said, “ Why should we not proceed
with this Bill, and get one portion of elec-
toral reform ?” Well, I think that if we pass
this Bill through as it stands now, so far as it
relates to one adult one vote, we shall find
it very difficult to get the other and very
necessary complement of the system. In fact,
looking at the House as it is now consti-
tuted, I believe that the second measure would
not go through, and we should then find one-
half the system in vogue, and the other half
not in vogue, the populous districts of the State
would have surrendered their rights, and the
country districts would not have done so, and in
all probability would not do so. In order to show
how unequal the representation is at the present
time, I have obtained from the office of the
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Principal Electoral Registrar a list of electorates,
and the number of electors in each up to and in-
cluding the additional (October) roll for 1901, It
may be convenient if I read that list now, so that
we may have it on record for discussion, andin a
form convenient for reference, and atterwards
explain the calculations which I make on that
document. The return to which I refer is as
follows :—
L1sT 0F ELECTORATES AND NUMBER OF BLECTORS IN EACH
UP TO AND INCLUDING THE ADDITIONAL (OGTOBER)
Rout ror 1901.

Albert 1721 Gympie 3572
Aubigny 1629 = Herbert 1296
Balonne 1448 © Ipswich 2342
Barcoo 1631 | Kennedy .. 1067
Bowen 910 | Leichhardt ... 905
Brishane North 14418 | Lockyer 1935
Brisbane South 3758 | Logan 1166
Bulimba 2666 | Mackay 2222
Bulloo 730 | Maranoa . 1865
Bundabherg ... 1647 | Maryborough 2442
Rundanba 1291 | Mitehell 1815
Burke 522 | Moreton 1922
Burnett 1657 : Murilla 827
Burrum 1708 . Musgrave 1425
Caims 1539 | Normuanby ... 888
Cambooya 1708 * Nundah 1571
Carnarvon 1010 - Oxley... ... 1668
Carpentaria ... 650 | Port Curtis ... .. 1331
Charters Towers 5411 | Rockhampton ... 3160
Clermont 1675 ' Rockhampton North 1536
Cook ... 1040 Rosewood ... ... 1201
Crovdon N 1145 : Stanley 1252
Cunningham. .. 1855 Toombul 2207
Dalby ... . 1247 ' Toowong .. 2518
Drayton and Too- 3642 = Townsville .., 3649
woombi Warrego 1176
Enoggers 1882 Warwick 1076
Fassitern 1354 Wide Bay ... 1560
Pitzroy 2515 - Woolloorgabba 2276
Tlinders 1814 Woothakata 1964
TFortitude Valley 4065 !
Gregory 89i Total 111,613

Of course I am aware that the total includes the
plural property vote ; but for the purposes of the
deductions which I wish to draw, and the calcu-
lations I desire to place before the House, 1 do
not think that vote makes any appreciable
difference. Dividing the total number of electors
in the colony by seventy-two, the number of
members constituting this House, we find that
the average number represented by one member
should be 1,550 if equal representation were in
force. Taking those which range between 1,500
and 1,600 as the average, we find that there are
six members in this House who represent the
average number of electors. On the same basis
we find that there are thirty-six membBers who
represent a number of electors in excess of the
average, and thirty members who represent a
number of electors below the average. The
electorates which are Lelow the average range
from Burke, with 522 eleclors, to Balonne,
with 1,448 electors, or from 7 per cent. to 66
per cent. below the average. The electorates
which have a number of electors above the
average range, from Aubigny with 1,629 electors
to Charters Towers with 5,411 electors, or from
3 per cent. to 75 per cent. above the average.
The latter calcalation is based on giving Charters
Towers 2,705 electors for each member. These
figures show that the hon. member who repre-
sents Burke is the lowest in the list, and that
the electors in his constituency have five times
the political power in this House that the
electors in Charters Towers possess. In other
words, it practically means that the electors
of Burke have five votes to one as compared
with the electors of Charters Towers. I seri-
ously think that the plural vote for property
has 1o appreciable effect on the result of an
election in this State at the present time,
and I am certain that if both parties were
equally organised it would have no effect at all.
But I venture to think that if the other portion
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of the reform is brought in in the form of equal
representation, it would make a very serious dif-
ference in the result of the elections in this
colony. It is hardly reasonable to ask that we
should have one portion of the reform without
the other part of the reform. T know that there
are very strong reasons to be wrged why the
country distriets should have possibly a larger
representation in this House than the populous
districts. There is a great deal tc be said either
way ; but if those who are agitating for one
adult one vote are really serious in their agita-
tion, and desire to have it, then they have got to
take it with all its consequences,

MewBERS on the Government side: Hear,
hear !

Mr. MACARTNEY : And I take it that the
majority of the members of this House—as far
as 1 know, at any rate—are pledged to that, and
:1[ tal;le it they are pledgod to go the whole

ength,

Mr. W. Hamrwron : Egual representation ?

Mr. MACARTNEY : Equal representation,
I say you cannot have one adult one vote with-
out involving equal representation. I know
some people have tacked on the words “one
value ” to that short description, but I do nos
think for one raoment that those words have been
tacked on because it is something new. I con-
sider they have been tacked on as a short
expression to give the full meaning to the whole
idea—as a matter of convenience, and not
because it adds anything new to the idea
at all. TLooking back on the arguments that
have been used in the past in support of one
man one vote and one adult one vote, I find they
are founded on the idea that, by reason of the
plural vote, the minovity rule the majority ; bus
I venture to say thas if we give one adult one
vote the meaning which this Bill will give—
without the necessary accowpaniment which is
to be provided by another Bill—will still enable
the minority to rule the majority, and to a much
greater extent than the property vote now exer-
cises an influence in that direction.

Mr. W. HautnroN : Is there any colony in
Australia where they have one vote one value ?

Mr. MACARTNEY : Yes. Ithank the hon.
member for Gregory for the question. When I
was in New Scuth Wales a few months ago,
during the elections, I was particularly struck
with the fact that there the single electorates
rule, and they are as nearly as possible equal
electorates. 1 have not gone into the system in
vogue in New South Wales, but I noticed that
nearly every result gave the approximate number
of electors, and on making further inguiries I
found that thesystem of equal representation and
single electorates was the necessary result of one
man one vote inthat colony.

Mr. HarDacrE: The result is that the country
seaixr,s are disfranchised, and Sydney rules the
colony. .

Hou. A. 8. CowrLry : That is what you have
been clamouring for.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: The ma-
jority rules,

Mr. MACARTNEY : I am quite prepared to
admit that there may be a good deal in what the
hon. member for Lelchhardt says, but that is
what I understand the hon. member and the
party he belongs to bave been asking for.

MEMBERS on the Government side : Hear, hear!

Mr. MACARTNEY : That T understand is
what anyone means when he asks for one adult
one vote. Iam pledged to one man one vote,
and I understand my constituents generally are
desirous of baving it. But all who wunt it must
take the logical conclusion of what they want.
If hon. members do not want that result to
follow, then they must be prepared to admit—
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as the hon. member for Gregory admitted at an
earlier period of the session—that circumstances
that are applicable to a closely populated place
like the United Kingdom are not suitable in
a country like Queensland. I do not know
whether hon. members opposite are prepared to
carry the principle of one adult one vote at the
present $ime to its logical conclusion ; but, speak-
ing as the representative of a populous district,
I have certainly no qualms of conscience in
accepting the principle of one adult une vote. I
quite admit that it isin favour of the more popu-
lous districts.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULITRE: So is the
suffrage altogether.

Mr. MACARTNEY : Quite so. Looking at
the position of hon. members on the other side,
T quite understand that it is quite possible that
they do not want one adult one vote pure and
simple, and if that is the position, the sooner the
electors know it the better.

MeMBERS on the Government side: Hear,
hear!

Mr. MACARTNEY : And when we go before
the electors iu a few mounths we will know
exactly whatit is they want, and know exactly
what we shall have to put up with if we get it.
If the introduction of the Bill at the present time
has no better result than to give rise to a dis-
cussion on thix particular phass ¢f the question,
it may be useful. T have said that oncs we get
one acult one vote the positinn will be very mnuch
aggravated in thet purticular direction. We will
tind that the electors in the centres of population
will be practiczlly doubled, whereas in the out-
side districts they certainly will not increase to
anything like that extent.

MEeMBERS on the Government side: Hear,
hear!

Mr. MACARTNEY : And we shall certainly
have a very anomalous set of figures to look at
when we are supposed to have equal political
power. Of course, if the family vote is agreed to,
the position will be still more accentuated in the
centres of population. (Opposition laughter.)

Mr. W. HaMinroNn : Why don’t you advocate
one baby one value in the Bill ?

Mr. TorMIig : Two babies one value,

Mr. MACARTNEY : I do not wish to go
into this matter at any great length. I quite
recognise that there are a great many important
principles in the Bill which will stand a great
deal of discussion, but they are matters which
may, and in all probabilty will, if the Bill goes
any further, be bettsr discussed in committes. T
would only like to refer particularly to the
family vote. As I said before, it seems to me
that the idea of one adult one vote is founded on
the principle of doing away with the plural
vote; but it seems to me that this family
vote is practically a plural vote. While I
am pledged to one man one vote, I do not know
that I can reconcile my conscience to support
a proposal which will create a plural vote, which
is at variance with the very idea of one adult one
vote. 1 am prepared to admit that there is a
great deal to be said in favour of s vote for
thrift. (Opposition laughter.) But at the same
time I am prepared to admit that there is a
great deal to be said against it. There is a great
deal to be said against the proposal in the Bill as
it stands at present, and, at any rate, until Ican
understand thas the matter has been submitted
to the country, and unstil I can understand that
T bave the direction of wy constituents to sup-
port a vote of this kind, I am certainly not
going to do it.

Hon. A. S. CowLEY : It is the best part of the
Bill.

Mr. MACARTNEY : I am qualified to get
this additional vote, but I am not going to allow
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any personal consideration to enter into the mat-
ter. If the Bill gets into commistee, 1 shall cer-
tainly, in deference to the opinion I have already
expressed, propose an amendment postponing
she operation of the provisions of the Bill, so far
as they relate to one adult one vote, until that
other Bill is brought forward and dealt with in a
satisfactory manner.

" MevBERS on the Government side:

ear !

Mr. JACKSON (Kennedy): T think it is
always a pleasure to listen to the hon. member
for Toowoung ; but, unfortunately,
that hon. member does not speak as
frequently as many hon. msmbers
would like him w0 do. T cannot congratulate the
Government on the support they are gesting on
the Bill from their own supporters, Only two
private members on the other side have spoken
on the Bill—the hon. member for Balonne, who
condemned one of the vital principles—namely,
female suffrage--and the hon. member for Too-
wong, who condemued another vital principle—
namely, the family vote,

Myr. Trregy : The hon. member for Balonne
condemned the family vote, too.

Mr. JACKSON : That only makes my point
all the stronger. Seeing the kind of support the
Government arve getting from wembers on their
own side, I would advise them to withdraw the
Bill as soon as possible.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE :
you going to support it?

Mr., JACKSON : Does the hon. gentleman
expect me to support it ?

The STCRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: It gives
you female suffrage—adult suffrage.

Mr., JACKSON: I will explain my views
about female suffrage before I conclude my
remarks, With regard to the attitude taken up
by the hon. member for Toowong, I don’t think
that this party is in any way pledged to eqnal
representation, nor am I aware thathon. members
on the other side are pleaged to anything of that
sort. Many hon. members on both sides are
pledged to one man one vote aud to adult
suffrage. The hon. member for Toowong seems
to think that one vote one value, or equal repre-
sentation, must necessarily follow on adult
suffrage, but I don’t think the hon. member has
made out any kind of a case for taking up a
position of that sovt,

Mr. Tozmig: Is there any reason why it
should not ?

Mr. JACKSON : I could give reasons why
-one vote one value should not follow from adult
suffrage.

An Ho~NoURABLE MEMEBER : It ought to.

Mr. JACKSON : T don’ think it should follow
necessarily in a colony like Queensland. There
might be a good deal to be said in favour of equal
Tepresentation, it such a thing is possible, but T
doubt whether such a thing is possible, even in
an old settled country. In a young country like
Queensland one vote ons value might ‘work
very injuriously. If you have adult suff-
rage, one vote one value will apply Lo wonen
as well as men. In the settled districts
—in the Southern part of Queensland—there
would be a very large female vote under adult
suffrage, and, generally speaking, it is the men
and not the women who do the pioneering work
in a new country, and we should find that the
votes of the women, who do not do development
work, would altogether outweigh the votes of the
men—those who open up the country in the way
of doing mining, prospecting, and other work.

. The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Why not,
if they are more numerous ?

Hear,
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Mr. JACKSON : I have given a reason why
not—simply because the men do the pioneering
work in a young country, and should receive
more consideration.

Mr. McMAasTER : You give them a plural vote
in this House.

Mr. JACKSON : T don't see how I give them
a plural vote in this House. I was very much
interested in the figures the hon. member for
Toowung gave showing the inequalities of repre-
sentation at the present time, There is no doubt
that those figures are very striking, though I
suppose we all knew that there were these
inequalities. I am perfectly convinced that we
should have a Redistribution Bill; but it
does not follow because we shoald have a
Redistribution Bill that we should have a
system-of one vote oune valne. It would have
been more to the point if the hon. membér had
shown how the inequalities of representation
work out as regards the three divisions of the
colony, but he did not do that. He showed that
some of the Northern constituencies have few
constituents on the roll, and that some have a
very large number, such as Charters Towers,
but he did not give figures to show how the
North, Central, and Southern divisions would
compare with each other. That would have heen
more to the point, seeing that the interests of
the Northern constituencies are, generally
speaking, on all-fours, and the interests of the
Central constituencies generally go tugether—
though not altogether, because we have the sugar
industry on the coast line and the mining
industry awsy back. As a general rule 1
think the interests of the three divisions are not
always the same, though the interests of the
Northern constituencies as a whole are fairly
identical, speaking in a general way. I nay
point out in connection with the system «f equal
representation—or unequal representation, such
as we have now—that country electorates, though
they have sometimes a very small number of
electors on the roli, should be entitled in this
House to representatives to voice their particular
interests. They are handicapped in this way
as against metropolitan constituencies., Metro-
politan constituencies, or large constituencies
like Townsville or Toowoomba, very often have
advocates outside of this House, such aschambers
of commeree and other public bodies, who bring
their interests before the countiry and before
Parliament more forcibly than country con-
stituencies have an opportunity of deing. So I
think a very good case can be made out in favour
of the present system-—though some of the in-
equalities that exist now ought to be wiped out.
The Bill has been treated by many hon. members
—on this side at any rate—from the point of
view of ridicule and jest. Ridicule, of course,
is a very effective weapon in the way of criticism,
but ridicule and jest may be overdone, and it is
possible that people outside this House may think
that if the members of this party are giving so
much time to ridiculing and joking over this
Bill the provisions of the measure may not be so
iniquitous after all. T hope that people outside
will not teke that view of the case. Of course,
I recognise that many hon. members on this side
have dealt seriously with the Bill and have
pointed out some of the clauses that will work
very injuriously. Iam not going to deal with the
provisions of the Bill in detail, because I recog-
uise that it is more in committee that the details
can be dealt with and the obnoxious provisions
shown up. They can be shown up by illustra-
tion and in many other ways better in committee
than can be done on the second reading. As1
pointed out before, the hon. member for Balonne
opposed the principle of woman suffrage. We
all know that the Secretary for Agriculture has
been in the past a very strong opponent of
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woman suffrage, and a very strong advocate for
plural voting. I have been wondering whether
during the debate on the second reading of this
Bill the Minister for Agriculture would get up
and denounce the Government for having in-
cluded provisions such as this in the Bill. I
have been wondering whether the hon., member
will get up and tell the Premier that his loyalty
is being strained in the Ministry when he finds
the Home Secretary in the Government to which
he belongs introducing a Bill with a provision
in it to abolish plural voting. I do not think
the Minister for Agriculture is likely to do any
such thing, although this Bill proposes to
establish female suffrage. 1 do not think he
will get up and denounce the Government for
introducing these obnoxious principles, because
I helieve herecognises that, althoagh the Govern-
ment appear to be conceding something, they
are also taking something away. They appear
to be making concessions, but after all the con-
cessions, if there are any, are nothing compared
to the obmoxious provisions that this Bill con-
tains. When we consider the provisions of this
Bill, such as the family vote, the postal vote, the
declaration, the attestation clauses, the interpre-
tation of residence clause, and soforth-—when we
consider these details, I think the conservative
element in this colony will be amply compensated
for all the concessions they bave made. I am
not sure that the concession of woman suffrage
will in any way react against the conservative
party. Although I have advocated female
suffrage, I am not at all sure that the female
vote will be in any way solidly cast in sup-
port of the party that has advocated it so
long. However, that does not affect me. It
does not matter how the female vote may go.
I should be still in favour of giving one aduls
one vote. However, I shall have a little further
to say upon that presently. I take it that we
want to attract population from the south.
When this Bill circulates among people of the
other colonies, it is not likely to attract them to
Queensland.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE : Not likely
to attract ?

Mr. JACKSOXN : No.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE : All the
young couples will come. (Laughter.) A great at-
traction, 1 should say.

Mr. JACKSON : Of course I quite admit
that young couples are an attracticn or should
be an attraction to the colony. We all want
the young married people here. Surely the
Minister is not likely to argue that giving one
vote for two babies is likely to attract many
people generally. It has been said by an emi-
nent English statesman that the laws of a coun-
try should make it easy for people to do right
and difficult to do wrong, and in the same way
the electoral laws of a country ought to make 1t
easy for a person to get on the roll, and diffi-
cult for persons to be struck off the roll,
s0 long as that provision exists. I do not
know whether the Government, in introduc-
ing these obuoxious provisions, were desir-
ous of creating a lot of malcontents in the
colony. Mill has pointed out that if persons
have no votes and no chance of getting votes
those people will be turned into either permanent
malcontents or into persons who are apathetic as
to the government of the country. What object
has the Government in view ? Do they wish to
create a permanent class of malcontents in this
colony, or do they wish to make people apathetic
with regard to political matters? I do not think
they wish to create malcontents throughout the
country, and not only in the country but in the
towns. Therefore I am forced to suppose ‘that
they wish the people to become apathetic as to
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the government of the colony. Thatis not a desir-
able thing. We do not want political power to
be in the hands of a few people. Political power
in the hands of a few people generally results in
the advantage of the few, just in the same way
as political power in the hands of the many
results in advansage to the many.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS : You mean
you object to them bossing the show.

Mr., JACKSON : Ido notcare about being
bossed any more than the Minister for Railways
does, but I suppose we have all to submit to
discipline. No doubt the Hon. the Minister for
Railways has to submit to his boss occasionally.
He has one in this House. I think the Premier
is the hon. gentleman’s boss, and I dare say he
has to do sometimes what the Premier tells him
to do.

The SECRETARY FOR Rainways : The Premier
never told me to do anything yet, anyhow.

Mr. JACKSON : I do not blame the hon.
gentleman for obeying the orders of his chief.

The SEORETARY FOR RAILWAYS : He never gave
mwe any orders yet.

Mr. JACKSON : Now, coming to the ques-
tion of the fami:y vore. This is one of the vital
principles of the Bill. I listened to the Home
Secretary’s speech when he introduced the Bill
with a great deal of attention. The hon. gentle-
man argued very ingeniously in support of the
family vote, but not in my opinion very ingenu-
ously. The Home Secretary pointed out that
there was no perfect ~ystem of franchise—that in
the past in his boyish days manhood suffrage
was the one political cry, then later on it was
one man one vote, and later on one adult one
vote, and now it has become vne adult one vote,
with an extra vote for every two babies,
dead or alive. The Home Secretary pointed out
that our franchise has always been going through
a process of evolution in support of his argu-
ment, but when the hon. gentleman came to deal
with the absurdities and inconsistencies in con-
nection with the one vote for two babjes—and,
of course, it is full of inconsistencies—-he threw
evolution overboard, and said we must have a
hard-and-fast line somewhere, and he began tc
talk about what magic Is there in twenty-one
years. The Home Secretary should not blow
hot and cold in that way in support of his con-
tention,

The HoME SucRETARY : Do you think you are
arguing ingenucusly ?

Mr. JACKSOXN : I think so.

The HodxME SECRETARY : I do not.

Mr. JACKSON : I think I have stated the
position quite fairly. At any rate, if I have not,
someone on the opposite <ide will be able to
correct me. The Minister for Agriculture is
listening, I believe, very attentively, and the
hon. gentleman will be able to get up and point
out where I have been misrepresenting the Home
Secretary, 1 have not louked at the Howme
Secretary’s speech in Hanserd ; I am speaking
from notes [ took at the time and from
my memory, and T do not think I am misrepre-
senting the hon. gentleman by my arguments.
Itseemsto methat there Is no magic inthe nomber
21, as the Home Secretary has said. Asfaras I
know that is the age at which it is generally
believed an adult should be able to obtain the
franchise, but the age may be made twenty-one,
twenty-two, twenty-three, or twenty-four, or it
may be set down at nineteen or twenty, There
is no magic in these figures, so long as a certain
age is fixed for everyone—male and female—in
the community. No injustice could be done by
making the statutory age twenty-two or twenty-
three, or any other age, but twenty-one is
recognised as the legal age, and many men and
women frequently take the responsibilities of
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married life on their shoulders about that
age. It seems to me that the universal cus-
tom has been to select twenty-one as the
reasonable period at which persons arrive at an
adult age. Now, I do not think there is any
justification for giving an extra vote to any
person. [t may be argued that intelligence or
property should warrant a person in gefting an
extra vote. There may be something to be said
in favour of a vote for intelligence, but still that
would not be satisfactory, for a person may be
endowed with great intelligence and at the same
sime he may have a very bad character. Intelli-
gence and character should both go together, and
I would ask the Secretary for Agriculture what
test can be applied as to character. Is such a
test possible ?

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: A much
more reasonable test for that can be found than
a test with regard to babies.

Mr. JACKSON : I admit there is a test that
way, but the inconsistency and absurdity of the
family vote has already been pointed out, and
here we have the Minister for Agriculture defend-
ing this vote. However, as 1 was pointing
outb:

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: I have not
defended it.

Mr. JACKSON : Well, the Minister will be
able to defend it by and by, when he will, in his
usual way, enliven hon. members; but I hope
he will not speak to-morrow afternoon, because
I have a motion to bring on then. I say that
there can be no possible test as to character.
There may be as to intelligence, for a man who
has obtained a scholarship or a University
degree may be said by some people to be entitled
to an extra vote. In connection with this vote
for twobabies, I would ask when war occurs, whois
it that fight the hattles of the country ? It isnot
always the married men with two babies; most
of the fighters are single men. Most of the
men who have gone to fight the battles of the
empire in South Africa are single men, and if
Queensland was attacked, it would be the single
men for the most part who would be called out.
And yet the Home Secretary proposes to puta
slight on the single men of the colony by giving
married men with two babies an additional vote.
Nothing could be more inconsistent or more
absurd. .

The Howe SECRETARY : You must remember
that a man can begin to fight at eighteen, but he
doesnot get a vote at eighteen,

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTUKE :
cannot fight at all.

Mr. JACKSON : T recognise that eighteen is
the age under the Defence Acts of Queensland
at which a man can be called out to fight. And
under the Mining Acts a man can obtain a
miner’s right at eighteen—he can hold mines—so
that, as Isaid before, there is no magic in the
age of twenty-one, so long as the specified age
will apply to every male and female adult. But
I think this question can be better dealt with in
committee than on the debate on the second
reading of tbis Bill. When the hon. member for
Balonue was speaking about female suffrage he
seemed to make a great point when he said that
if female suffrage was established it would cause
a great deal of dissension in families—that it
would break up many happy homes in Queens-
land. As far as I have been able to ascertain
from the inquiries I have made, this vote to
women has not had that effect in South Australia
and in New Zealand, where this suffrage has
been in existence for some time.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE : Do they
have more divorces there ?

Mr. JACKSON : I don’t think so, but even if
they bave, I do not think the Secretary for

Women
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Agriculture can trace that to the establishment
of female suffrage. The argument the hon.
member for Balonne used with regard to the
female franchise has made me think what will
happen if the family vote is established. T.et me
place this point before the House—I do not think
it has been stated by any other hon. member,
although the leader of the Opposition in a
jocular way said that children might quarrel
among themselves if this family vote was estab-
lished. One might say, “I got an extra vote
for father,” and so on, and this is very likely
to happen. Supposing there are two sons in
a family who had grown up to seventeen and
eighteen years of age; these boys may not
hold the same political views as the father, as
very often happens, and yet the father will
get the two votes for these two children, if the
proposal in the Bill is accepted. The father
may be a supporter of the Government, and the
two sons may be supporters of the Labour party,
and yet the father will be able to vote for them,
This is 2 way in which a lot of dissension may
ariseinfamilies. (Laughter.) Tamnot jokingnow.
I think it may reasonably be assumed that such
a thins might happen. Coming to some of the
points e Home Secretary made, I think he was
very huii-bearted in his support of the female
suffrage. At any rate, he seemed to have had
some doubt in his mind as to the efficacy of the
establishment of this vote. He thought it would
probably be a good thing, although he had some
objection to 16, I think the Home Secretary had
in his mind that the postal vote would enable
some women to vote who would not otherwise
vote. The assumption of the hon. gentleman I
think was that when women were confined to do-
mestic duties, both the wife and the hushand could
not vote, but they will be able to vote through
the post. The working women of the State may
constder that reason of the Home Secretary’s in
a serious way ; but I think they will regard this
proposal of voting by post 1s made for the
wives and daughters of the wealthy classes of
the community, who would not care personally
to be seen in a polling-booth. I do not know
whether the wives and daughters of the wealthy
classes of Queensland have any serious cbjection
to recording their votes.

The HouE SECRETARY : I never said so. You
are putting words into my mouth that I never
used.

Mr. JACKSON : I think the Home Secretary
has misunderstood me. It appeared to me that
the hon. gentleman thought that if there was
female suffrage and veting by post, it would
enable many women to vote who would not
otherwise vote. But I think the working women
will take a different view of this postal vote.

The HoME SEcRETARY: It is more for the
working women than any others.

Mr. JACKSON : There is nothing in going
and recording a vote. I have unever seen any
rowdyism outside polling-booths in the North.
My experience has been at Ravenswood and
at Charters Towers ; I caunot speak much of the
South in this respect. But from what I have
seen in the North, I think if women went to re-
cord their votes, they would be treated with the
utmost respect. The Home Secretary has said
that there has been no agitation on the part of
women to obtain the franchise, I dou’t know
whether the Home Secretary expects women to
riot in the streets in favour of the franchise.
The Home Secretary said there had been no
petitions, or few petitions, from the women of
Queensland praying for an extension of the
suffrage to them. The hon. gentleman shakes
his head.

The HoME SECRETARY : I do not remember
saying anything of the sort,
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Mr, JACKSON: I am not prepered with

Hansard to verify any allosion T

{5-30 p.m.] may make, but T am quite willing to

accept the hon. gentlenan’s correc-

tion that he did not refer to the fact that few

petitions had been sint to the House. I think
there was sime reference to the mutter.

The HOME SECRETARY: As far as I
recollect what occurred was this: Somebody
mentioned the fact that there had been a petition
signed by 10,000 women, and I said that 10,000
women out of the whole female population in
ueensland was a very small percentage.

Mr., JACKSON : I am perfectly willing to
accept that statement. I admit that 10,000
women is a rather small proportion of the whole
number in Quesnsland, but still we should
remember that very large petitions were sent
down to the Federal Convention from the women
of Australia—I do not know whether any wens
from Queensland or not. I think there was only
one petition sent to the Federal Convention
against female suffrage, and that was signed by
about ninety-six persons. The hon. member for
‘Warrego reminds me that one petition, signed
by 60,000 women, in favour of femnle suffrage,
was presenfed by a member of the New South
Wales Parliament.

The HouME BECRETARY : That shows how much
more apathetic they are in Jueenslaud than in
New South Wales.

Mr. JACKSON ; Even though the women of
Queensland may be to a certain extent apathetic
on the subject, that would not warrant us in
refusing them the suffrage. Thwie who ask for
the frauchise should have it, and rhose who do
not want it need not exercise it.  We should not
wait until people get up agirations in favour of
an extension of the suffrage before we grant them
that extension.

The HouE SECRETARY : That tells in favour of
the family vote.

Mr. JACKSON : Let me quote what the late
AMr. Gladstone said in 1864, about which time
there was an agitation in the old country in
favour of extending the suffrage. Mr. Gladstone
said—

We are told that the working classes do not agitate
for the suffrage, hut is it well that we should wait
until they do agitate? Inmy opinion agitation by the
working elasses upon any political subject whatever
ought not to be made a condition previcus to any pay-
liamentary movement, but on the contrary is to be
deprecated, and, if possikle, prevented by wise and
provident measures.

Let the Home Secretary ponder aver those words
of Mr. Gladstone. Hven supposing there is no
agitation from the women of Queensland in
favour of the extension of the suffrage to them,
let us not wait until they do agitate. Siaves do
not always petition to be free. When do we
hear of slaves petitioning in favour of freedom?
They may have done so in some few cases, but as
a rule they do not petition for their freedom. The
reason which I am giving a little attention to the
question of female suffrage is that in the past I
have token up o pretty strong attitude in favour
of conferring the franchise on women. When 1
first becaume a candidate for Parliament in 1893,
I advocated female suffrage,.and I believed 1 it
for years before that. In 1894 I made a sp-ech
on female suffrage in this House, and advocated
it very strongly. The reason why am
dwelling more prticularly on this aspect of this
Bill is because it is with some little compunection
that I feel compelled to vote against a measure
which provides for female suffrage. I have here
“ A Suffrage Catechism prepared by the New
York Constitutional Campaign,” in which the
case for woman suffrage is set out in about as
able a manner as 1 have seen it stated, and with
the permission of the House I shall read that
catechism. There may be one or two points in
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it that even advocates of female suffrage may
not agree with, but on the whole I think it will
be found to be a very fair statement of the case
in favour of female suffrage. The catechism is
prepared in the form of question and answer, and
1s as follows :—

Q. Under a representative form of governmment, such
as ours, who should make the laws ¥

A. The peoyple.

Q. Do the people make the laws?

A. Noj; half of the people are relieved (¥) from mak-
ing the laws.

Q. Who make the laws?®

A. Men.

Q. Who gave men the right to make the laws*

A. Men.

Q. Do not the lIaws concern women ?

A. They certainly do.

Q. May women not take part in ingking the laws
which they must obey ¥

A They mey not. Men alone make the laws tor
wowen and men.

Q. If & woman transgress the law, who decides the
penality, tries, convicts, and punishes her

A. Men.

That seems to imply that we should have female
judges and magistrates to try female offvnders.
{ am not advocating that, althougb I am inclined
to think that if women had sat on the bench in
a recent case where a woman in the electorate of
the hon. member for Carpentaria was summoned
for burning a child’s hands, that woman_ would
have gnt a much severer sentence than she did get.
But those who framed this catechism evidently
think that men sitting in judgment on women are
rather inclined to err on the side of severity. The
catechism goes on—

Q. Who sit on the juries hefore whom wmen and
women are tried*

A. Men only.

(. Is this what the constitution means by ¢ the
judgment of his [or her] peers™ ¥

A. Manifestly not.

Q. May not mothers help to make the laws that
decide their legal relutions to their children?

A. No; menmakethe laws.

Q. Why is the law so one-sided ?

A. Because one sex alone hias been making the laws.

Q. Who make the laws that decide the rights of
hushand and wifein case of separation ¥

A. Men only.

). When a husband brutally assaults his wife, who
wmake and enforce the laws that punish him¥

A, Men.

€. Who malke the laws concerning the property rights
of hsband and wife ¥

A. Men.

1 believe that some improvement might be made
in these laws, At the present time a woman
may assist her busband to accumulate property,
as she very often does in such a business as that
of hotelkeeping or storekeeping, and yet the
husbaid has full control over that property, and
may will it away to a stranger if he chooses. If
women took an intersst in the politics of the
colony, matters of that sort would be brought
under the notice of Parliament much more
strongly than they are at the present time. The
catechism continues—

Q. Who pay taxes?

A, Men and women.

Q. Is the property of women taxed the same as that
of men ?

A. Iigher, as a rule.

Q. Who makes the laws governing taxation?

A, Men.

. Who may say how tax-moneys collected from men
and women shall be used?

A. Men only.

Q. Mav not a capable woman who runs hev own farm
or other business have 2 vote in elections that concern
her interests as much as those of any man¥

A. No: but the most incapable man in her employ
may.

Q‘ May not a woman of education, who understands
the questions of the day, vote ?

A. No: but the most ignorant of men may.

I may just digress here for a moment to state

| that a year or two ago, when 1 was looking up
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some information in connection with female
suffrage, I found that the matter had been before
the House of Commons, and that a vote was
taken on it, and though there was not a majority
in favour of female suffrage, vet there was a very
large vote for it.

Mr. TURLEY : It was carried by a majority on
nne occasion.

Mr. JACKSONX : I think there was a motion
carried by a majority in the House of Commons
on one occasion ; but there is no doubt whatever
that, although female suffrage is not the law in
the old country, yet there is « very strong public
sentiment in favour of it, Just about the time
that I am speaking of—two or three years ago—
there was a letter signed by some of the leading
women in the old country, advocating the
franchise. That letter was signed, amongst
others, by Mrs, Garrett Anderson, Miss Balfour,
Mprs. Leonard Courtney, Mrs. Fawcett, Mrs,
W. B. H. Lecky, Lady Henry Somerset, Mrs.
Bidgwick, Countess of Selborne, Mrs. Temple,
and Lady Trevelyan.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Out
about 5,000,000 women.

Mr. JACKSON : I do not say they were the
only ones who signed the letter,

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE : But, being
“ totfs,” I suppose, you select them.

Mr. JACKSON : T was only pointing out that
husiness women and women of education are in
favour of the franchise being granted to women,
just as much as working women are. The letter
of these ladies stated, amongst other matters—

Measures are brought forward every year in the
Honse of Commons hearing on domestic, educational,
and industrial cuestions on which women can bring
special experience to bear. Moreover, we believe the
interests of the community at large suffer from the
present (otal exelusion of that experience from the
representation of the country.

As T have just pointed out, in connection with
the husband being able to will away his pro-
perty, if women wers allowed to have representa-
fion in Purliament, many wmatters of vital
mmportance to women would he called attention
to that are not attended to at vresent. The
eatechism goes on further— ’

Q. May not women who teach the boys in our schools
vote ?

A. No: but the boys they instruct, when twenty-one,
may vote.

). May mothers who have given sonsto the State and
nurtured them in the fear of God and love of country—
may they not votey

A. No.

Q. Why not?

A. Beeause they ave women.

Q. Why does a conscientions woman want to vote ¥

A. 8o she niay help to enact laws that will better the
conditions of society.

I believe that states the position of the women
of this country who want a vote very fairly.
They want, it, not for selfish ends but in order
that better legislation may be passed in the in-
terests of women generally, and in the interests
of their children. Just in conclusien let me in
a few words summarise the reasons why I am
very strongly opposed to this Bill. I am not
only going to vote against the second reading,
but I can assure the Home Secretary that, if the
Bill gets into committee, I shall oppose it to the
best of my ability, and Ibelieve the same may be
sald for most bon. memberson this side. The
Home Secretary surely, after the speeches which
have been made from this side, and from the
speeches from his own side of the House, ought to
recognise that the Bill does not meet with the ap-
provalof the House. Itcertainly willnot meet with
the approval of people outside the House. The
Government have a great many supporters out-
side Parliament who do not particularly believe
in the policy of the Government, but they are
not prepared to support the Labour party. They

of
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may object to the Labour party for sentimental
reasons, They may think that the Labour party
is a class parvy. They may object to the name.
They give all sorts of reasons why they cannot
support the Liabour party, but they are not par-
ticularly strong believers in the Government,
although they support it. Now, that i+ the class
of pecple that the Govermment xre going to
alienate. They are going to lose the support of
these democratic people outside who do not be-
long to the Labour party, if they insist ontrying
to put a Bill like this throngh Parliament.

Mr. ForsytH : Lat the Bill go through. then.

Mr, JACKSON : The hon. member says let the
Bill go through in that casein order that the sap-
por: of those people niay be alienated fromi the Go-
vernment. Still sheir support may not come to
the Liabour party ; and, besides, we do not play
that sors of geme. That is not the sort of motive
we are actunted by. [ said a few moments ago
that, although the effect of woman sufirage
would be thut the Labour party might lose
ground in this House, T should still support the
privciple.  'hat does nos affect me one bit. My
reasons, summarised, for opposing the second
reading are these: 1 am going to vote sgainst
the second reading, in the first place, be-
cause 1 believe the unlimited postal vote is
bad, although I am sorry to hear that the
leader of this party rather believes in the postal
vate. I do not agree with the hon. member at
all. I believe that the unlimited postal vote is
decidedly bad. I would not object to a postal
vote on the lines of Scuth Australia, where there
is & minimum distance limit of 15 niles. That
would be a very veasonable proposal, but I
caunot support an unlimised postal vote such
as is proposed by the Bill, as I believe it will
lead to canvassing and a great deal of other
shady work, and therefore 1t ought to be con-
demned. It may not infringe the secrecy of the
ballot, stillit isan objectionabiefeature. Secondly,
I am opposed to the Bill hecause it does not
place woman on an equality with man as regards
the franchise. Thirdly, it gives some men two
votes, and thus casts a slightonthose married men
whoareso unfortunate as not to have twochildren,
(Government laughter.) Hon. members do not
need to jeer about that, because there are
members in this House who are in that position,
and there are hundreds of men throughout the
country who see no reason why they should he
stigmatised because they are so unfortunate as
net to have had two children.

The SECRETARY ¥OR AGRICULTURE : Why, you
are stigmatising them.

Mr. JACKSON : The Government may say
they will give a vote to married men who are or
have been the fathers of two children born in
Queensland, and surely anyoné can see that
they are thus casting a stigma on those married
men who have not been the fathers of two
children born in Queensland.  Fourthly, the
Bill casts a slight on members of Parliament.
It debars them from attesting claims when no
attestation should be requived. This point has
not been referred to, I think, before by any hon.
member, Now, if a constitnency thinks them
good enough to elect to be members of this
House, surely to goodness we ought to consider
them good enough to be allowed to witness an
electoral claim ! “Why should there be any attes-
tation of electoral claims at all ?

The Home SECRETARY: Why debar them
from doing many things because they are mem-
bers of Parliament?

The SEORETARY FOR AGRICULTURE : They can-
not take Government contracts.

The HoME SECRETARY : Hear, hear !

Mr. JACKSON : I quite recognise there are
limitations of that surt ; but surely it cannot be
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seriously argued that because a member of Parlia-
ment witnesses an electoral claim he is interested
in it in any special way,

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Some are,

Mr, JACKSON : I have witnessed scores of
claims, and I have never yet asked a man what
his politics are, and I trust that other members
act in the same way.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULIURE: You
confer a sort of favour on him, and trust he will
repay it.

Mr. JACKSON : Fifthly, T am opposed to the
Bill because the family vote is absurd and arbi-
trary, and as that is a leading principle in the
Bill the second reading should not be passed.
Sixthly, under clauses 21 and 30 of the Bill,
enormous difficulties will be experienced by men
and women in townand country in getting on the
roll, whilst bushmen and prospectors will be
altogether disfranchised.

MEeMBERS of the Opposition: Hear, hear !

Mr. JACKSON : Now, that last objection is
the most serious of the lot, speaking from my
personal point of view, and I think the hon.
member for Cook will agree with what I bave
said in that respect.

Mr., J. HaMrvrox: About the stigma on
married men ?

Mr. JACKSON : No, I am referring now to
clauses 21 and 30—the interpretation of residence
and the attestation—the application first and the
declaration of claim afterwards. The hon. mem-
ber for Cook would never, I am sure, face the
miners of Cook after voting for proposals such
as are contained in this Bill. It may be said by
hon. members opposite that these are details of
the Bill, which can be altered in committee ;
and they may justify voting for the second
reading on that ground, but my experience is
that when the second reading passes the Govern-
ment majority is always solid on the details—on
the clauses.

Mr. SMITH : Oh, no'!

Mr. JACKSON : That is the general rule.
We know that the Government side always
stick together and the Labour side stick together.
I am not casting any reflection on members
personally.  Surely the hon. member does not
think the Governmeut won’t make this a party
measure. I am certain it is a party measure,
and that being so, the Government are bound
to insist on the clauses going through practi-
cally as they are introduced. T have said nothing
about the nomads out West, and I don’t want
to dilate on all the points in the Bill. I have
summarised my objections, and I hope the Go-
vernment will not persist in pressing the measure
through. Kven if they get it through this House,
I am doubtful whether they will be able to get
it through the Council, and I would recommend
the Home Secretary to consider the position and
withdraw the Bill gracefully.

MEMBERS of the Opposition : Hear, hear !

Mr. KEOGH (Rosewood) : I am very much
pleased that this Bill has been brought forward
by the Government. I know it is in accordance
with the wishes of the majority of the colony,
and I am decidedly in favour of one adult one
vote. Some of my friends on this side of the
House are not prepared to endorse some portions
of the Bill ; but I decidedly think there should
be adult suffrage throughout the colony.

Mr. FITZGERALD (Mitchell): I did not
expect to see this Bill come on at this late stage
of the session, It is a most contentious measure,
and if it is gone on with we shall be sitting here
till after Christmas. One objection I have to
the Bill is that it cannot apply at the next
election, so it will be practically of no use except
to prepare for another time, and I think it would
be more reasonable to wait till next year and let
the electors think over it during the coming

[ASSEMBLY.]

Elections Bill.

campaign, and let us come back with the views
of the electors on the Bill. I hope the Minister
in charge of the measure is not going any further
than the second reading. I do not want to
repeat the arguments that have been brought
forward already by several hon. members; but
there is one little point to which I think
attention has not yet been drawn, and that is the
change in the qualification. The household quali-
fication has been left out of this Bill altogether,
and I want to draw attention to this. If the
Bill passes in that way, the Local Government
Act will have to be amended. Under that Act,
when a new municipality is formed, the first
election is taken on the electoral roll so far as it
relates to the locality comprising the new muni-
cipality. The persons qualified to vote at the
first election are the persons on the roll as free-
holders and householders; but if the Minister
takes away householders from the electoral roll,
it will simply stultify the first election in the
case of new muniecipalities. We have been
thinking at Longreach of getting separation
and forming a municipality. There are few
people there who are on the roll for freehold
qualification—most of them are household—and
if an election comes on for municipal honocurs
there will be about half-a-dozen people quali-
fied to vote. Therefore, if the Bill passes as
it is, the Minister will have to amend the
clause at all events referring to municipalities.
Outside of that, this household claim is a
sensible claim. 1t is one that gives some oppor-
tunity to the small property owner, to the
father of a family, or the father of a household,
to get on the roll in an easier fashion than he
could otherwise. 1 was not here when the
Minister made his speech on the Bill, but I
don’t think ke explained why he proposed to
take the household vote away. I hope he will
explain it when he speaks in reply. It may be
argued that the person who is a householder is
generally either a freeholder or a leaseholder.
He may be a freeholder and his property may be
worth £1,000, but it may be mortgaged within
£100 of its value, and that man cannot get on
the roll as a freeholder. Neither can he get
on as a leaseholder, because he has no lease.
Though it is practically his own property,
the result is that he will be disfranchised.
Looking over the Act at present in force, 1 find
there are six qualifications. One is
for residence, another for freehold,
and another for the householder.
The latter includes not only the man who resides
in a place, but shops or offices or other building
of annual rental value of £10. Then there were
different claims under the leasehold qualification,
and there was one for lessees of Crown lands.
‘With reference to the householder’s qualification,
we know that there are a great mauy owners of
property who get that qualification. Now these
men will be debarred or they will have to come
under residence or the leasehold gualification.
They may not have those qualifications, or
they may not be able to prove a sufficient
iength of residence in one place, and under
these circumstances there will be many an
instance in which it will be hard for small
holders of property o get on the roll. The
srend of legislation should be to simplify our
electoral laws, to make it more easy to get on
the roll, not to make it more difficult. This is
only one instance, and in this I say, instead of
progressing, we are going back, There is another
point, and that is the right of appeal. We
have had some experience of these registra-
tion and revision courts and of their defini-
tions of the word * residence.” We have had
a very bitter experience of those courts, and
much time in this House has been taken up in
discussing grievances that have been brought

[7 p.m.]



Elections Bill.

about in that way. If the hon. member for
Barcoo should speak on this second reading he
will be able to instance some of the most scan-
dalous things that have ever happened in
Queensland, right out in the wilderness—near
‘Windorah, It I+ not in the settled towns, where
there are plenty of solicitors, where there are
police magistrates, and where there are tele-
graphs, or where you can get solicitors quickly—
it is not in places like that where trouble arises.
It is right away in places like Isisford and Win-
dorah, or out in the “ Never Never,” where the
trouble comes in. A constable is sent out there
as electoral registrar. I do not know whether
he gets any instructions or not about how he is
going to act, but he bosses the bench ; he orders
the bench about ; he tells them that they must do
this and they must do that, and the bench,
consisting of justices of she peace, who, I am
sorry to say do not seem to have much spirit of
their own, let him do with them what he likes.
The result is that men who are qualified to be on
the roll are not allowed to get on. Thatis under
the present Act, and bad as the present Act is,
this will be worse. Under the present Act we
have the right of mandamus; we can go to the
Full Court. It is very expensive, but the right
is there, and we can avail ourselves of it if we
like. Here it is provided that the decision of
the bench shall be final. There is no appeal—
that is to a higher court. There is a bit of
appeal which I think is very silly, and that is
from one revision court to another. That is like
appealing from——-

The HoMrE SwmCRETARY : You have misread
that.

Mr, FITZGERALD : The appeal is from one
registration court to anothex ?

The HoME SECRETARY : \o, that is an appeal
from the electoral registrar to the next revision
court

Mr. FITZGERALD :
the same court ?

The Houe SECRETARY : Oh, no, it is from the
electoral registrar to the next court.

Mr. FITZGERALD : That is only in the
first instance.

The HoME SECRETARY : Yes.

Mr. FITZGERALD : Then I was giving the
hon. gentleman credit for more than there is in
the Bill. There is no appeal at all. Once the
bench decides that a man has not a residence
qualification, the decision of that bench is final.
There is no appeal left at all.

The HoME SECRETARY: What appeal would
you have?

Mr. FITZGERALD : I want the Minister to
allow us to have the appeal that we have got at
the present time,

The HOME SECRETARY : So you have.

Mr. FITZGERALD : 1t says that the ques-
tion of residence qualification is a question of
fact, and the decision of the bench on that
que«tion will be final. That cannot be in the
present Act, because otherwise we would not
have had the decision that we had in the Isisford
case. In that case the bench found, as a matter
of fact, that the men were not resident, and a
judge in the Supreme Court afterwards decided
that they were, and they ought to be placed on
therollagain. Nowthis Biil comes alongagainand
says that this is a question of fact, and the
moment the bench decides men are not residents
that is final. That is a point that has nct been
spoken of so far, and I think it is a most im-
portant one. [t is taking away the liberty of the
subject, taking away the right of the citizen to go
to a higher court and get justice. It is simply
leavmg the whole question of a man’s franchise
to a lot of ignorant justices of the peace. I sup-
pose I should not say ignorant justices of the
peace, because my own opinion of the justices

Then it is always to
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of the peace in my district is a very high one.
There are some, no doubt, however who are
ignorant, and who are not fit for the positions
which they hold., With reference to the Bill
generally, I think the hon. members on the other
side say that it is a one adult one vote Bill. I
say it 1s nothing of the kind. My idea is that
the Ministry have brought this Bill up for the
second reading in order to make us oppose it,
and be able to go round the country and say,
¢ Here, these Labourmen, who have been always
calling out for electoral reform ; ; they have been
calling out for woman suffrage, for votes for the
police, and for one adult one vote, and now,
when we come along with it they say they
don’t want it.” That is a very good election
cry of hon. members opposite ; but let me tell
them that they cannot gull many people with
that kind of talk. I say that this measure is not
a one adult one vote Bill. What we mean by
one adult one vote is that every adult, every
citizen male and female of sufficient age, should
have one vote and only one vote. Under
this Bill hundreds and hundreds of adults will
have no vote at all. Through the residence
gnalification being made so stringent in this
Ball, it will be utterly impossible for many men
who have lived in Queensland for years to get
on the roll. This Bill does not abolish plural
voting, but it recognises plural voting in its
worst form, for there is the two babies two
votes provision, That is what I call it. If a
man is going to get an extra vote because he
happens by good luck to have two children born
to him on Queensland soil, I want to know
where the consistency of the Billis. How is ib,
for instance, that a Queensland native like my-
self, and having been here pretty well all my
life, except a faw years for educational purposes
—I want to know how it is I do not get two
votes ?

The HowMe SECRETARY: If you go the right
way to work you will get them (Laughter.)

ir. FITZGERALD I have got four
children. To be conslstent, the hon. member
should give me my own vote and one for each
two of my children ; that means I should have
three votes. Now, these two children must be
born in Queensland--if they are born over the
border you get no extra vote. I do not see that
myself, at thirty-five years of age, am not better
than two little kiddies two or three years old.
So that to be consistent I contend that the hon.
member should also give us Queensland natives
an extra vote, too. To be consistent also, if he
gives an extra vote for two children, he should
give two votes for four children, and so on «d
infinitum. Then, with regard to legitimation
cases. Suppose a man has a child before he is
married, and he afterwards marries the mother of
that child, and then he has another child by
that same woman, will that man get two
votes? That is a conundrum, but there are
conundrums all over the place in this Bill. The
further you go into this measure the more com-
plicated it becomes and the more silly it looks.
Once you get away from manhood and woman-
hood suffrage you get into abysses of darkuess.
The whole thing will be unworkable, but I
understand this questlon has been pletty fully
dealt with. Then there is the question of the
definition of residence. Why does not the
Minister leave this definition as it stands now ?
1t is perfectly well understood now. There have
been decisions in the Full Court, and we all
know what residence means now. Then why com-
plicate matters, and why disfranchise such a lot
of men who are deserving of votes? The definition
of residence is very much the same asis contained
in & circular sent to the electoral registrars some
time ago. That was supposed to contain the
opinion of the then Attorney-General, the late
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Hon. T. J. Byrnes. It decided that so long as a
man was in the country for three or six months
he could have a vote. But this is really a domi-
cile vote, not a residence vote. And this Bill
will make it very hard for a great proportion of
real residents in different portions of the colony
to get on the roll; and if it is vassed, { am
sure it will create a great deal of ill-feeling.
‘We had enough ill-feeling during the strikes of
1891 and 1894, and now in the West and in
mining districs men look upon their votes as
of value—as something worth having, I can
assure the hon. gentleman that there are men
in my district walting to get on the roll
by living there two months ont of the seven—
men who have been there for a long time; and
there are men in the Barcoo waiting in the same
way. That shows theinterest they take intheir
votes, and if the franchise is taken away from
thew: it will create a lot of ill-feeling. Just now
there is a nice feeling between the cupitalists
and the working men, and I would be very sorry
to see that disturbed. Why should we be
anxious to take away votes from carriers, some
of whom bhave £100 or £150 or £200, and
instead of putting it into property they put it
into wsgons and horses. They come in to Long-
reach, say, and they camp on a vacant allotment ;
they wait for goods to come up by train, and
they then go away for perhaps months, as far
perhaps z» Windorah or the border. They mayv
bedelayed through droughts or flonds for months.
They cume back, snd camp again on the same
vacant allotment. Some of them are married
men, and they take their wives and families
with shem. They have been in the district
for years and years, and they are entitled to
a vote. Take shearers! I know a man who
has been in the Longreach distriet for years;
he has sheared there every season, at stations
all round. When he comes into town he always
storve at the same hotel, and he comes to me or
to an,; other person and asks to get his name
on the roll. T write out the claim form, but
under this £l T cannot say that his place of
abode is at that hotel. His residence must be a
place like a home, and he must have the inten-
tion of returning to tiat hotel when he goes
away ; bus he just waits there i1l the next season.
Unader this Bill he will be deprived of a vote.
There is another little matter that has to be
considered in ceonnection with this question.
Suppose a man who is a shearer has been in
Queensland for twelve months.  He has first to
send in a claim to be enrolled. That claim has
to be attested, and in it he has to state where he
has been residing during the twelve months.
Why, it would take a whole sheet of foolseap to
give tha* information in the case of a man whe
shifts zbous from one plact to another as a
shearer does. What is the use of requiring
that information when he has to show under
this new definition where he has been residing
during the six months after he has sent in his
claim? Ts that simplifying the law? No,
it is waking it wmore puzzling, so puzzling
that very few people will be game to try
to get thelr names on the roll. After a man
has signed his first claim, got it attested, and
lodged it with the electoral registrar, he has to
wait for six months and not longer than nine
months before sending in his declaration. During
that time, if he shifts about from one shed to
another, he has to notify the electoral registrar
of his whereabouts, otherwise he will cease to be
qualified. He will actually have to carry a
bundle of notice-papers under his arm or on an
extra pack horse, in order that he may be able
to send the required notice to the electoral
registrar from every little station or place at
which he stops informing him where he is.
Then at the end of six months he has to send
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in a declaration, and that declaration must be
attested by a justice of the peace or some
other person authorised to attest these docu-
ments. If the justice of the peace siyns that
delaration, and it happens to be false, then
the justice has to go to gaol without the option
of a fine. Suppose a man has registerad his
claim at Longreach, and hs goes shearing out
West—to Westlands, Ernestina Creek, or Arri-
lalah-——and he has sent messages to the electoral
registrar from different places telling him where
he is, then after six months he asks a justice of
the peace at Westlands to attest a declaration
that he has been six months in the district since
he sent in his claim. The justice of the peace
would probably ask, ‘“When were you regis-
tered 7”7 The man would sayv that he was
registered on a certain date. But how can a
man travelling about like that remember the
date on which he put in his claim? If I got
registered in Brisbane, and then went off home
for six months, and at the end of that period
asked a magistrate to attest my declaration, how
should I remember the date? I could not do so
without carrying a memorandum about with me,
and it is not fair to ask any man to do that.
Well, if thisman who had been registeredat Long-
reach gets a justice of the peacs to attest his
declaration, the justice having taken his word as
to the date of bis original claim, then that
declaration will be sent to the electoral registrar
in Longreach. And should the date happen to
be wrong, the justice of the peace at Westlands
will be liuble to be hauled up before the court,
and sent to gaol without the option of a fine.
Would we attest claimis under such circum-
stances? If we did, the only ones that we would
attest would be the claims of men who brought
a certificate from the electoral registrar show ing
the date on which they put in their first claims,
But how many people would do that? Who would
bosher the electoral registrar to give them such
certificates? Very few persons would do that,
The result will be that justices of the peace will
not dare to attest ciaims, and the man who ix
moving about in the way I have meuntioned will
say : ‘T forgot to send in a notice to the regis-
trar when 1 was at Arrilalah, and I may get
hauled up before the court.” There will be so
much intimidation and terror that half the people
wiil give the matter up in disgust, Itis a very
curious thing that when the other colonies are
liberalising their electoral laws, and giving fur-
ther facilities to electors to get on the voll we are
actually trying to strike terror into the beart of
any person who dares fo try to get on theroll,
The Federal Parliament are talking about bring-
ingin & Bill making six months’ residence the
qualification for an elector. We shall then have
in Queensland two sets of rolls, two sets of
laws, two s=ts of scrutineers, and everything
else in connection with elections, and this will
give rise to the greatest confusion. A man
will think he is on the State roll, and ride
20 or 30 miles to record his vote, and then
possibly find that he is on the federal rolJl.
This complication will also give rise to a greas
deal more expense, and the registrars who have
to do the work will be overburdened to such an
extent that the Home Secretary will have to
enlarge the lunatic asylums. Asa native of this
country I cannot imagine legislation like this
being thrust before an intelligent Parliaiment in
the twentieth century. It islike going back to
the old davs. Our present Act is good enough.
T would like to see it made better ; but still, as
I cannot have what T want I am gquite satisfied
to stand to that with one or two amendments.
If the Government wanted to introduce one
woman one vote, it would be very easy to do
that. How easily we dealt with the plural vote
at the Federal election, and there were no
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complaints and no appeals! How easy it was
for myself, being an elector of the Mitchell elec-
torate, tn go to a polling-booth here in Brisbane.
if L wasdown hereat the time, and record my vote!
We have just had an experience of how simple
it is to abolish plural voting; and what is the
good of coming along with a big
[7:30 p.m.] rigmarole like this. If the Home
Secretary really wants to liberalise
our election laws he might have brought down a
Bill of two clauses to amend the present Act.
He need not have altered the classification of
residence or humbugged us with this two babies
one vote odusiness. I most strongly object to
the Bill. There are many details I would like
%o refer to, but probably they can be dealt with
in committee, I really hope there is no inten-
tion on the part of the Government of pressing
on with the Bill. It is rather hard on wembers
like myself, who live hundreds of miles away, to
be kept here when there is other business we
would like to see put through. It might not be
so hard on members residing close by, but ii is
very nard on us. I really hope that after
to-nighe this Bill will not be gone cn with.

* Mr. FOX (Normanly): 1 think we must all
have been impressed with the speech of the hon.
member for Toowong, which was very interest-
ing and Iucid, and one that went straight to the
point.

MeMBERS on the Government side: Hear,
hear!
Mr. FOX : It is very clear it has disturbed the

minds of some hon. members on the obher side,

and they evidently prefer to abide by shat they
have. 1L mustsuy that after the apé‘e(,h of the
hon. member for DMitchell the Bill certainly
wants some amendments in committee. With
regard to my own views of the matter, T believe

in mm(mty representation and effective voting.
I am sure that every member of this House must
have been impressed with the anomalies that exist
under the present electoral system and the
mischief that it does by giving infinitesin:l
power to minorities. In de(\.lmg with this qnes-
tion of the effective voting system it may not
represent districts or towns as this Bill proposes
to do if carried to its logieal conclusion, which
you must do if you have one man one vote, by
having also one man one value,

MeyBERS on the Government side: H
hesr !

Mr. FOX: Now, effective voting represents
all classex in proportion to their numbers. 1t
gwe every interest in the colony representation
in the Législative Assembly accordmg to its
numbers, It destroys no man’s vote. Kvery
vote that is given is effective, because, if a man
cannot get his first choice, his vote is transferred
tothe second and then to the third man, as the
case may be; and if there are numbers of candi-
dates for an electorate—say that you gronp cer-
tain electorates together, and there wre 14,000
votes, and ten or twelve candidates—on the
first count the lowest candidates on the list stand
out. 5o far as the votes fur these candidates are
concerned, they are lost, but the electors’ votes are
transferred to the candidates who still remain on
the list, This system is not a new one. It has
got past the stage of theory. It is already in use
in Belgium and in Tasmania. There have been
two elections conducted in Tasmania on the
Hare-Spence system, and in the opinion of those
who are interested in the question it is to be
highly commended. At any rate, it has this in
its favour—that it is just, fair, and honest. No
man, by staying at home, can disfranchise
hundreds or thousands of electors. Under our
present system, and since the introduction of pay-
ment of members there are large numbers of
candidates oﬁermg themselves for each con-

Ty
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stituency. It is clear that in many cases, if
there ave three or fourcandidates for aone-member
electorate, the minnricy only will be represented
and the majority will be disfranchised. In many
cases an elector may have important dutlea to
perform at home, or be may have a neadache,
and by staying away he disfranchises half the
electorate. Now, with regard to proportionate
representation or effective vot;mg, nothing of that
sort can oceur, because every vote counts, If an
elector cannot get the man of his first choice, he
gets the next man, and so on, so that his vote is
effective, and hence the term “‘ effective voting.”
There are some partsof the Bill that I do admire,
such, for instance, as the provision o establish
voting by post. I think Lord Salisbary is
one of the first who suggested this, and, to
use his own words, he said that by intro-
ducing it you would bring the ballot to the
voter, and not the voter to the ballot. Any-
thing that will do thas will be a benefit and
advantage to the colony, becauss it will enable
many whe under existing circumstances cannot
record their votes to do so. To emphasise my
point with regard to the disfranchisemens of a
large body of electors throughons the various
colonies, I shall quote some extracts from a
pfxmph]en T have in my hand, which is termed :
“What is Effective Voting? A Explanation
by Mrs. A. H. Young, hon. secretary, Effective
Voting League of South Australia.” On page 1
it gives this example—

It will suffice to refer to what happened in Vietoria in
1893, On 9th Uetober of that year dr. Max Hirscl and
Colonel Templeton countested the Benalla distriet. Fach
polled 733 votes, Now, it Is very obvious that had a
single voter stayed at home, his doing so would have
disfranchised all the voters on his own side. e did
his duty by going to the poll, and the distranchising
reyuired by The ¢ ting law had to be done by some-
one else.  That soeone else was the v turning oflie
who, being o Conxervative, sclected for disfranct
ment the supporters of Mr. Max Iirsch. Asingle-taxer
who had the same duty to perform: would doubtiess
have given his casti Yx"\ote for Jr. Hirsch, and dis-
franchised Colonel 151_xplct0n s supporters,

On page 2 it gives avother examplo—

Now, we do not think that 753 voters sught to have
their franchiss tuken from them by the vote of any
person or any combination of personx. We protest
against a system that enables any person, or any com-
bhination o©f persons, to render the voies of tens, or of
hundreds, ov of thousunds, worthless. Our claim, in a
word, is that the franchise should he the inalienable
posscssion of every voter, whetuer e be a nillionaire or
4 pauper.

It may not often happen that a single vote has the
conscquenee shown in the ilhstration we have given.
But it does often happen that s mere handiul of votes
may malke all the difference between the entranchise-
ment an:d distranchisement of thousands.

All the ev of which w2 complain arise from a
radical, hut remedied, defect in our present
of voting. stem 18 based on the principie that
the deleat of a candidate carries with it t.e disiran-
chiseweut of his supporters. We propose to establish
gquite 2 new vrineiple. When a candidate is defeated
his supporters onght to have another choice, and if the
object of the second choice fails to get returned, then
let them have still another choics, and so on, till their
votes berome effective. This can only be done by ren-
dering every vote transferable. XNo eiector wilh a
hieadache, or with an engagement which keeps hinn from
the poll, can under effective votiug mterferc with the
franchise rights of the people “ho go there. Under
effective voting it is quite lmpu&slble for any voter
under any eircurnstance to be defrauded of the suf-
irage.

TUnder the hesding
Electorates ” it states

Single electorates are «lmost the aniversal rule in the
Tnited Kingdom, and faith in their efficacy musc be
rohust indeed which can survive a glance at the results
of the general election of 1900. On a poll of 3,000,000
the Tories had a majority in the country of 123,000,
which, with a fair system of voting, would have given
thein a pariiamentary wajorily of 16, but with the
inequitable systemn now in use a majority of 16 becomes
a majority of 134!

“The Evils of Single
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Tor the fifty-second Congress of the United States,
1890, the Republicans, with 4,217,265 votes, only elected
88, while the Democrats, with 1,974,450 votes, elected
235, and the Populists. with 354,217 votes, elected 9.
Is * defeclive” a strong enough word for a method of
voting which turns a majority of two into a majority of
188%

In the New South Wales Parliament in the 1898 elec-
tion Mr. Reid and his friends, with a minority of 15,000
voter in the country, secured a majority in the House
of five. The splitting of votes ewplains the anomalous
state of things in this instance, as in the others.

The general election of 1897 in Victoria vielded
results just as astounding. For every seat the Liberals
secured they had to pay 2,279 votes, as against the
1,705 votes which sufficed to put a Conservative in.
The Liberals did the splitting, as they generally do.
The Conservatives. going solid, as they generally do,
threw away no votes. As Lubbock has well said, it is
always the Liberals who are in danger of wasting their
votes through dividing them between too many eandi-
dates.

The last general election in South Australia revealed
some very startling discrepancies between the strength
of parties and their representation. While 101,357
votes elected 52 members for the Assembly, 61,204
elected none at all. In three districts 7,237 votes
returned all six representatives, and 7,981 returned
none at all.  Of 10,577 who plumped in the metro-
politan districts, 5,995 might as well not have been
registered. Through voting for defeated candidates
they were as much disfranchised as though they had
never voted at all.

Then with regard to the dangers of the block
vote it says—

It may be worth while to consider in a little more
detail the dangers arising from the block vote. The
serulin de tigfe. as it is called, has now been abandoned
vy every other country in the world. It was tried by
Gambetta, in Prance, with appalling results, so far as
the disfranchisement of the masses went, and it was
abandoned in Belginm after political riots, in which
many lives were lost. The blnck vote, at hest, restricts
representation to a majority, and this majority may be
a guite infinitesimal one.  Out of a total, say, of 80,000
votes, 40,001 might conceivably get all the representa-
tion, and 39,999 none at all. One man might, there-
fore. by ehanging sides, disfranchise half the colony.
This is an extreme case, but extreme cases are the test
of prineiples, and if the principle of majority repre-
sentation only is established, the enormous power it
will put into the haunds of minorities is not unfairly
shown by this illustration.

I think we might very well consider with a
Redistribution “Bill another system of voting
altogether—the principle of effective voting
embodied in the Hare-Spence system now in
practice in Tasmania. The members selected
under that system would come to the House
with the best possible feeling without any of the
bitterness we have with regard to the party on
each side. With regard to the elections under
the present system, each candidate goes for
party ; under the effective voting system every
man goes to represent a certain interest or a cer-
tain class, and it will enable every class to be
represented ‘We know that the labour class is a
large one, and I am one of those who believe
that the vote of the working man should be
represented in this House, but "I think it should
not be represented to the exclusion of any other
class; and I think that any other class should
not exclude the worker’s vote. Therefore the
ystem proposed by the Hare-Spence plan is
one of the most equltable that can be pro-
posed, and it is one of those systems which will
no donbt in the near future be adopted by all
the States, because the present block system is
no doubt most unjust and unfair, and the most
likely to lead to class feeling on both sides of the
House than any other system you could adopt.
We are all inclined to be democratic, and I
believe that the Australian colonies are demo-
cratic, and, if that term means anything, it
means govemment by the people for the people,
and not any particular class of the people,
because, in that case, it must e to the injury
of every other class, and in the end must tell
against the particular class itself; and I think
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every member who comes to this House should
come with the idea of representing all classes.
Unless he does that, he must raise an antogonism
against himself. Under the Hare- Spence system,
I am quite sure that this antagonism would
cease, and every class would be fully represented
according to their votes. I donot intend to take
up the time of the House on this question, but I
wishtoimpressupon the members who are present
that if they wish to work amicably together in
this House, they will endeavourto bring in some
system that will enable this House to represent
all interests in the colony, and without the
bitterness that now exists in every election,
and also without disfranchising anybody.
Under this system, if a man does not secure the
man of his choice, at least he secures some one
of his choice. The voting under this system is
quite as simple as under the present one, All
candidates’ names are put on the paper and a line
is drawn between them, and all the voter has to
do is to put & figure from one to six, according
to the number of candidates to be returned,
against the names of the different candidates in
the order of his choice. If his choice is accepted
and he has more votes than suffice to return that
candidate, the extra votes are not lost. They
are transferred to No. 2, No. 3, or No. 4, as
the case may be, If his candidate is thrown
out on the first count, the votes which were in his
favour are added to those of the next candidate of
his choice. There can be no fairer system in
existence than this. I quite understand that no
new system or any Bill can be entively perfect, but
I think this system is the nearest approach to
perfection we can possibly have, and, therefore,
having given some ronsideration tn thlb question,
I thank members for the patient hearing they
bave given tc me this evening, and I feel sure
that they wi'l .= from what I have said that I
have given some ccnsideration to this question,
and am very earnest atout it. I would like to
see a fair, just, and honest system adopted for
the representation of all the interests in the
State of Queensland.

HoNoURABLE MEMBERS : Hear, hear!

Mr. TURLEY (Brisbane South): I do not
think that I can say a great deal about this
system which the hon. member advocates,
because, while it may have been advocated for
many years, I think so far there has been no
experience regarding its work except in Tas-
mania, and I think it very nearly killed half the
people who started to deal with it down there.
There were a great many objections to it when
it was started first, and then I think it was
only started in two or three towns. I know
there has been a great deal of dissatisfaction
down there in connection with it. The hon.
gentleman evidently has a bit of a fad upon
this question of proportional voting, and thinks
this 1s the best place for him to bring it out.
I may say at the start that it affords me great
pleasure to vote against the second reading of
this Bill. I know the people outside seemed
to think this Bill was going to capture the
Labour party straight away, and there is one
gentleman who, I Dbelieve, is a member of
another place, who runs a newspaper, has
been calling in his leading articles on the Go-
vernment members to get up and demolish the
Home Secretary and all his works, because be-
hind him he was going to have the Labour party,
who were going to assist him to get this Bill
through. Healso asked the Government members
to remember what effect this would have on their
own electorates, and asked them to wreck the
Bill if they could possibly do so. Tdo not regard
this as legislation. I regard it as a deliberate
crime against the liberties of a large section of the
people of this community. Thereare all sorts of
crimes. A person need nottake an axe and murder
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another person with it. He may do that just
as effectively, and yet he may escape one of
the penalties that the law provides for murder.
Jabez Balfour was tried for fraud, and he got
fourteen years’ imprisonment. Jabez Balfour
was guilty of murder, not in one but in scores
of cases. He was practically responsible for
driving a large number of people into their
graves. He drove a large number of people
into lunatic asylums, and he wrecked the homes
of hundreds of people who had placed faith
in him and in his schemes. I contend there-
fore that this man was as guilty of murder
as if he had taken a tomahawk or any other
weapon and simply wiped those people out of
existence. In the same way we have read a
great deal about the tactics of the Thugs, who,
when they came to a man asleep, they used to
tickle him until they got him in a right position,
and then they strangled him with a little cord
which they used to carry for the purpose. In my
opinion the hon. gentlemen opposite, so far as
the liberties of the people of this colony are con-
cernéd, are practically a band of political Thugs.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE : I suppose
you call this an indictment of the Government ?

Mr. TURLEY : I do not know whether it is
an indictment of the Government or not. I say
that the hon. gentlemen opposite who are
responsible for the introduction of this Bill are
practically a band of political Thugs, who are
endeavouring to strangle the liberties of a very
large number of people in this community, and
they are doing it by the old system. They are
saying, ‘‘See, we are giving you adult suffrage
and a great many other things,” and at the
same time they know perfectly well that the
operation of the Bill will not give any of the
things which they promise, and that practically
they are precluding from the right of exercising
the franchise a large number of people. 1t
will, I suppose, as was pointed out by the hon.
member for Kennedy, be a party question, and
hon. gentlemen opposite will be supposed to vote
for it anyway ; but it seems to me that most
people outside this House regard this Bill as a
sort of something introduced for the benefit of
the Minister for Agriculture for discussion on
Thursday afternoons, so that there may be some-
thing on which he could lay himself out and
show what were the dangers of this sort of thing,
I thought that was the reason why it was intro-
duced. I understood the Government had
thrown this out as a sort of thing which they
did not care very much about, saying, “You
can simply worry this a little bit, and it will
do no particular harm.” 1 thought they were
in no hurry with this legislation; but we
find the Home Secretary states that the Govern-
ment are actually in earnest with it. I sup-
pose a great wany people are surprised. 1
have met numbers of people outside ; but I have
not met one single business man or woman who
regarded this Bill as having any business in it.
I was speaking to the president of the Woman’s
Equal Franchise League the other day, and
asked, ‘“ What do you think about the Elections
Bill ?” and she said, ¢ You cannct go and listen
to a fool of a thing like that ; there isno business
meant in it.” That is the impression that exists
outside. We find, in the Brisbane Telegraph,
that when this Bill was introduced it was spoken
of as something of a Chinese opera. I think if
the hon. mewmber looks at the Telegraph of the
20th August he will find that he is regarded
as a sort of Chinese opera by that journal.
(Laughter.)

) Mr. Kerr: I suppose that is because it is so

ong.

Mr. TURLEY : I do not know much about
Chinese opera. I think the Minister for Agri-
1901—6 »
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culture knows more about it than I do. It
seems to me that there is something
very funny about this Bill when
you examine it, and when you
examine the attitude which hon. members on the
other side have taken up in connection with this
question before. There is one paper which is
supporting this measure, and that is the Bris-
bane Courier.

An HonNouraBLE MEMBER : And the Street.

Mr. TURLEY : I am not guite sure about
the Strect, but the Brishane Courter is just about
on the same level. The Courier is supporting
this measure, and the Minister for Agriculture
and the Home Secretary have told us that the
Street is worthy of comparing with the highest
journals possible. That is all right. T am not
growling about what the hon. gentlemen say
with regard to their taste for newspaper work,
but they seem to put these two papers pretsy
well on the same level. T will give the hon.
gentlemen two or three instances to show them
how the Courier has jumped about and turned
itself round. During the South African war it
was announced

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE : What did
they say about your candidature for South Bris-
bane? That’s what you are thinking about ?

Mr. TURLEY : During the South African
war, when it was announced that General Buller
was going to South Africa, the Brishane Courier
came out with a fulsome article saying that he of
all men in the British Army was the man who
should be sent out there; that he knew what
should be done. But after he met with reverses
in Natal the same journal, in another leader,
said : Whoever thought he was going to do any-
thing there; that he had no record; that he had
never done auything to recommend him for the
position, and why was he sent nut there? That
is the sort of journal the Courder is.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Evidently
you read its leaders,

Mr. TURLEY : Yes. That shows how impar-
tial Iam; but Iread other journals whichgive other
sides of the question. The hon. gentleman pro-
bably gets his Couricr in the morning and veads
it because it suits him to do so, but he does not
read other papers which are against bim. I like
to be more catholic in my tastes than that. Then
during the federation campaign we bad the Hon.
Edmund Barton here, and the Courier said
he was Australia’s noblest son ; that there was
no man in the whole of Australia who could
stand alongside of him ; that he had every record
as to ability and everything else to entitle bim to
hold the position he did. Then, before hehad been
three months in the position he now occupies,
the same paper wrote a leading article referring
to him as a Janus-facad creature. People could
not have much respect for a paper which turns
its ideas round like that—when it comes out
with fulsome flattery of a person and then after-
wards describes the same person as the greatest
thief and the greatest robber that anyone ever
dreamt of, Just the same sort of criticism hap-
pened to a gentleman we had in this Chamber—
the present Postmaster-General. While he sat
on this side of the House he was a man of no
account ; the Courier said that people would
take no notice of him. But by and by, when
he flopped across the Chamber to the other side
he immediately in the Courier’s eyes became
a genius. He was the very man the Govern-
ment required. By and by, when he came
to stand for federal honours in the Senate—-~

The HoME SECRETARY : When did the Courier
advocate Mr. Drake?

Mr. TURLEY : When he ratted from this
side and went over to the other side.

Mr. McMasTER : They did all they could to
keep him out of the Federal Parliament.

[8p.m.]
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Mr. TURLEY : That is just what T am
pointing out. When he was here on this side he
was of no account; but when he got on the
other side he became a genius; but when he
came out for federal honours they could not say
anything too bad about him. I think he owesa
debt of gratitude to this paper, because I know a
Iot of people who said they intended to vote
for So-and-so, but they would give Mr. Drake
their votes after that, and that was the reason
why he polled so heavily round Brisbane. I am
just showing what the support of a paper like
that, which changes its coat to so many different
coloura, is worth. It does not represent public
opinien. It is the most hypoeritieal, bigoted,
and venal organ that bas existence in the whole
of Australasia. Only three days ago it had this
sentence in a leading article—

A viler campaign than that of Dv. Leyds. in the

fahrication and dissemination of falsehoods by meauns of
a hired Press, has never been carried on.
I wish to goodness they would look at home. I
believe this journal is carried on by a gentleman
who professrs to be a Christian, but evidently
he is able to see the mote in someone salse’s eye,
and yet notsee the beam in his own.

The SPEAKER : Order, order!

The PrEMIER: Who is the Christian gentle-
man?

Mr. TURLEY : The gentleman who carries
on the Courier. 1 have always heard that he is
2 Christian gentleman, but I don’t konow hin
myself. I would like to point cut what has been
said by the Home Secretary and others—thas
some of the provisions of this Bill have been
taken from the system of voting in existence in
Belgium. Now, I think it is just as well for
hon, members to know exactly how far the con-
ditions in that respect in Belgium have been
inaugurated. Under Article 47 of the Consti-
tution of Belgium a franchise law was passed,
which provided that orly male persons in that
country who paid taxes to the extent of 42 francs
per annum should be entitled to the franchise.
Prior to 1890 there was a great agitation, with
the object of getting an extension of the fran-
chise. A great many people then bvelieved in
universal franchise. All the countries around
them—France and Germany—had universal
suffrage.

The HoMmE SECRETARY : Universal suffrage ?

Mr. TURLEY : Manhood suffrage.

The HoumEkE SECRETaRY: That is
altogether.

Mr. TURLEY : They were agitating for
universal suffrage, and after this agitation had
gone on for three years a number of schemes
were submitted to a committee of the House in
BRelgium, but there was not a sufficient majority
in the Chamber of Representatives there—for a
majority of two-thirds was required—to carry
the reform, and owing to there being some
delay another agitation was started. A referen-
dum was taken on various questions, one being
to see if the people were in favour of universal
suffrage, and in the Commune of Brussels, one
of the largest commuues, the principle of
universal suffrage was carried by a large
majority. Ount of 60,279 persons who voted,
48,660 voted for universal suffrage—that is, that
all persons over twenty-one years of age should
have the franchise,

The HoME SECRETARY : That is not universal
suffrage, or anything like it.

My, TURLEY : That was the proposal that
was put before the people. There were 7,684 in
favour of limiting the age to twenty-five years,
and there were 3,9351in favour of other proposals ;
so that, practically, there were about three-
fourths of the people who took part in the

referendum in favour of granting the franchise to

different
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persons over twenty-one years of age, indepen-
dent of any other qualification. As this

agitation had been going on for some time, and
nothing had been done by Parliament, nearly
every town in the country was in a state of
riot. The military were called out; they shot
down people in two or three different com-
munes, because they were agitating for the
extension of the franchise, and at last Par-
liament was called together in a hurry. The
King opened it in person, and stated that there
must be some alteration in the franchise, and
then one of the Ministers came forward and
proposed the franchise that is at present in
existence. I think we might as well know what
effect it had on the country. At that time there
were 6,147,041 persons in the country, and,
under the franchise in existence prior to this,
there were only 130,000 persons entitled to vote.
When the franchise was altered, and the people
2ot a vote for different qualifications, and I may
say here that it was not for two babies they got a
vote. If anyone had legitimate issue he was
entitled to a vote.
The Homg SECRETARY : I read it out.

My, TURLEY : But the hon. gentleman
never attempted to give thisinformation. If he
had it, T suppose he smothered it up.

The SECRETARY rOR RAILWAYS : Every school-
boy knows that.

Mr. TURLEY

Hvery schoolboy may know
t; but it strikes

me that the hon. gentleman

knows absolutely mnothing about it. A good
many schoolboys know more than the hon.
gentleman.

The SECrRETARY FOR RarLways: My young-

sters are learning it at howe in their lessons.

Mr. TURLEY : It is quite likely they are.
While there were only 130,000 electors under the
old franchise, the next year after the new fran-
chise was granted there were no less than
1,870,000 people whose names were registered on
the rolls. I can quite understand the people of
Belgium being in favour of this extension of the
franchise, seeing that it enfranchised 1,200,000
people.  The Home Secretary seems to have
sought for the worst possible franchise he could
get in any part of the world. Most of the Conti-
nental nations have a far freer franchise than
Belgium. It was a step forward there, but here
it is no step forward, when, instead of giving
facilities for men to g+t on the roll, it will have
the opposite effect, and will prevent thousands
of men who are now able to get on the roll
from exercising the franchise. It seems to
me that on every occasion when there is a possi-
bility of the Government of (Queensland losing
ground this is the first thing they adnpt
In 1892 they did exactly the same thing. They
thought then, ‘‘ Hereis the Xlectivns Act, which
will enabls a number of peopls t0 exercise their
votes, and the result will be that the Govern-
ment will be beaten.” They therefore passed
a Bill which, in their opinion, was destined to
have the effect of keeping out a considerable
number of men who did not believe in the prin-
ciples which they enunciated. Itdid not have that
particular effect because, as a matter of fact,
while it kept out one or two members from this
side I think it kept out one or two members
from the other side, and since that there has
been a considerable number of members on the
other side who have been advocating the repeal
of what is known as the contingent voting
sections of the Hlections Act.

The HoME SECRETARY : You are suppressing
the information or forgetting the fact that this
cannot take effect at the next general election.

The SECRETARY rOr AGRICULTURE : He knows
that perfectly well,
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The HoME SECRETARY : You are representing
that this is done to enable the Government to
control the elections.

Mr. TURLEY : No, I am not doing anything
of the sort; I am pointing out that this is the
ultimate object the hon. gentleman has in view.
I suppose if he wants to go a mile he does not
expect to do it in one step, and just the same in
connection with this, The Government recog-
nise that because of the various things—1I do not
koow what name to attach to them—of which
hon. gentlemen opposite are guilty—the Chilla-
goe business and various other things that could
be mentioned—the people of the colony are just
beginning to wake up to the fact that the
Government in power are simply there with the
object of protecting class interests, and realising
that they are thinking that it will be necessary
to have some other method so as to secure and
maintain the class interests which they represent.
They are simply laying down this with the idea
that if by any means they can fool a sufficient
number of electors at the coming general elec-
tion, this Bill will then be carried practically
into effect, and the result will be that they
will have the colony at their mercy for a con-
siderable length of time. To me it is some-
thing like the attitude adopted by a burglar.
If he gets in, and he is able to annex ather
people’s property, be does not trouble his head
at all, but simply departs in peace; but if the
person sleeping in the house shows signs of
waking up, he usunally carries a waddy or some-
thing of that sort to hit him on the head and
prevent him from waking up. That is just
the object of this Bill. It is a sort of legislative
waddy which the hon. geatlemen have in
reserve, avd if the people of the colony
show any signs of waking up—that is, by dis-
covering exactly what has been going on during
the last few years—they will have this to stiffen
them out with, so that they will be able to have
a considerably longer lease of power. I would
like to show what has been our experience in
connection with legislation since we have been
here. We have endeavoured on various oceasions
to get legislation through this House. In 1893
there was a motion moved—

That, in the opinion of this House, it is desirable to
amend the electoral laws at present in force, and
especially to repeal the provisions under which a man
can be registered as an elector in every electorate in
the colony in which he owns a freehold property of a
value of £100 clear of encumbrances.

There were members who voted against such a
proposal, and are in the House now, They are
DMessrs. Annear, Armstrong, Callan, Dalrymple,
Foxton, Grimes, Lord, McMaster, Petrie, Philp,
Smith, W. Stephens, Tooth, and Cribb. Those
were the gentlemen who opposed the wiping out
at that time of the system of plural voting as far
as Queensland was concerned. In favour of the
motion were the present Minister for Railways
and Mr. Bell, besides the members of the Labour
party and the gentlemen sitting on this side
under the leadership of Mr. Powers. In the
following year this matter came up again. The
hon. member for Maryborough, Mr. Powers,
introduced an Elections Bill of two clauses, one
providing for adult suffrage and the other for
the abolition of the plural vote. It is just as
well to know how hon. gentlelen have treated
this question for a number of years, so that
when the electors are asked to express their
opinions about the men who come before them
they shall know what action has been taken by
those men in Parliament. When Mr. Powers
brought in that Bill there was a vote taken on
the 2nd October, 1894, and there voted against
that Bill Messrs. Annear, Armstrong, Callan,
Cameron, Cribb, Dalrymple, Foxton, Grimes,
J. Hamilton, Petrie, Philp, Plunkett, Smith,
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G. Thorn, Tooth, Lord, and McMaster—all
members on the Government side at present, and
all supporting the Government presumably in
this Bill,

Mr. McMASTER : All good men.

Mr, TURLEY : T am ounly pointing out the
action of these gentlemen when the question was
before them in years gone by—how they have
been able to say they did not believe in the
system now brought in by the Government. :

hThe SECRETARY FOR RAILways: Not all of
them.

Mr. TURLEY : [ will do the hon. gentleman
justice. He voted for that Bill on that occasion.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: We have
changed sides ; that’s all.

Mr. TURLEY : We have not changed sides
at all. The hon. gentleman is the greatest con-
tortionist on thisquestion. There isno difficulty
about his changing sides. He isable 1o take any
side on this question ; but hitherto he has been
constantly opposed to this -sort of legislation,
and I will give the House the reasons he has
stated.

The PrEMIER : Give your own reasons.

Mr. TURLEY : My reasons are well known,
and have been recorded in connection with every
Bill introduced since I have been in this House.

The HouEe SECRETARY : Now you are going to
make a somersault.

Mr. TURLEY : No, I am not. Thavealways
stood as an opponent of the plural vote, and T
stand here to-day just as firm as ever against
that principle. In 1894 one of our present
senators introduced a Bill providing for adult
suffrage, for closing hotels on election day, for
having all elections on one day, and providing
better facilities for registration. It was on this
Bill that the Minister for Agriculture, as pointed
out by the leader of this party, took twenty or
thirty columns of Harsard to express his disgust
at this measure being introduced. On that
occasion there voted against that measure
Messrs., Annear, Armstrong, Callan, Foxton,
Lord, McMaster, 'Connell, Petrie, Philp,
Plunkett, Tooth, and Smith; and there paired
against it Messrs. J. C. Cribb, Cameron,
Chataway, and Grimes. The Minister for
Railways at that time voted for the BIll,
which T think was on a very liberal basis.
In 1895 the hon. member for Maryborough,
Mr, Powers, introduced another Elections Bill
providing for the abolition of plural voting and
for transfer, and there voted on that occasion
against the Bill Messrs. Philp, Dalrymple,
MecMaster, Smith, Cribb, Foxton, Cameron,
Armstrong, Stephens, Callan, Tooth, Lord,
Grimes, Petrie, and Annear, and the Minister
for Railways and the member for Dalby voted
on that occasion for the Bill.

The SECRETARY FOR RATLWATS : We are going
to vote for this.

Mr. TURLEY : The hon. gentleman is doing
a somersault.

The SECRETARY
doing a somersanlt,

Mr, TURLEY : No, the hon. gentleman was
opposed to plural voting then and stated so;
now he is m favour of plural voting, therefore he
is turning a somersault. I am voting against
this Bill because I am opposed to plural voting
in any shape.

The SECRETARY
electioneering,

Mr. TURLEY : I am going to let the hon.
gentleman have his choice and call it what
he likes. Later in that year there was intro-
duced by Mr. Glassey the same Bill practically
that was introduced in 1894, and there voted
against it Messrs. Dalrymple, Philp, G. Thorn,

For RAILWAYS : You are

ror Rarnways: You are
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McMaster, Armstrong, Smith, Plunkett, O’Con-
nell, Cribb, Grimes, Lord, Callan, Stephens, |
Foxton, Petrie, and Annear. The Minister for
Railways voted for that Bill.

Mr, McMasrter: That is all
already.

Mr, TURLEY : Ves; I want to get it in
again, You cannot get a good thirg into
Hansard too often.

Mr. McMastER : The general election will be
here by and by.

Mr. TURLEY : I believe it will. In 1896,
on the Address in Reply, we had another gentle-
man, Mr. J. C. Stewart, who moved an addi-
t10n

MEMBERS on the Government side: Oh, oh!
Spare us!

Mr. TURLEY : Oh! He was the man that
was going to be flattened out in one act, but he
flattened out all the black labour men that came
against him, That is what troubles the soul of
the Minister for Agriculture.

The PRCRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE : I am not
fond of the enemies of my country.

Mr. TURLEY : The hon. gentleman is not

fond of anybody. The hon. mem-

1830 p.m.] ber is only fond of persons who

have a different colour to himself.

The SPEAKTER : Order! ‘

Mr. TURLEY : There was this addendum
moved to this Address in Reply—

At the same time we cannot refrain from informing

your Excellency of our deep regret that in the list of
measures proposed to be introduced this session, no
mention is made of an amendment of the present elec-
toral laws, to which so many members of the present
Yegislative Assembly pledged themselves during the late
general election.
When these hon. gentlemen came to vote on
18th June, 1896, they voted against that addition,
but not because it was a party question. I would
like to point,out that it was not treated as a want
of confidence motion. Only three spoke on the
question, and it was allowed to go to the vote,
and the men who voted against anything being
done in the way of electoral reform were—Si
H. M. Nelson, Messrs. Byrnes, Foxton, Philp,
Dalrymple, Tozer, Battersby, Dickson, Thomas,
Stephenson, horn, McMaster, Corfield,
Macdonald-Paterson, Bell, Newell, Armstrong,
Petrie, Bridges, Fraser, McGaban, Story, Smith,
O’Connel], Colling, Stumm, Cribb, Lieahy, Lord,
Grimes, Crombie, Stephens, and Annear. That
is the reason why I pointed out to the hon.
gentleman that he was not always consistent
upon the question.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: That was
not a Bill brought into the House.

Mr. TURLEY : I did not say it was a Bill.
The hon. gentleman has to vote on something
else but Bills. T supposs he has voted for a
motion which contained the expression of opinion
that the electoral laws of the colony required
amendment. Then we had introduced two Bills
by the present Agent-General, one in 1897 and one
in 1898, and there is not a solitary member who
was present at the time but who knows perfectly
well that, however small the amount of conces-
sion those Bills contained, if it had not been for
the support that was given to the Government
by the Labour party, these Bills could not
possibly have become law. The Government
had the opposition of a very large number of
members at that time who were sitting behind
them. In fact, so strong was the opposition,
that the Acting Premier at that time got up in
his place and complained of his own people not
backing him up when he brought in a Bill which
was not particularly liberal, and he had to
appeal to members on this side of the House to
give him assistance.

in Hansard
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Mr. STeEPHENSON : It was natural enough
when we saw him intriguing with your party.
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Mr. TURLEY: It was passed in spite of the
opposition of you and your party.

Mr. StepHENsON: Naturally, when we saw
him intriguing with your party.

Myr. TURLEY : They were afraid of their
leader ratting upon that question. They thought
shat the Acting Premier was going to leave them
inthe lurch ; and at that time they were prepared
to sacrifice him, just as they would sacrifice
anyone of their friends on the front Treasury
bench now, if they thought it was a matter
of saving themselves. I do not blame the hon.
member for Fortitude Valley, if that is the
principle he has introduced into politics. There
is another matter which I wish to bring up,
because it was practically touched upon by the
member for Toowong. In 1897, before the Bill
was introduced by the Minister at that time,
there was introduced a Bill by the present
Senator Glassey, which provided for the abolition
of plural voting, and for claims to be attested by
electors for six months’ residencs in the colony,
a proposal for transfer, and I think there were
only about four or five principles embodied in
the Bill. Now, what was the action hon. gentle-
men took on that oceasion?

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE : What was
the action you took with the semator at Bunda-

erg ?

l&:r. TURLEY : That has nothing to do with
it.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: What about
ratting ?

Mr. TURLEY : 1 am talking about the Elec-
tions Bill which they have introduced into
Parliament. I am speaking on this particular
point, because it was raised by the hon. member
for Toowong this afternoon, and the reason given
by the hon. gentleman why they voted against
this particular Bill

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTCRE : Why did
you ““down” Glassey ?

Mr. TURLEY : 1 know the hon. gentleman
does not like this sort of thing; he does not care
about remarks of this sort being brought up.
The hon. member reminds me of a man who is
suffering from delirium tremens. He fancies
that around him there are all sorts of images
which are simply the figments of bis own imagi-
nation, and they all scare him. I remember one
time when I was on board ship. I had shipped
at Cardiff on a ship which had a ‘‘norfore-
castle ”—the hon. gentleman will know what I
mean—just near the foremast there was a galley,
and the galley funnel was of peculiar construc-
tion. First there was a piece went one way, and
then there was a piece went that way, and then
another piece went up, and then there was a
piece at the back of that. 1 would like to
say that we were on the mud at Cardiff, and
there was a man who joined the ship there,
who was in somethiog of thesame state physically
that the hon. gentleman is in politically now ;
he was seeing things. When he saw this smok-
ing stack, its little pipe standing out, he thought
it was another devil that was after him, and he
came down head foremost as if it were after him,
The hon, gentleman is seeing things now. But
they are not the figments of his own imagina-
tion. They are simply the ghost of his dead self
which now arise pointing the finger of scorn at
the hon. gentleman because of the way in which
he has gone on. (Oppositionlaughter.) I would
just like to point out that the leader of the
House at that time moved this amendment on
Mr. Glassey’s proposal—

It would not be just or expedient to carry out the
principle of one man one vote with the machinery
embodied in this Bill uniess the principle of equality in
voting could also be secured, and in the present
cirecumstances of this colony an equal electoral voice
would lead to a preponderating representation of the
towns at the expense of the country.
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I am ypointing out the way hon. gentlemen
opposite at that time believed that an injustice
would be inflicted by the towns upon the
country. At the present time they say it is all
right—because the Government have introduced
the Bill nothing of that sort will take place. It
is all right now, because they happen to sit
behind the Government and the (Giovernment
have introduced the Bill. They know perfectly
well that the intention was that this Bill should
take effect at the next general election. It was
only owing to the despatches from home, received
a few months ago, that they have been able to
alcer their decision. I am satisied that if this
Bill had been introduced with the object of
getting it into working order for the next elec-
tion, and there had been no redistribution, they
would have got the support of nearly everyone of
their supporters that sit bshind them, and even
of those who mizht have opposed it a few months
ago, simply because they would say, “It is a
Governmeni measure, and we must either
support the Government right through or the

Government will send us out of the positions .

that we occupy.” I can understand the position
that the hon. gentleman take up, and { shall
read the division that took place on that
occasion. There voted for that amendment and
against the Bill the fullowing gentlemen who are
in the House now :-—Messrs, G. Thorn, Stephen-
son, Foxtou, Philp, Dalrymple, Armstrong, Cribb,
Stephens, McMaster, Petrie, Grimes, Lord,
O’Connell, Stodart, Story, Smith, Bartholomew,
J. Hamilton, and Annear. The Minister for
Railways on that ocrasion stuck to his principles,
and voted against the amendment moved by the
gf‘;s’r_l Acting Premier. That was on Tth July,
897.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE : That is
not relevant.

Mr. TURLEY : I think it is very relevant,
because we want to know what has been done by
hon. gentlemen in this House before in regard to
this question. In 1898 we had a Premier who
had progressive tendencies ; who believed that by
trusting the people it would be possible to get
better results—the late Hon. T. J. Byrnes.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Whom
you called ** Coercion Byrnes.”

Mr. TURLEY : I am pointing out that we
had that gentleman at the head of the Govern-
ment at that time, and that he was in favour of
progressive legislation. That 15 in 1898, not in
1894 ; and there was a Bill introduced in the fol-
lowing year by the present Home Secretary, who,
by the way, uttered an awful wail when be intro-
duced the Bill. He said he did vot know why
he should have to introduce a thing like that.
He had not been in favour of it, and that he was
put in an awkward position in having to intro-
duce a Bill whick contained principles which he
did not believe in.

The HoME SECRETARY: WIill you quote from
Hansord where T said that?

Mr. TURLEY : Oh, yes; T will by and by.
At present my notes do not provide for that
referenc-,

_The HoME SECRETARY : Quote now.
tion your statement.

Mr. TURLEY : Yes, certainly, the hon. gen-
tleman may question it.

_The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: We ques-
vion any:hing you say.

Mr. TURLEY : At any rate, in 1899 one of
the principles contained in the Bill was one man
one vote, and also only one qualification. Clause
5 of that Bill provided for the qualification of
residence only, and clause 6 stated that no person
should be entitled to have his name entered or
retained upon more than one electoral roll at one
and the same time. Now we have the hon.
gentleman who previously voted against any

I ques-
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alteration of the franchise—especially the ex-
tendiog of the franchise to people who could not
get it—doing away with plural voting. What
can have come over the hon. gentleman to pro-
duce this alteration since 1899? I wonder
what force was behind the hon, gentleman
at that time. The hon. gentleman expressed
great respect for his leader then, and we
know his leader was in favour of a Bill of this
description. We were told that the leader of
the then Government left a large number of Bills
behind him which he had intended to introduce,
and this was one of them. The late hon.
gentleman was progressive enough to see that
what the Bill of that year proposed was the
wisest thing to do—to extend the franchise and
do away with plural voting. At any rate we
have the Home Secretary’s vote against the
extension of the franchise and against the aboli-
tion of plural voting recorded in Hansard

Mr. MoMAsTER: Who was the Premier when
that Bill was introduced ?

Mr. TURLEY : The late Sir James Dickson.

Mr. McMaster: You said the late Mr.
Byrnes.

Mr. TURLEY : No; I referred 3 the amount
of respect which hon. gentlemen opposite had for
the late Mr, Byrnes, and that Mr. Dickson had
told us a dozen times that he had left a lot of
legislation behind him. The late Mr. Byrnes
died 1 September, 1898, and this Bill was intro-
duced in 1899.

Mr. McMasTER : That is the reason why I
said you were wrong.

Mr. TURLEY : The hon. gentleman who
interjects will doubt anything just now. In
1900 we have the hon. gentleman introducing
another Bill. He had evidently forgotten what
he had done previously. Xvidently his previous
action did not matter a jot. But at any rate
the hon, gentleman introduced a Bill in 1900
which provided that every person should have a
vote—male or femnale, over the age of twenty-one
years—but there was a difference in this Bill
again. Thers was brough: back the old qualifi-
cation. The hon. gentleman previously brought
in a Bill which provided for only one qualification,
but in 1900 he provided for a whole heap of
qualifications. If a person possessed property or
held a lease he could record his vote for any elec-
torate in Queensland he Jiked. In clause 9 of
the Bill I refer to, it was provided that one
person could only have one vote; but I would
like to point out that there has beeu a departure
from the principle which the hon. gentleman had
professed previously when he said that there
should be only one qualification in Queensland,
that no person should be able to register except
for the electorate in which he resided, and thata
man should not be on more than one roll. He
departed from those principles in his Bill of 1900,
when he told us that any person could get his
name on a roll and all the qualifications which
existed previously would be in existence as far
as the Bill was concerned. The hon. gentleman
asked me for some quotation just now.

The HoME SECRETARY : I asked for a particular
quotation which you have not given.

Mr. TURLEY : I do not know that I have
that particular quntation, but there will Le no
trouble in getting it. It was on the second read-
ing of the Elections Bill in 1899, nearly at the
commencement of the hon. gentleman’s speech.

The HoME SECRETARY: Mr. Byrnes was not
Premier then.

Mr. TURLEY : No; Mr. Dickson was Pre-
mier then.

Mr. McMasTER? You put Mr. Byrnes’s name
before the House.

Mr. TURLEY : I pointed out that it was
legislation which Mr. Byrnes has left behind
him, which T said was of a progressive character.
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‘We heard 2 lot about “‘ the box” trotted out by
members on the other side; that “‘the box
was full of Bills which would be brought for-
ward as soon as an opportunity offered.

The SECRETARY ¥OR AGRICULTURE: You said

that was all fiction, and now you profess to be-
lieve it.
Mr. TURLEY : I did not say anything abous
fiction. I referred to the affection which hon.
gentlemen opposite had for their late leader, and
that was the reason this legislation was brought
in. Yet the Government are prepared to put a
man like the late Mr. Byrnes—whose ability we
all recognised—lower than the level of a natura-
lised Chinaman who bhappens to have two
children born in wedlock—that is according to
the Bill.  Axnd yet they talk about affection and
their respect for their late leader. I say that if
that late hon. gentleman had been on thase front
Treasury benches a Bill of this sort would never
have been placed before this Assembly—a Bill
whereby his colleagues, with all their respect,
now put him on a lower plane than they put the
naturalised Chow who happens to have two
youngsters born in the colony.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICGLITRE : That is a
slander,

Mr, TURLEY : It is not a slander. That is
the action of the hon. gentlemen opposite. That
is the respect which they profrss to have for
their departed leader, and the position in which
they wonld put him if he happened to be living
in Queensland now. The hon. gentlemen re-
minds me of the man who has delirivin tremens,
'l;hey begin to see things and they do not like
them,.

The HouE SECRETARY: You are beneath con-
tempt.

Mr. TURLEY : Well, T am perfoctly satisfied
with any interjection that comes from the Home
Secretary. This is the mark of respeet and
affection which the hon. member has shown to
his late leader ; and then he talks about con-
tempt ! It is too thin, Here is the quotation
which the hon. gentleman wants It appears on
page 846 of Hansard for 1899.  The hon. gentle-
wan said—

Now.the leading prineiple of this Bill is, of conrses
ope man one vote, I little thought that it would ever
fall to my iot to be the onc to introduce a Bill of this
sort into the Assembly. (Opposition laughter.:

The junior member for North Brisbane, Mr.
Cameron, in 1895, in opposing the Elections
Bill, said—

I hiave never believed in the prineiple of one man one

vote, and nothing will ever convinee me that all men
should have equal voting rights.
That is on page 700 of Hansard for 1895. The
hon. membar for Lockyer, in 1897, when the
amendment was moved by the leader of the
Government, pointed out on page 224 of
Hansard—

Large numbers of persons who hy thrift have
acquired property, if through circumstances they have
to shitt into another electorate, and acquire manhood
suffage there, thev should also be able to vote {for the
electorate where their property is. The country should
recognise thrift by allowing a property vote. I
thoroughly sgree with the contention of the ieader of
the Government, that one man one vote will lead to a
preponderating influence of the towns over the
country.

He further said that if the Bill had contained
woman suffrage it would be only an additional
reason for his opposing it. The present Secre-
tary for Lands evidently was pledged to do any-
thing in this way when introduced by the
Govermnent, but as long as it was introduced by
anyune else he was pledged to his constituents
not to support it. It was not on principle that
the hon. y-+tleman apparently supported it, it
was becau-« Yi» was sitting with the Government
and now for..s a component part of the Govern-
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ment which is responsible for bringing in this
ridiculous joke of a thing which is called an
Elections Bill. The hon. gentleman, in 1897,
page 234 of Hansard, said

Some years ago I gave a conditional pledge that if
this matter were brought up, and was not opposed by
the Government I was returned to support, I would
vote for it. Laughter,)

He believed that the demand for a fair franchise
was simply a cry that was giving the Labour
parsy a big hold in the country, and that toa
very great extent was the reason why he was in
favour of it The present Trea~urer said in 1847
—upage 229 of Hansard —

Ido not welieve in putting the idle, dissolute, and
disaffected man on an equality with the thrifty, in-
Qustrious, and iemperate man in the imatter of the
franchise.

He also said that a young man of twenty-one
has not the experi-nce of his fatber in the needs
of the colony, and he would also raise the age to
twenty-five years. Now, ! contend that the Bill
which the Government have introduced does put

.the idle, the dissolute, and the disaffected

exactly on the same plane as everyone else, in
spite of what the hon, gentleman said at that
time. I believe the reason why the hon, gentle-
man opposed the Bill at that time was because,
as he stated, seeing the plural vote was in exist-
ence for property, there was a possibility of
the thrifty person getting an extra vote, and of
thrift obtaining a larger amountof inflnence in
the country. Now, the .principle has been
departed from by the hon. gentlemen opposite
that the hon. gentleman was prepared to fight
for all along. 7Then another member of the pre-
sent Government, the Hon. John Murray, in
1897-—page 233 of Hansard—said—

If the country is to be wisely and judiciously
governed, it must be governed by the best intel-
lects that we have, and not by the unthinking
mob. The moment the Government of the country
gets into the hands of the unthinking avd un-
thrifty multitude, at that moment the period of
destruction sets in, and to place intelleetual people
who establish industries and give employment upon an
equality with the man who wallied over the horder six
months ago is simply monstrous. I have never heen
able to sce the justice of 1it, and shall die fizhting
against it, .
(Opposition laughter.)

This ery appears to have taken possession of the

public mind to such an extent that I suppose there are
many people who a litrle time ago entertained the
views I do are becoming inclined to go with the popular
current. I am not one of those I do not care how
strong the popular carrvent grows, I shall breast it and
stick to the opinions I have entertaized upon the subject
from the first to the Iast.
Well, there is another member of the Govern-
ment who is prepared to turn somersaults over
and over again aud depart from ths principles he
advocated then. He is prepared not only to
support this Bill, bug, if 1t should get through
this Chamber, he is preparcd to induce hon.
gentlewen in another place to agree to it. Then
we have the Secretary for Agriculture. His
opinions, there is no doubt, weutertained hon.
members at the time, but it is just as well we
should get them into Hansard again alongside
the opinions which the hon. gentleman will put
there himself presently. In 1894, page 470 of
Hansard, the hon. gentleman said—

The great majority of women look forward to being

compelled to register and record their votes with the
most intense disgust and horror.
Does the hon. gentleman think that that disgust
and horror has worn off the people who exhibited
those symptoms at that time? Someone said they
would not be compelled to vote, and the hon,
gentleman went on—

The great majority of womwen look forward to being
compelled to register and record their votes with the
most intense disgust and horvor . . . The moment
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the franchise is extended to women they will ali be
compelled, whether they like it or not, to vote. beeanse
if they do not, those who will vote will give assistance
to men who vote, and the resuit is that the exigencies
of the oceasion will compel women who would much
rather not vote, to do so,

I would like to point out that in connection with
this Bill the hon. gentleman is prepared to do
another somersault—he is prepared
to advocate that this will do a con-
siderable amount of good in spite of
what he raid a few years ago. On page 471 of
Hansard of 1894 the present Secrefary for
Agriculture proceeds thus—

let us take a case where laws are passed partiy by
‘women and partly by men. If the wonen are not pre-
pared tofizht, Tam afraid their position will he an
exceedingly awkward one. Suppose there are two
parties in 2 legislature—a two-thirds nmajority of
‘women and a one-third minority of men—and a measure
is passed where neurly all the men voted on the other
side, what would be the conscquence It might he a
law with rezard to liquor, or the early elosing of public-
houses, such as was passed lately in South Carolina. If
that Iaw was known to rest upnn a minority of the men
and a majority of the women. the people would feel
disposed not to submit to the law because the wonen
could not enforce it. In other words, the force
would not be on the side of the law, and therefore
the stability of the conntry wowld be endauceved.
At present the legitimate inflnence of women is
exerted in such 4 way that it gets that consideration
which alone can give it force or make it valid in law.
"That is to say, men will support women in legislation
on all those matters which have in times past—and
some there have been—unduly interfered with them or
their privileges or rights. These either have hecn
removed or will be removed; and if thev are not
removed it will be because they have not force on their
side: and if they cannot, in advance, force the men
who have to curry oul the laws, they will be no hetter
off afterwards, because they cannot coerce the wen,
If they pass legislation which does not rest on force,
their legislation would be of no avail.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: I suppose
you regret very much

Mr, TURLEY : T want to give the hon.
gentleman his own opinions. Why he should be
in favour of this particular joke ntroduced by
the Home Secretary——

An HONOURABLE MEMBER: We arenot allowed
to change our opinions.

Mr. TURLEY : I have pointed out that the
hon. gentleman is the greatest contortionist in
this House,

The SECRETARY FOR
romancer as well,

Mr. TURLEY : Yes—the hou. gentleman is
a romancer, too. 1 believe he gave us quite a
number of quotations which, I think, he must
have taken from romance at that time. On
page 1140 of Hunsard, 1894, the hon. gentleman
[AYs—

Take woman out of her place. unsex her, and things
will get mixed up and be followed by horrible con-
fusion. I do not know whether the hon. member who
introduced this Bill thought that would be any
ohjection, but it certainly would he a very s-rious
objection so far as I am concerned. 1 do not want
things to get mixed and get into a state of horrible
confusion.

On the next page he says—

Another thing is that there is no doubt if women in
this matter take up the réle of men, seeing that they
are, on the whole. more emotional than men. their
presence in political life will tend to increase the bitter-
ness of politieal life, and wherever there is any differ-
ence in religious beliefs. it will tend to increase those
differences. It will also do away with the chivalrous
relation which exists, and which has existed, and which
I hope may continue 1o exist, between women and
men.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Evidently
the matter I gave you is of great value.

Mr. TURLEY : I always like to point out to
the hon. gentleman the ghosts of his dead self.

[9p.m.]

AGRICCLTURE: And a
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Just like a man with delirium tremens, the hon.
gentleman has seen things, and he does not care
about them.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULIURE :
have been converted by ghosts.

Mr. TURLEY : T have never known the hon,
gentleman to be converted yet. It is simply a
question whether it pays or not ; it is not a ques-
tion of principle with the hon, gentleman in con-
nection with this matter. I am satisfied of that,
because he could not go back on the utterances
we have here in Hansard., Hansard is a very
good record.  Further on we have this from the
hon. gentleman—

If women say, ‘* We insist on making the laws, but
you can carry them out,” we say, ** We decline to carry
them out. Youtake your share of it. You go into the
army ; you hea peeler.” And why should they not?
The bon. gentleman states that, if we extend the
franchise to women, the woman must be a peeler
and must go into the arny, and he says, ¢ Why
not?” Here 15 another result foretola by the
hon. member on page 1141— . )

If T am going to support the Premier, and my better-

half is going to support the leader of the Lubour party,
such is the weakness of hwnan nature that { feel that
in my domestic cirele and on iy family altar there will
he strite, I feel that that is the only resunlt that could
accrue. If, in additic: to the many canses of trouble
in domestic life, we introduce the element of polities,
then I am afraid that the number of marriages which
talke place will rapidly diminish, and that the divores
court will be more througed with suitors.
That is the position being brought about by the
Government, and the hon., gentleman cannot
blame members on this side for trying to bring
about anything of the sort. On page 1142 the
hon. gentleman says—

It is assure as anything can he, reasoning from what
has bappened in the past. that the effect of giving
women the franchise will be to inerease clerical
influence. I am sure that will not suit the hon. mem-
ber who distrusts seetarianism, as be calls it. He does
not like this influence. Iam notv prepared to say that
that would not he one benefieinl effect of the Bill.
Religious feeling is more strongly developed in woman
than in man., At any rate it finds voice in religious
cbservances more with them, and that can be proved
from the fact that in France and in fashionable
churches in England a very large proportion of the
worshippers are women. In some way they seem to
attach more importance to those observancss than men.
Now, if you give woman the franchise you will add to
the power of the clergy. and by that means will strike &
terrible hlow at the new unionism, and the democratic
soeialism, and all the other ¢ isms,” of which the hon.
member for Burke is such a strennous upholder.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: That is
quite true. )

Mr, TURLEY : I am glad he is prepared to
back up his arguments now that the Bill iutro-
duced by his colleague is to be responsible for
breaking up family life ; that it is going to put
strife on his family altar, and that it is going to
erowd the divorce courts with suitors. I am
only pointing out what, according to the hon.
gentleman’s own arguments, is goiug to be the
effect of this Bill,

The SECRETARY ¥OR AGRICULTURE : I am
startled at the truth of those remarks, wade
many years ago. ‘They must be exceedingly
valuable. .

Myr. TURLEY : I hope the hon. gentleman is
goiny to give ns the <ame thing when he gets up
to speak on this Bill.  Further on the hon.
gentleman said-—

It may not be expedient to admit single women alone
to the franchise, but it is certain that it is puttirg a
premium on the single condition, because it is the
single women, or. at any rate, the women without
families, who would exercise the greatest influence in
tlie political arena, as they have more time and more
strength than wives and mothers. I submit that of.4il
women in the world it is far more desirable that wives
and mothers shonid exercise a preponderating influence
than that it should be exercised by single women. This.

is an attempt to mipimise the influence of the family. ¢

People
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This is what the hon. gentleman characterises
as an attempt to minimise the influence of the
family.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE : You ap-
prove of that ?

Mr. TURLEY : No. I am pointing out that
they claim for an adult vote Bill—and something
besides

The SECRETARY ¥OR AGRICULTURE : A family
vote.

Mr. TOURLEY : I will come to the family
vate presently. In 1895 the hon. gentleman had
the same objection as the hon. member for Too-
wong has expressed to-day. He says he is not
going to allow his constituents to be overraled
by people who are in the centres of population.

. The SEcRETARY YOR AGRICULTURE: Our place
18 a centre of populasion.

Mr. TURLEY: The hon. gentleman has
evidently changed his politics, seeing that his
place is the centre of population, and ail the
other parts of the colony, so far as the hon.
gentleman is concerned, can go hang. That
appears to be the position which the hon. gentle-
man takes up.

The SEORETARY FOR AGRICULTURE : 1 certainly
consider that my constituents have some claim
upon nte,

Mr. TURLEY : The hon. gentleman said—

Whatever mfiuence the country districts have now,

they will have vastly less when this takes place. ‘ihe
large populations in'the towns will have a dominating
influence, and those why bury themselves in the bush,
and are deprived ot many of those comforts which those
in town enjoy, will be at a far 2reater disadvantage
than at present.
I believe the deliberate object of this particular
Bill, or joke of a Bill, that has been introduced
by the hon. gentleman’s colleagae is to disfran-
chise a large number of people in the back
country. That is the object hon. gentlemen
have in view.

The SECRETARY ¥OR AGRICULTURE: If they
are not entitled to it, why should they not?

Mr. TURLEY : If they are entitled, as I
maintain they are, the obstacles that ave put in
the way are such that it will be almost impossible
for them to get their votes. The Minister for
Railways says that he has always been in favour
of this sort of legislation. The hon. gentleman
has been in nearly every case a consistent
opponent of plural voting, and now he tells us
that he is in favour of plural voting because this
Bill takes it away from the property and gives
it to the father. T'hat is plural voting,

The SECRETARY ¥OR RATLWAYS : Cerbainly not!

Mr. TURLEY : The father has a double vote
so long as the children live, and even if they die
or go out of the colony he retains it, simply
because he is their father.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS : You people
were disputing the other night that he might not
be the father.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. TURLEY : I never said anything of the
sort. I deny that I ever uttered a sentiment of
that sort.

The SECRETARY FOr RatLways: I said your
people. )

Mr. TURLEY : The hon. member said ¢ you.”

The SPEAKER : Order !

The SECRETARY vOR RATLWAYS : This is the
first time you have spoken. I could not say
“youw.” T said your people.

The SPEAKER. : Order!

Mr. TURLEY : The hon. gentleman said in
1895, on page 1335 of Hansard—

I'shall not refuse to vote for a measure. as it is said
some members do, because this year it contains too
much, and then refuse to vote for it next year becanse
it does not contain enough. Though there are some
things in this Bill of which I do not approve, I shall
vote for its second reading. I voted before for the
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extension of the franchise to women, because I believed
it was a proper thing, and I shall vote for it again, as
they are entitled to the franchise on every ground that
a man is entitled to it.

The hon. gentleman does not say so now,

The SECRETARY ¥FOR RAILwavs: The same
thing.

Mr. TURLEY : The hon. gentleman says now
that a man is entitled to two votes and the
woman to only one. That is the position that he
takes up behind his colleague. He said on the
previous occasion—

But there is no getting away from this—that we shall
have to abolish the plural vote,

And the hon. gentleman is re-instituting it.

The SECRETARY FOR RATLways: No.

Mr. TURLEY : The hon. gentleman does not
like people to believe that for a number of years
he has been a consistent opponent of the plural
vote. and all at once because he is a member of
the Government he is obliged—Ilike the Minister
for Agriculture—to take two or three somer-
saults and say, “I am in favour now of what I
was opposed to yesterday.” The hon. gentleman
also said—

It has been abolishied in almost all the other colonies,

and life and property arve as safe therve as they are in
Queensland. There is a motion now before the Victorian
PYarliament for the abolition of plural voting. It does
not exist in New South Wales or South Australia or
New Zealand, and it has recently been abolished in
Tasmania.
But the hon. gentleman now reintroduces it.
It is no use for the hon. gentleman to state that
he is trying to put men and women on an
equality when he turns round and supports a
Bill, because it happens to he brought in by the
Government of which he is a member, which
gives the man double the voting power of the
woman. I am opposed to that principle, and
the hon. gentleman at that time was opposed
to it.

The SECRETARY FOR RATLWAYS : It was never
before the House before. It was what was then
called the corner peg vote. Now it is the flesh
and blood vote.

Mr. TURLEY: Yes, and the man votes
twice. It 1s no use for the hon. member to say
that the sexes are placed on an equality, because
it is giving the man twice the voting power of
the woman.

The SECRETARY FOR RATLWAYS : Personally, I
do not care whether you give the voting power
to the man or the woman,

Myr. TURLEY : I am glad to get even that
confession from the hon. gentlewan, It indi-
cates that he is not particularly strong bebind
the colleague who has introduced this Bill; and
his colleague has pointed out that it was abso-
lutely necessary for a man to have two votes, and
not the woman.

The SECRETARY FOR Rarnwavs: Well, the
father is the trustee under all our laws,

Mr. TURLEY : It was pointed out by the
hon. member for Kennedy that that might work
out in this way : When a boy got to the age of
eighteen or nineteen years, and did not happen
to believe exactly as his father, there would bhe
a row, because, in that case, if the father exer-
cises the vote, which the hon. gentleman tells us
belongs to these children, he is using it against
their interest. Is that acting as trustee for the
children? The hon. gentleman says further on
page 1336—

The plural vote is centred in and around the metro-
polis, with the result that the mectropolis rules the
whole of the colony, and rules it very badly at times.
The hon. gentleman is now seeking as hard as
he can to disfranchise the Western workers,
because they have returned men to this House
opposed to the Government. That is the aim
and object that the hon. gontleman has in view.
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He wants to disfranchise the Western workers,
because they have been able to secure a majority
of support from the Gulf down to the borders of
the hon. gentleman’s own electorate.

The SECRETARY FOR Rainways: They have
not got the Balonne yet.

Mr. TURLEY : No, but they have all the
rest. They have returned men to the Federal
Parliament, who were of the same way of
thinking. The hon. gentleman further said on
the same subject—

I am advocating what I believe to be right. It would

be no injustice to the country; the people of the
colony would not sufter by it, but would, I believe, be
great gainers by coming into line with what is the
practice throughout the civilised world.
Can the hon. gentleman stand up and say that
this is the practice of the civilised world—that
this joke ‘of a thing that we have had put before
us as an Klections Bill, with the object of de-
liberating upon it—can the hon. gentleman say
that this is the practice of the civilised world
or anything of the sort? The hon. gentlemen
searched round until they came to a little place
called Belgium, where they have a backward elec-
toral law, and he says every schoolboy knows all
about it. If every schoolboy knows about this
business, then has he no right when he grows up
1o eighteen or nineteen years of age to interfere
with his father as to the way in which he uses
the two votes, one of which the hon. gentleman
has said is a flesh and blood vote ? If because
a man owns flesh and blood he is to have a cer-
tain number of votes, that brings it back to the
argument of the hon, member for Ipswich, who
said that if people consumed dutiable goods,
they should have a vote. Why, a horse con-
sumed dutiable goods, and would you give the
man who owns a horse a vote, because that horse
consumes dutiable goods? We do not want
arguments of that kind in a place of this sort.

Mr. BARBER: A vote for kanakas?

Mr. TURLEY : If we are going to give this
vote to the owners of flesh and blood, why not
give it all round ? How many votes would men
who own numbers of kanalkas then have? How
many votes would the Secretary for Agriculture
have in that case?

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICTLTURE: What
about the votes for the Trades Hall ?

Mr. TURLEY: The hon. gentleman won’t
get any votes from the Trades Hall ; the people
there know his colour too well,

. The SECBETA.RY ¥OR AGRICULTURE : If T put
in a few advertisements there, I would get them,

Mr. TURLEY : Even then I don’t believe
the hon. gentleman would get one vote, or half
a vote. During the federal eclections a number
of Government candidates came along to the
Trades Hall and put in a number of long adver-
tisements ;: but they got the opposition of the
Worker, and as a result they did not get one
solitary Labour vote. They went down with a
resounding thud. That is the sort of vote the
hon. gentleman can expect from that source.
‘When the Elections Bill was introduced in 1897
I find, on page 222, vol. lxxvii. of Hansard, that
the Secretary for Railways then said—

I have always been opposed to plural voting.and I
am not going hack upon the stand I have taken in
former times. I submit that the principle is unjusti-
fiable.

And now the hon. gentleman is a strong sup-
porter of plural voting !

Mr., McMasTER: Why did you turn your
back on Glassey?

Mr. TURLEY : I do not know why the
hon. member should be solicitous about Mr.
Glassey just now. I remember when hon. mem-
bers on the other side blackguarded Mr. Glassey,
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called him a thief and a robber, and said he had
done everything he could to burst up happy
homes in (ueensland—to burst up the good
feeling which existed in the colony. Such
charges have been hurled against Mr. Glassey
by members on the Government side. I do not
wish to be drawn off the track.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: You have
never been con it, (Laughter.)

Myr. TURLEY : I thought I was speaking
about the principle of elections.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: You are
talking about the ghosts of the pust,

Mr. TURLEY : Yes. I want them brought
up in order to compare them with the remarks
and the votes given by hon. gentlemen opposite.
Then on the same page the Secretary for Rail-
ways further sald—

Women are just as much entitled to the {ranchise as
men, and would cast their votes just as intelligently.
Women’s franchise in the southern colonies has proved
no danger whatever. On the contrary, it has proved
quite conservative, and it has put out two or three
Labour members at by-elections in South Australia.

Then the hon. gentleman assumed the position
of a prophet. He said—

If we have federation we shall certainly have a modi-
fication of the franchise, and it will be based on the
abolition of the plural vote. Let hon. members make
up their minds to that. If you are going to have it in
the near future, you may as well have it now. There-
tore, I shall vote against the ameudment.

That was the amendment moved by the leader
of the then Government on the Bill which was
introduced by Mr. Glassey.

The SECRETARY POR RAILways: Did not that
show good sound sense ?

Mr. TURLEY : Yes, and I am surprised at
the hon. gentleman going back on that good
sound sense and supporting a principle which
he said was unjustifiable.

The SECRETARY ¥OR RaTlLwavys: He is getting
more radical, and that is what you don’t like.

Mr. TURLEY : The hon. gentleman is not
getting more vadical, He is getting more hide-
bound to conservatism, as the other members of
the Government are. There is an old saying
that you must judge a man by the company he
keeps, and judging by the company the hon.
gentleman has got into, he has had togo back on
the principles of a lifetime, and swallow what
has been put before him by his colleagues in the
Minisiry.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE : Something
like the Trades Hall.

Mr. TURLEY : The hon. member does not
seem to like the Trades Hall, but the Trades
Hall has nothing to do with this Bill. I can say
that the Trades Hall would be ashamed to
introduce a Bill Like this, with all its faults,
But hon. gentlemen opposite are not ashamed
to introduce such legislation as a political joke,
and tell us that this 1s the sort of legislation that
the people of this State have demanded. The
hon. gentleman who introduced this Billevidently
before has not believed in the principle. He
says in 1894—Hansard, pages 726-T—that he
does not believe in one man vne vote as it means
one vote one value, and would throw all the
power into the towns. He expresses the hope
that the electors will think well before they send
members in pledged to one man one vore, and
goes on to say that he was not altogether in
favour of the property vote. Then be says—

1 do say that there should be a distinet line drawn
hetween those who have a stake in the country and
those who have not. 1 believe there can he fouud
a solution for that, not by mere tinkering of the
electoral laws, but by a comprehensive measure which,
by judicious compromise, would arrive at a satisfactory
conclusion, and not by giving the idle and undesirable
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members of society the same political power as men
who have served their country for thirty or forty years
with honour and distinction. That would be a grosser
anomaly than the one which exists at the present time.”

He stated at that time that he was not opposed
to women suffrage, but he voted against the
Flections Bill which was before the House, and
then afterwards he introduced & one man one vote
Bill which he had previously declared would
practically be the curse of the country. Now he
has departed -even from that priuciple, and has
introduced a thing like this. I do not know what
you can call it. I understood there was no
business meant by it, that it was brought in as
something for the Secretary for Agriculture to
talk about on Thursday afternoon. But it seems
now that the hon. gentlemen opposite mean
business. The antics of hon. gentlemen, in cn-
nection with this remind me of that quotation
from Shakespeare—

Man, proud man, dressed in a little brief anthority,
most ignorant of what he's most assured—his glassey
-essence—like an angry ape plays snch fantastic tricks
before high Ieaven as make the angels weep.

And there is no doubt that that is what
we are getting from hon. gentlemen opposite.
The Hon, the Secretary for Agriculture, the
Secretary for Railways, the Home Secretary,
are all vractically in that position, when
we take into consideration the attitude they
adopted wvreviously in connection with this
question of elections. I think I may as well
state the reasons why I am against the system
which has been promulgated and put before
the House in this Bill. T am against it practi-
cally for eight reasons. The first is qualifi-
cation ; the second, residence; the third—what
the leader of this party ¢alls ‘“the tandem
vote,” and which hon. gentlemen call * the
farily vote ”—at anyrate, the plural vote; the
system of registration ; the attestation of declara-
tions—the declaration system altogether; the
abolition  of plumping; the objections to
clause 39 ; and the temporary provisions that
are included in the Bill "at the end. I
will deal first with this so-called
[9-80 p.m.] family vote—this plural vote. The
Secretary for Agriculture is always
pointing out what has been done before I know
that the hon. gentleman used to point out that a
Ho-Hang-Ho, or somebody who lived some time
ago—TI forget exactly the name the hon. gentle-
man used to give it, but hon. members can find
it in Hansard.
. 'l;lhe SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: A Labour
eader.

Mr. TURLEY : This individual promulgated
doctrines some years ago which have been taken
up by the Labour party, according to the hon.
gentleman, and they were bringing them in now
as fresh doctrines, which they asked the people
of this country to take up. Now, what is this
systemn that they propose to introduce in this
Bili? There have been quite a number of forms
of worship ; but there has been nothing se
degrading to the human race as Phallic worship,
which is practically proposed in this Bill. In
old times they used to worship the symbol of
fecundity, and in this Bill it is practically laid
down that it is not intelligeuce, it is not
manh-od, which will entitle a man to have two
votes. It is proposed to give him an extra vote
for fecundity. He must be the parent of two
children or he cannot have two votes, The Bill
proposed that the people of QQueensland should
how down and wership this symbol of fecundity,
and the reward offered to them is that they shall
have two votes. If they are not prepared to
exercise their abilities in this direction they are
only to have one vote. Therefore, I think hon.
members will agree with me that it is reintro-
ducing the system of Phallic worship.
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Mr. BeLn: Why stop at two votes?

Mr. TURLEY : That is the question I was
going to ask. Why not give a dozen if 2 man is
entitled to them ?

The SECRETARY
amendment.

Mr. TURLEY : I am not going to move an
amendment. I am against the whole concern—
lock, stock, and barrel. I always understood
that hon. gentlemen opposite were worshippers
at the shrine of Venus ; but I now find they are
worshippers at the shrine of Bacchus. I know
they have read of the orgies that used to go on
at the Feast of Bacchus in Greece and Rome.
They know perfectly well that this worship was
first brought from Egypt, and this symbol of
fecundity wa< the object of their worship.
That worship is embodied in this Bill, which
says that a man, according to his powers of
fecundity—at any rate, so far as two children
are concerned—shall be given a reward in the
shape of one vote. If this principle is carried
to its logical conclusion, we shall have the hon.
member for Nundah exercising something like
seven or eight votes, while the hon, member for
Dalby will only have one vote. I ask hon.
members, who know the difference in ability
between the two hon., members, which should
have the larger number of votes? The Bill pro-
poses to reintroduce this old system of worship
which had to be put down everywhere by
law. As I have introduced the question, [
shall read what is known of it. I remember
the Secretary for Agriculture on one cccasion
saying that, if we extended the franchise to
women, we were endeavouring to alter a natural
law that had been laid down even in the pro-
tozoa in the beginnieg of the world. We are
nos now going back as far as that. ‘Lem-
priere’s Classical Dictionary,” page 579, tells us
what this system was. It was instituted in the
old mythological times, apparently, of Osiris and
Isis in the Egyptian mythology. ILempriere
says that in fellowing this worship they had a
regular system. Intheir worship of this symbol
of fecundity they carried it to a greater extent
than hon. gentlemen opposite are prepared to
do, and were evidently prepared to offer a
greater reward-—whether in this world or in the
world to come. Xon. gentlemen opposite pro-
pose to offer a reward in this world. Lempriere
says—

Its representative. called phaflus, was made with
wood, and carried during the sacred festivals which
were instituted in honour of Osiris. The people held it
in the greatest veneration: it was looked upon as an
emblem of fecundity, and the mention of it among the
ancients never conveyed any impure thought or lasci-
vious reflection. The festivals of the phal/lus were
initiated by the Greeks, and introdnced into Turope by
the Athenians. who made the procession of the phallvs
part of the celebration of the Dionysia of the god of
wine. Those that carried the pheallrs, at the end of a
long pole. were called phalloslori. They generally ap-
peared among the Greeks, besmeared with the dregs of
wine, covered with skins of Jambs and wearing on their
heads a erown of ivy.

We know that this system was taken from Greece
and carried on in the Bacchanalian festivities
in Rome, being introduced there by a Dionysius,
who professed to have brought the system from
India, where he bad been on an exploring trip,
or semething of the sort. When I read this, I
pictured to myself a modern Dionysius in the
person of the Home Secretary dancing round,
and I take it that the Secretary for Railways
would be able to carry the phallus most success-
fully, and dance jovously along behind the Home
Secretary. Then, behind him, the Secretary for
Agriculture could be dressed up in a number of
skins of knokaburra, laughing at everything that
was going on, and enjoying himself immensely,

¥OR AGRICTLTURE: Move an

! with a wreath of ivy round his head to show that
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he was a firm believer in the system of worship
that was being promulgated” by the Home
Secretary.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICELTURE : You seem
to be the apostle of the Phallic system of
worship.

Mr. TURLEY : The hon. gentleman would
be quite prepared to do it, Fancy the hon.
gentleman and his colleagues dancing round in
thegrass in Victoria Park carrying on the system
of worship that was carried on in ancient Greece
and Rome. I would like to point out, getting
away from that point

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS : Tell us about
the landing of Captain Cook.

Mr. TURLEY : T always understood that the
schoolboy knew about the landing of Captain
Cook. Now the hon, gentleman is professing his
ignorance—he knows nothing of the landing of
Captain Cook. There is a good library here, and
if the hon. geatleman reads the books relating to
the master he will e better acquainted with the
conditions existing at that time. I think it is
admitted as a biological fact that as the brain of
man increages—as 1t is put to greater use—so does
the power of fecnndity tend to diminish all the
time. I think that is laid down, not by persons
who know nothing of the subject, but by persons
held to be amongst the greatest thinkers in the
English-speaking world.

Mr. BELL : What about Gladstone ?

Mr. TURLEY: I am not giving single in-
stances. I might givea score of eminent men in
every walk of life who have been sterile. T was
not giving iudividual instanees ; I was going on
the opinion of the greatest of Knglish thinkers.
T don’t _know whether the hon. gentleman is
prepared to refute them or not. He may be. I
have here Marshall’s ** Principles of Economics.”
I suppose the hon. gentieman will admit that
Professor Marshall is one of the highest expo-
nents of political economy existing.

Mr, BerL: He is a very good University
professor. He is nothing exceptional—hs is a
good man.

Mr. TURLEY : He is supposed to be one of
the best authorities on political economy in
England to-day. He says, on page 233—

Reference has already been made to the influence of
the age of marriage on fecundity. Yeople whose lives
involve mueh nental strain otten marry late : and this
by itself would tend to diminish their families.  But,
farther, there can be no doubt that feenndity is dimin-
ished by any great nervous strain. Mr. Galton has
indeed proved that those who do high mental work are
not as a class prolific.

I think the dictum of Mr. Galton may be taken
as that of as good an authority as can be got on
this question,

Mr. BrLL: You cannot settle a subject like
that in a sentence.

Mr. TURLEY : I am not doing that. If we
were arguing on the right or wrong of this ques-
tion——

Mr. BeLL: The data on this subject are very
incomplete indeed.

Mr. TURLEY : I am satisfied of that; but
does the hon. gentleman say that because that is
so the Government should introduce a Bill like
this which provides that two votes should be
given to the person least intellectual according
to what is laid down as the result of biological
research—which the hon. gentleman is not pre-
pared to come forward and refute. Here is a
gentleman who, it was said the other night, if
he was in Queensland, would be considered fit
%o have one vote; while a man who bad got
married and whose wife had two children—and
perhaps kept him by working at the washtub—
would have two votes. Herbert Spencer is
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reckoned as one of the greatest thinkers in the
English-speaking world, though he is over eighty
years of age.

The SECRETARY ¥OR AGRICULTURE : That is

o,

Mr. TURLEY : T am glad the hon. gentle-
man admits something. But when he comes to
the facts which Spencer lays down the hon.
gentleman is prepared to get behind the jest of a
thing like this, called an Elections Bill, and say
that, though most intellectual men are often
sterile, the fact remains that the Government
are prepared to prevent those persons from
having the full rights of citizenship. Spencer
lays it down, on page 502—

Already the brain of the civilised man islarger by

nearly 30 per cent. than the brain of the savage.
Already, too, it presents an increased heterogenity—
especially in the distribution of its convolutions. And
further changes like these which have taken place
under the discipline of eivilised life, we infer, will con-
tinue to take place. Buteverywhere and always evolu-
tion is antagonistic to proereative dissolution. Whether
it he in greater growth of the organs which subserve
self-maintenancs, whether it be in their added com-
plexity of structure, or whether it be in their higher
activity, the abstraciion of the required materials
implies a dim nished reserve of materials for race-
maintenance.
T ask is the Secretary for Agriculture—-is the
hon. member for Dalby—urepared to come for-
ward and prove that Herbert Spencer and
Galton and some of the greatest thinkers of the
age are wrong in the posicion they maintain ?

T'he SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: There is
a great deal that Spencer says which won’t sup-
port the attitude of your party.

Mr. TURLEY : Yes; but if the hon. gentle-
man will take the works of Spencer—Ilet him
read ¢ The Man versus the State” and see
whether there is not a great deal said in that
which is opposed to the principles of the hon.
gantlerman and his friends.  Fven in his *“Study
of Sociology” the hon. gentleman can get a great
deal that 1s opposed to the principles he advo-
cates, and daerded'y opposed to the princip'e—
which is laid down as being a good principle
underlying this Bill, that is the principle of two
votes based on the power of fecundity of the
male.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICUCLITRE : Rubbish !

Mr., TURLEY : I agree that it is rubbish,
and I am surprised at it being brought forward
for consideration. Though the bon. gentleman
says ‘‘rubbish” he stands behind bis colleague
aud is prepared to go back on the expressed
principles of a lifetime with the object of saving
the position as far as the Government are con-
cerned. The hon. member for Dalby interjected
that vou could get a very large number of persons
who were fathers of families who had taken an
active part and made their way in certain walks
of life. I to!d him then that I conld give him
the names of some of the greatest thinkers in all
the walks of life who had died childless, or who
had been sterile. The Hon. the Minister for
Agriculture would tell us that John Stuars
Mill has laid the basis of all things, who has laid
down the principles of political economy, and
yet John Stuart Mill if he were in Queensland
would only be allowed one vote.

Mr. BELL: Would you blame John Stuart
Mill under those circumstances ?

Mr. TURLEY: I will not say who is to

blame.
Mr. Berr: Would you blame John Stuart

S

S Ml Y

Mr, TURLEY : Who would the hon. gentle-
man blame? Would he blame nature? Is the
hon. gentleman prepared, in spite of his legal
training, to say that though a man is not guilty
he is deserving of punishment? John Stuart
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Mill, though married, had no family, and if he
were in Queensland he would be denied a second
vote.

Mr. BELL : John Stuart Mill, in the House of
Commons, was of less importance than youarein
this House. (Laughter.)

Mr. TURLEY : That may be true, but at the
same time we often have the opinion of John
Stuart Mill thrown across to members on this
side of the House when they are debating a
question of public interest. He has heen quoted
here again and again to show that he did not
believe in the principles that we are advocating.
I am not going to say what position he got in the
House of Commons. I know very well that it is
not every great man who has made a position in
the House of Commons, but I suppose the hon.
gentleman will admit that Pitt made his name
fele and his weight felt in the House of Com-
mons. [ suppose the hon. gentleman will admis
that, and yet Pitt did not leave any descendants
behind him. That man, notwithstanding his
astounding ability, if he were in Queensland,
the huge, gigantic intellect of hon. gentlemen
opposite would refuse him the full rights of citi-

zenship.
Mr. Bern: Why Pitt did not attempt to
qualify. (Laughter.)

Mr. TURLEY: That does not make any
difference. I am pointing out that whether he
attempted to qualify or not he was supposed to
follow in and joinin the usual Bacchanalian feast,
upheld in this system of Phallic worship that
the hon. geatleman would force uponthis country.
He was a man of great ability and of greas
atsainments, and if he were in Queensland he
would not be eutitled to the full rlghts of citizen-
ship, which the Government would give to any
one who happened to be the father of two chil-
dren in Queensland.  The late T. J. Byrnes the
hon. member for Dalby has described as a
gentleman who led them ; but if that gentleman
were here to-day he would be put down beneath
a naturalised Chinaman or kanaks, if either of
the latter happened t» have two children. Is the
hon.qgentleman prepared to take up that posi-
tion ?

Mr. BELL : He would not object to it either.

Mr. TURLEY : I think he would. Dues the
hon. gentlemau say that be himself is prepared
to be put down, so far as his civil rights are
concerned, below the level of a mnaturalised
Chinaman or kanaka? If the disability would
apply to the late Hon. T..J. Byrnes, supposing
he were here, it would apply equally to the hon.
member, because he had not attempted to qualify
in Queensiand for a full vote. That bemng so,
this Bill woald put the hon. member beneath
the naturalised Chinaman or kanaka. I do not
believe the hon. gentleman would allow that
to occur. I believe the hon. gentleman would
be a long way above that, and I am surpri~ed
to hear him admit that practically that is
the position that he ought to occupy here as
a citizen. A very large number of eminent
public men would be in that position. The
Harl of Beaconstield was another man., He was
a married mav, but whether he attempted to
qualify or not, he would not under this Bill
be euntitled to the full franchise. Under this
Bull if the hon. member got married, there would
be nothing to prevent him attempting to become
qualified, but how would anyone be supposed to
know whether a man attempted to qualify or
not ?

Mr. BrrL: I would object to yon saddling me
with the blame, if I failed. (Laughter,)

Mr. TURLEY : I am pointing out that we
would have no notice of the hon, gentleman
attempting to qualify. I am opposed to the Bill
because it would inflict a punishiment upon a
man for something that he was not responsible
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for. The hon, gentleman is surely not prepared
to lay down a system of justice in Queensland
based on anything like that. I would like to
point out, for the benefit of the Minister for
Railways, the case of the late Charles Stewart
Parnell. He was one of the greatest men from
the hon. gentleman’s country—a man who did
more in Eagland for his country than almost any
man of this century. He was a man who was
believed, so far as intellectual ability and parlia-
mentary practice were concerned, to be almost
the equal of the late Right Hon. W. . Glad-
stone.

Mr. Forsyra : Oh, oh!

Mr. TURLEY: Yes. It has been admitted
that there were very few men of his ability as an
organiser standing on the floor of the House of
Commons, and yet that man would not get two
votes in Queensland.

Mr. BErLn : I thought his fall was because he
was t0o anxious to qualify.

Mr. TURLEY : He could not gualify under
this Bill. It wust be two children born in
wedlock ; and if the hon. gentleman happens to
have half-a-dozen knocking around in Queens-
land at the present time, 1 would like to point
out that it would not qualify him under this
Bill. (Laughter.) I do not know how far
the hon. gentleman may be gualified, but I
would like to point out that so far as this
Bill is concerned he cannot get a qualification of
that description. I am surprised that here we
have gentlemen cowposivg a Government who
recognising, as they must, that large numbers of
men who practically take the foremost rank in
all the walks of life do not see that they are men
who would never or who never were qualified to
obtain two votes if they existed in Queensland.
There is another man, a man often referred to
as a captain of indusiry, an empire builder—
Cecil Rhodes, of South Africa, a gentleman
whom the hon. gentlemen opposite would bow
down and worship if he were only in the country
here. They have pointed out that practically
he has been the man who has built up South
Africa, who by his indomitable courage, his
energy, his ability, and his intellectual grasp,
has built up almost an empire in the southern
hemisphere. That man has been termed by hon.
members on the other side as an empire builder.

The SECRETARY FOR RATLWAYS: Au empire
wrecker.

Mr. TURLEY : I will express no opinion on

that, I will take the hon. member’s

[16p.m.] word for it. But I would like to

point out that if this gentleman
came to Queensland, hon. gentlemen opposite
would put him on the same level as a naturalised
kanaka who happens to have a wife and two
children. What a splendid position they would
place him in! Isitany wonder that Queensland,
in 2 matter like this, stands forth throughout
Australia as a State that is hardly worth taking
any notice of—when they see hon. gentlemen
opposite are prepared in cold blood to bring in
such legislation ? This Bill has made Queensland
the laughing-stock of the whole of she States
in the Commonwealth. and of a State outside
the Commonwealth. What T am now going to
state I have stated on a public platform more than
once—that is, that there is no State in the whole
group where, if such things were done by the
men in power as have been done by hon. gentle-
men opposite, the responsible men there could
hold their positions for twenty-four hours. I
believe that if the Government of any other
State, or of New Zealand, attempted to force
legislation like this on the people they would not
be able to hold office for twenty-four hours. They
would be ashamed to propose such legislation.
And even althonugh they were not ashamed to do
it, as soon as the electors got an opportunity of
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expressing their opinions, they would pretty soon
be thrown out of their positions. They would
have no difficulty in doing that. T was not going
to give the whole of the names I wished to refer
to, but I think T might as well, if only for the
purpose of filling up Hansard. There is John
Brigbt, the Right Hon. Henry Fawcett, Professor
Jewett, Cardinal Manning, Cardinal Newman,
General Gordon, Macauley, Palmerston, Beacons-
field, Pitt, John Stuart Mill, Tyndall, Carlyle,
Ruskin, Parnell, Cecil Rhodes, and T. J.
Byrnes.

An HonouraBLe MEMBER: And the hon.
member for Dalby.

Mr. TURLEY: But the hon. member for
Dalby is not qualified.

Mr. BELL: Neither is Cecil Rhodes.
if this Bill passes. (Laughter.)

Mr. TURLEY : The hon. member evidently
thinks the reward of an extra vote will be a
sufficient inducement for him to get qualified.
If we are going to go in for Phallic worship,
why not carry the matter to its logical conclu-
sion, and give every man who possesses the
power of fecundity in the form of creating
children a proportionate reward.

Mr. Bern: Phallic worship was carried to
excess in Rome and Greece.

Mr. TURLEY : Yes. It eventually had to
be put down by law there.

Mr. BrLL: That is no indication of national
decay.

Mr. TURLEY : I did not say it was. But I
say that it is a system we do not want in Queens-
land. TIs the hon. gentleman prepared to take
up the position of high priest instead of the
Home Secretary, dancing round in Victoria
Park or some particular place on the Downs?
(Laughter.) I think the hon. member for Dalby
would decline to be bound with ivy wreaths, and
to follow some old scullion carrying a phallus at
the end of a long pole, as evidence of this Phallic
worship.

Mr. BerLn: With our small population we
might do worse. (Laughter).

Mr. TURLEY : Perhaps that is the reason
why this Biil has been introduced by the Govern-
ment. They may have been stirred up by the
hon. member for Dalby, who probably has seen
the advantages of this system of worship, with
a view to increasing the population. (Laughter.)
The hon. member for Dalby thinks the reward
offered is sufficient for him to try and make him-
self gualified. But why not give all persons the
full reward? The Government have always
pointed out that rewards should be commensu-
rate with success. If that is so, why not give
the full reward to the hon. member for Cam-
booya? I understand he hasa very large family.
He should have one vote for himself and another
vote for every two of his children ; and inthat case
he will be able to go round and exercise fourteen
or fifteen votes. And yet the hon. mewmber for
Dalby could exercise only one vote. (Laugh-
ter.) See the openings this will give! It
will give people on polling day an opportu-
nity of wearing different coloured ribbons to
show people their social position. If we go out
to the National Association Show, we see a bull
or an ox ab the top of the tree decorated with a
blue ribbon. Another animal wears the red
ribbon, which conveys that he is only second
class. If this were carried out at election times,
why, the hon. member for Camhooya would be
decorated with a purple ribbon—(laughter)—as
evidence that he is entitled to record fourteen or
fifteen votes. Then another member who would
be entitled to record ten or twelve votes, might
wear a red ribbon, and so on. Talk about a
show day, why, it would not hold a candle to an
election day under these conditions! And say

I may
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the Minister for Agriculture came along—well,
he would probably be decorated with a yellow
sash, as an evidence of his standing as a citizen,
and as evidence of how many votes he is able to
record. (Laughter.) Aund if the hon. member for
Dalby came along, of course he would be clothed
in the traditional pure white. (Renewedlaughter.)
1t would be an evidence at any rate that he
was entitled to cast one vote, and have one say
in the government of the couuntry. I do not
know why the power of fecundity should be the
only test for a person to have a say in the
government of his country. Why should we not
say that if a man has red hair he shall have two
votes, or if he is bald-headed—possibly I would
geb another vote on that account? I do not
know that there is any special reason why the
power of fecundity should be selected. Why not
take a man who is good at cricket or football, or
a man why can run 100 yards in so many seconds,
or say that if a man is over 5 feet 6 inches in
height he shall have two votes, whilst if he is
less than 5 feet 6 inches in height he shall only
have one vote? All those reasons are just as
logical, just as sensible, as the one that has been
proposed by the Government in this Bill,

Mr. AIREY : A stud vote,

Mr. TURLEY : This is not a reward for
maintenance. This is not a reward for a man
being trustee for so-and-so. We have it on the
word of the Secretary for Agriculture that if this
Bill passes the divorce courts are going to be
thronged with suitors—that people are going to
be divorced because of their family altars being
wrecked, and all this sort of thing. If that is so,
then we may have a case like this: A man gets
married, and has two or three children, or what-
everit may be. By and by, through the franchise
which the hon. gentleman said would be respon-
sible for bringing about this state of affairs, we
shall have the divorce court thronged, and this
woman goes there. Tnmany cases the woman will
be given the charge of the children. Now, if she
marries again, if the man she marries again is
prepared to undertake the responsibility of bring-
ing up those children, he is certainly the one who
should be entitled fo the second vote. But,
instead of that, the man who has got free—the
man who is divorced—will have two votes for the
rest of his natural life, while the man who accepts
the responsibility will be tied down to one vote.
The thing is monstrous. I have pointed out
that this is no inducement to population, because
a man only gets two votes even if he has a dozen
youngsters. But it may have this effect: we
know very well that if we take up a newspaper
we see all sorts of advertisements—‘‘People who
do not want families, call on Dr. So-and-s0” ; or
* Cut out this, place it in an envelope, and for-
ward it to Dr, So-and-so, and you will get infor-
mation that will enable you to do anything you
like.” If this Bill is brought in with the object
of increasing population, it may prove to have
the very opposite effect. We are told by hon.
gentlemen nn the other side that a man does
not struggle when there is no prospect of any
further reward. They say that while thereis a
prospect of reward men will fight and struggle
against Nature. But when a man has two
children he will have proved that heis entitled
to the full rights of citizenship, and there
is nothing more for him to struggle for. There
is no reason why he shonld have any more
children. Then why should he have a bigger
family ? Instead of the Bill being an induce-
ment t0 people to go in for procreation and to
have large families, I submit that it will have the
opposite effect. The hon. gentleman, by inter-
jection, just now asked me what about France?
I am not sure, but I think it was during the
Napoleonic wars that they instituted a system in
France as an inducement to people to have large
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families, Not only was the State prepared to
take the families off their hands—to educate
them and look after them—but they relieved the
fashers of large families from paying any taxa-
tion. That was a bigger inducement than giving
them an extra vote. Since that time they have
established a system there in which all children
are taken without any question asked, and they
are brought up by the State, which acts as a
foster-mother ; and people who have slipped, or
fallen, or who do not want their children, are
relieved of all responsibility by the State. But,
in addition to that, a few months since the same
question came up again in France, An agitation
was got up, and it was asked why, with the
population going back in comparison with the
surrounding nations, the same old system shonld
not be introduced ?  'Why the man, with his wife,
who was responsible for having a large family,
should not be relieved from the whole taxation
of the country? I do not know whether the
hon. member for Dalby is prepared to introduce
an amendment, if the Bill happens to get into
committee, providing that every man who has
two or three children shall be relieved of taxa-
tion, as an incentive to him to do everything he
possibly can to increase the population.

Mr., McMasTER: Will you support that if it
is moved ?

Mr. TURLEY : Me? T think it is rather an
absurd question to ask me, but I am not afraid
to give the hon., member an answer, Iam totally
opposed to any system of plural voting, and that
would be a system of plural voting. There is
another thing : There is a clause in the Bill which
provides that any person can enter an objection
against my name being ontheroll. Supposingan
objection is entered against my having two votes,
I must appear either personally or by an agent;
and, if an agent appears for me, he must be com-
petent to depose to the fact from his own know-
ledge that I am entitled to have two votes. Can
anything be more ridiculous than that? Could
you possibly get a man who would be prepared
to go to a registration court and depose that, of
his own knowledge, another man was the father
of two children ?  The more one looks into it the
more absurd it appears. I do not believe you
could get a solitary individual in the whole of
Queensland to depose to a thing of that sort of
his own knowledge. I am opposed to this Bill
for another reason—and it is a thing that, as a
rule, I like to keep ont of politics. I do not
believe in introducing anything of a sectarian
nature unless I cannot possibly help it.
I am opposed to any system that will penalise
one portion of the community because of their
religious belief. I decline to be a party to voting
for the second reading of a Bill which says to
the ministers of one denomination, *‘ Because of
the view you take in connection with your re-
ligion you are not fit to exercise the right of
citizenship.” I decline to be a party at any
time to penalise any man because of hisreligious
belief. If hon. gentlemen on the other side are
prepared to do that let them get up and say so.
I know there are a number of men who are minis-
ters of relizion who are just as much entitled from
their manhood, from their ability, to express
an opinion, and from the fact that they are
connected with large numbers of other people ;
and I contend that they are as much
entitled to the full rights of citizenship as the
ministers belonging to any other denomination.
‘What sort of a system is it under which the
pastors and leaders of a large number of people
are to be put into a position in which they will
not be able to exercise the full rights of citizen-
ship? What have we heard of in connection
with the country the Minister for Railways comes
from? Men have made their reputations there
fighting for equal political rights independent of
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religious feeling altogether. We know men
whose names have come down in history, whose
names are household words to-day, not only with
the hon. gentleman’s fellow-countrymen but
with all Erglish-speaking people—a great part
of whose lives were taken up in fighting for
something which meant that a man should not
be penalised because of his religious belief ; and
1 decline to be a party to penalise a man, as this
Bill does, because of that particular reason.

The SECRETARY FOR RaILwaYs: That’s all
right.

ng. TURLEY : I am not troubling about the
hon. gentleman’s opinion. I take my stand asa
man who believes that a man should not be
penalised for his religious belief. If the hon.
gentleman believes that there should be insti-
tuted in Queensland a system like that which
was once in existence in the country he came
from—which was burst up by the efforts of
Daniel O’Connell when he won the Clare election
in 1829, when he pointed out to the English
House of Commons that something had to be
done to remove existing disabilities—if the hon.
gentleman is ia favour of establishing a system
Jike that in Queensland, I leave it to him
to do so, but I will never be a party to
doing arything of the sort, no matter what the
denomination may be.

The SEORETARY FOR RAILWAYS: You cannot
fool the people with those professions.

Mr. TURLEY : I am giving my own opinions.

The SECRETARY ¥OR RAILwayvs: Everybody
knows what you are trying to do.

Mr. TURLEY : I amn standing here because
I take exception to the Bill. I will take excep-
tion tu it on every platform I have a chance of
getting on between now and the time of the
election. I am not bidding for the Catholic vote,
if that is what the houn. gentleman means.

Mr, BerL : You are doing your best.

Mr. TURLEY : I am taking my stand against
the Bill us a man who believes that in no case
should a man be penalised on account of his
religious belief. If hon. gentlemen on the other
side believe there should be a system of that sort
instituted in Queewnsland they are welcome to
their belief ; but they will never be able to say
that they got any assistance from me, and I
believe they will never be able to say they got
any assistance from any member of this party in
bringing about such a system.

MEMBERS of the Opposition: Hear, hear!

Mr. TURLEY : I now come to the qualifica-
tions. I do not believe in the qualifications, I
believe in one qualification, and one only.

MEeMBERS of the Opposition: Hear, hear!

Mr. TURLEY : I am speaking on the ground
occupied by the Home Secretary in 1899, when
he wanted to know why it was that he had to
introduce a Bill like this. I contend that resi-
dence should be the only qualification to enable
a person to obtain the tranchise in Queensland.
1 have given the hon. gentleman’s reasons at
that time, but T would like to point out that in
this Bill there are four qualifications. Then
there is voting by post, which will practically
enable the person who possesses the qualification
to vote, as the hon. gentleman says, in whatever
part of the Commonwealth he may be at the
time of the election. I don’t believe in giving
the property vote that hold which it will have
under this Bill—which will be a greater hold
even than it has now. The Home Secretary, in
introducing the Bill in 1899, said this, as will be
found in Hunsard, page 846—

However, we are not here to discuss the different
prineiples upon which members should be elected
to the representative Assemblies of Australasia.
That has practically been settled by the adoption
in five colonies of the Commonwealth Bill. It is
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in deference to the expressed will of the people
in the adoption of that Bill that this measure is
now introduced, in order that Queensland may be
brought into line with the other colonies in regard to
this very important question. I believe it is a fact that
a considerable majority of the members of this As-
sembly were pledged to support the prinecipie of one
man oune vote, and, since it is the coroliary of the
adoption of the Commonwealth Bill, I take it there is
very little doubt as to its passage through this As-
sembly.

Speaking further on the hon. gentleman pointed
out this—

No one has the right to assume that either manhood
suffrage, with one man one vote, or adult suffrage,
with one person one vote, has heen ndopted. The ouly
prineciple we can be certain about as having bheen
adopted in the passing of the Commonwealth Bill is the
prineciple of one man one vote.

Then the hon. gentleman told us why he adopted
the system. On page 847 be said—

It will be argued probably that a man should have a
vote for the electorate in which his interests lis rather
than for the electorate in which he happens to be
residing. I may point out that in New Zealand three
yeats after they adopted the prineiple of one man one
vote, retaining the property qualification, they altered
that qualification to the one contained in this Bill, and
that fact Jargely infinenced me in representing to my
colleagues that it was desirable straizht away to adopt
the principle of residence as the only qualification.
That is the reason why that principle was
adopted in that particular case. There is
another reason why I am opposed to the Bill,
and that is the provision with regard to resi-
dence. We know a few months ago Mr. Justice
Chubb declared that if a man was living in an
electorate, even if he camped under a gum-tree,
that should count as residence. That was the
judgment given in court. This Bill is brought in
with the object of wiping out any such system as
that. Under the residence clauses of this Bill
a man must have a home. Many a man in
Queensland has no home to-day—many a score
of men—in fact we are told by the representa-
tive of the pastoralists in this House that the
nomad vote—the vote of the man who goes
round to look for employment in the Western
districts—is a national curse—that he is the man
responsible for sending members to Parliament
to represent opinions held by members sitting
on this side of the House. Because he does not
believe in the Government that is in power,
because he does not recognise the principles
they advocate are favourable to his in-
terests, he is termed a national curse. Why?
Simply because he exercises the right of citizen-
ship, and this Bill is introduced to say that he
shall not exercise the right of citizenship; to
say that he is not to go tothe ballot-box—the

same as he has done in the past—
[10°30 p.m.] and say, “I am going to vote for a

man who believes in the principles
which I believe, if carried out, will redound to
my benefit and my credit.” For that reason
he is to be penalised by the hon. gentlemen
who believe that they will be able to capture
these Western electorates if they are only
able to get this Bill through. There is also
the system of registration. It is not one that
will suit any body of men, unless they are
absolutely stationary. Suppose I reside for a
certain time in a place, and by and by fill in a
claim. That is all right. It is put on the
register. Then I bave to carry with me,
for six months, the day and date when I filled
in that claim ; and if I shift from the place
where T filled in that claim, I have to fill in a
declaration to the effect that I certainly did fill
in a claim, that it was certainly for residence,
and that I have been residing in the electorate. I
have to get that witnessed by a magistrate or
someoneelse. The document has to be witnessed
with an absolute knowledge that everything is
absolutely correct, and if the magistrate does not

[20 NovEMEBER.]

Flections Bill. 1967

do that he will probably be put in gaol or
struck off the roll for a couple of years. What
a lovely system of justice that willbe! The hon.
geuntleman knew that they have fully nine-tenths.
of the magistrates under their control. They
know that nine-tenths of the magistracy are
totally opposed to the principles that are held by
this party, and they know that every obstacle is.
put in the way—if they have reasonable ground
to believe that the claimant believes in the
principles of the Opposition party in this House
—with the object of keeping him off the roll. I
have had to go to magistrates in this city—to
whom men have taken claims and they
have only dene half their work. The claims
came into my hands, and T went to those
magistrares and asked them to finish their
work. They then turned round upon wme, and
wanted to know who I was. I told them I
would speak to the Home Secretary, and see
whether they were to be allowed to abuse their
office in this way, and they again asked, *“ Who
are you?’ Isaid, ‘I am the representative of
South Brisbane,” and they immediately said that
it was all right, and proceeded to finish their
work. That is the reason why I say that this is
only another obstacle that is being put in the
way of the people of this colony to prevent
tben from getting their names upon the electoral
rolls. There is another reason why I am
against the Bill, and that is because plumping is
forbidden. I believe in a system of single electo-
rates in the first instance, but when there is
move than one person to be elected for a con-
stituency I deny the right of the Government to
say that any man shall not exercise his franchise
in any way that he thinks proper. This is the
result of the Federal elections. It is because
hon. gentlemen ses that on that occasion three
men were put forward as being favourable to the
prlicy of the Federal Premier, and we asked the
electors to support them. They responded to
that call ; they were loyal to their professions;
they were not prepared, like the hon. gentleman,
to make a Jim Crow of their political prineiples,
and they went to the ballot-box and elected
those three,and Isay that they had as much right
to vote for them as the other side had to vote for
their six candidates.

The SECRETARY FOR Rainways: They did not
vote for you, anyway.

Mr. TURLEY : No, they did not ; T am still
here, if the hon. gentleman wishes to know.
There were three men standing who believed that
black labour was opposed to the best interests of
Queensiand, and they were opposed by a number
of men who were willing to clasp to their bosom
the smellful kanaka or anybody else—in fact
they recognised him as o long lost brother, but
the three men who were for a white Australia
were elected. Is there any iwvjustice or any
recognition of a man’s liberties in requiring that
men should vote not for the member they wish
particularly to have elected, but for the whole
six who were required ?

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS :
have run six men.

Mr. TURLEY : They did not want to run six.
They selected three men, and the very fact of
running three men successfully proves that their
judgment was not in error. The hon. gentleman
ran more than that, and I remember the lovely
cartoon which appeared in the Worker afterwards
—‘“Home they brought their warriors dead.”
(Opposition laughter.)

The SECRETARY roR RAILwAays: Warriors
dead are hetter than warriors that skedaddle.

Mr. TURLEY : Quite so, but the hon.
gentleman does not believe in that, He believes
that ‘“he who fights and runs away may live to

You could
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fight another day.” Thehon. gentleman has run
away from his political opinions for a number of
years, and he does not like it to be known,

The SECRETARY FOR RATLWAYS : Oh, no.

Mr. TURLEY : It is because the hon. gentle-
man is prepared to make a Jim Crow of his
political principles, and among them his oppo-
sition to plural voting, that this Bill is being
introduced at the present time. There is
another reason why 1 am totally opposed to it,
and that is because the temporary provisions are
bad. They will prevent numbers of persons who
are now on the rolls from getting their names on
the new roll. Within a certain time after this
Bill has come into operation, the electoral
registrar will send out notice to these men,
saying, ¢ Your name is on the roll, and we want
you to fill in this claim, and hand it back after
it_has been witnessed by a magistrate or any
other person mentioned in the Bill.» Now, I
know the difficulties. I know there are a
number of justices of the peace who shirk their
duties in this respect, and I have mentioned
a case showing what has transpired within my
own knowledge in this city. I have heard many
hon. members refer to the difficulty of getting
magistrates in fairly thickly populated portions
of the colony to witness claims. If that is
so there, what is the position of men in the
West in this respect—of men who have been
bheld up by hon. members opposite to be the
pioneers of the country—men who have gone
out into the Western country, who have settled
down there, and who have assisted in pro-
ducing wealth from the soil—men who are pros-
pecting on our mineral fields and who have
added something to the wealth of the com-
munity—men who have a hard life—men like
the leader of the Opposition, who have gone
out with a tent and a blanket and a pick
and pan, and who have been the means of
adding to the wealth of this State? If this
Bill becomes law, what possibility will these
men have of being able to comply with the
‘““ temporary provisions” of this measure? I
say that these provisions would be a disgrace to
those pets of hon. members opposite, down in
the South Sea Islands, if they had any system of
elections there. I do not believe that these
people would propnse such things as have been
proposed now by hon. gentlemen opposite under
this farce of a Bill. The idea of hon. gentlemen
opposite may be that there is going to be a
change mwade in the constitution of thiz Par-
liament, for the electors realise how this
State has been governed for a number of
years ; they realise the ’cncxery that has besn
mdulged in ; they recognise the style of legisla-
tion which has been mtroduced which T term
class leglslatlon Task isit nota fact that the
people of this State are waking up and that they
are prepared to say that some change should be
made as far as their interests are concerned?
That 1s the only reason why hon. gentlemen
opposite have come down with a Bill of this
sort, which, in the first instant of its being put
into operation, most undoubtedly will be in the
direction that is required by the hon. mem-
ber for Balonne ; in the direction that is required
by the Minister for Railways, and in the
direction that is required by most hon. members
opposite, who wish to remove what they term
the curse of the nomad vote. They wish to
take away the franchise from numbers of these
men in the Western electorates, Are not these
the reasons why the Government have come
down with this Bill, and why they have asked
hon. members to be so green—or, if not green, to
be so forgetful of their pledges and principles—
as to support this measure, which I term an
abortion? It will give me great pleasure to
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record my vote against the second reading of this
Bill, but if this vote is taken on Friday night, I
shall not be able to record my vote. I have made
an engagement to go to Stanthorpe on Frlda.y and
address a meeting there ; so if this vote is taken
on that night, my name will not appear in the
division list. But if it is taken at any other
time, I shall be very pleased and proud to cast
my vote against the second reading of this Bill.
And even if T will not be able to record my vote,
T shall be pleased to tell some of the constituents
of the Home Secretary the reasons why I think
this farce of a thing has been introduced into this
Chamber.

MEMBERS of the Opposition : Hear, hear !

Mr. McMasteR: I hope you will tell the
truth.

Mr. TURLEY : Yes, I will,

The SECRETARY FOR Ratnways: It will be the
first time, then.

Mr. BARNES (Bulimba): 1 beg to move the
adjournment of the debate.

Question put and passed.

The resumption of the debate was made an
Order of the Day for to-morrow.

LIBRARY COMMITTEE.
MESSAGE FROM THE LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL,

The SPEAKER announced the receipt of a
message from the Legislative Council, intimating
that the Hon. Morehead had been
appointed a member of the Library Committee
in the room of the Hon. Willlam Allan,
deceased.

PRICKLY PEAR BILL.
Messacs rroM THE COUNCIL.

The SPEAKER announced the receipt of a
message from the Legislative Council returning
this Bill with amendments, in which they
invited the concurrence of the ILegislative
Assembly.

On the motion of Mr. BELL (Dalby), it was
ordered that the Council’s amendments be taken
into consideration to-morrow.

The House adjourned at fifty minutes past 10
o’clock.





