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138 Questions,

, 30 SEPTMAUBER, 1904,

The SPEAKER (Hon. A, 2. Cowley,

1 i [ EIPROR BN} Her ‘“‘t)
took the chuir et hali-pass & o’clock.

QUESTIONS,
Lziste Lond 70 COLOURED ALIENS.

Mr. DUNSFORD (Chericrs Towers), for Mr.
Woods, asked thy Secretary for Public Lands—

Has thw Government any intention of introducing
legisiation to prohibit the lcasing of land to Chinese
and other colovirsd alien~ :

The SECRETARY ¥FOR
(Hon. J. 'T. Bell, Dalby) =
question shonld be addresser
tary.

C Digurxnre Porice REsERVE,

e, TURNER (Rockivr.ip
Lesina, asked the Home <ecre

1. HEow meany head of
Durundur Police Reuserve »

2, The ninber belonging to h

2. The awaber balonging

[Mr. J. Leahy.

PUDLIC LANDS
,ﬂ :

LE ON

North), for Mr.

2 are ihere yanring on

nent -
owners t
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Names of the private owners, and number in eack

£ 'H,e number of pr ivately-owned horses running on
the samo reserve, with nawies of persons owning ther ?

The HOME SECRETARY (Hon. P. Airey,
Flinders) replied—

The information is not yet availabic, but it fresh
notice of the quest siven for Tuesday next it will
yrobably he ready by that time.

SUPPLY.
OPENING Oy CONMITTEE.

The SPEAKER, in accordanes with Standing
Order No. 16, read to the House so much of His
Excellency’s Opening Spesch as was addressed
to the Legislative Assembly.

On the motion of the SECRETARY FOR
PUBLIC LANDS, it was resolved that the
House, at its next sitting, would resolve itself
into committee to consider of the Supply to be
granted to His Maj

W

ELECTORAL FRANCHISE BILL.
SECOND READING,

Mr. KERP (Burcoo), who on rising was re-
ceived with * Hear, hears,” zaid : On_rising to
speak on the sec<md reading of the I‘rwncmse
Bill, T think there must be a teeling of satisfac-
tion on the part of the older members of this
House who have been advocating the principles
laid down in the Bill for a number of years,
both inside this Chamber and out of it, to know
that the Government at last are determined
to bring down a Bill giving adult suffrage. I
had not the pleasure of hstenmg to the mover of
the Bill in his introductory speech ; but I have
had the opportunity of reading the speeches of
those who criticised the Bill, and I also had
the opportunity of hearing the bon. member
for Bulloo when speaking on the measure
last night. was greatly struck, when the
hon. member was speaking, by the crocodile
tears that he appeared to shed for his dear
coloured brother, and by the way in which he
metaphorically took them to his hosom, and
pleaded that the aboriginal native and the
nablve», of Asia, Africa, snd other countries, who
are now debarred, should be allowed to have a
vote. [Mr. J. LEany: I said they should be
pui into the same position 28 they are in the
other States. 1 The hon. member supported the
xovernment which brought down the Hlections
Bill of 1900, and in that Bill there iz a clause
which says—

No aboriginal native of Austialia, India, China. or of
the South Seus shall he enteret on the roll, except in
respect of a property qualification.

The hon. member believes in the representation
of property. Speakine on the Electoral Reform
Bill in 3895, he delivered himself in  this
fashion—

also true that

4 wmun who has property in the
has a great stake in it—perhaps & greater stake

wn the wman with a anls —and the whole tendency
l.)f legislation should be in the direction of giving every
man in the State some interest in the Siate accordin;.;
to his properts. 1 think that would be for the benefil
of the colony.

VV’P can quite unde:

wnd the position taken up

by the hon. member when he expresses his
anxiety to see the franchise extended to the

als of this State, The leader of the
Opposition also 1)1e‘wed that «boriginsls should
have & vose.  We can fanev what would be the
result if aburieyi‘vﬂs had a vote in the Bulloo
nrcto’ate, and bhow the managers of stations
would round up the zboriginals to vote for the
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hon. member for Bulloo. (Government laughter.)
They would be rounded up like cattle in a yard,
snd they would record their votes as the
managers dictated. [Mr, J. Leany: T don’s
want them.] The hon. member says he does not
want them, but he pleads very hard to get them
on the roll. He wants to make out that the
present Government in introducing this measure,
and not providing for the giving of votes to
wboriginals, are depriving them of somesthing
they have had previously—{Mr. J. LkaHY:
No. —or depriving them of something to which
they have a right. The hon. member had
an opportunity, when he was a member of
2 Cabinet which introduced a rieasure of elec-
toral reform, to embody that prineciple in the
Bill. and give a vote to aboriginals, But did
he dv s0? Noj; hence these tears! We know
the reason that he has raised this objection. He
has no good or valid reason against this Electoral
Franchise Bill, and he is not prepared to oppose
it ont and out ; but he will endeavour to keep it
from being passed into law as long as he possibly
can, [Mr. J. LEauy: I want to bring it inbo
line with the other States.] The hon. member
is very anxious to bring us into line with the other
States. [Mr. J. LEAHY : It is your proposition. ]
No; it is not.  The hon. member for Bulloo and
the leader of the Opposition professed to be very
anxious that aboriginals, Chinese, and other
coloured aliens should have a vote, but they said
nothing of their white fellow-countrymen being
deprived of a vote because they are inmates of
Dunwich. No, becanse they are of a certain
brand in politics. But they thought that by
giving aboriginals and coloured aliens a vote
they might raise a cry which would get their sup-
port. [Mr. J. LBaHY: You cannot make a man
a citizen, and then deprive him of all a citizen’s
rights.] The hon. member knows very well that
2 large nmnber of the aliens in this State are not
citizens of the State, and cannot be. [Mr.
J. Lrany: Quite so, and they cannot vote.] Only
those who have been naturalised or are holders
of property have been able to claim the fran-
chise. The qualification in this Bill is the widest
possible qualification—it is the qualification of
residence, aqualification that has been advocated
for years in this State and 1n this Chamber, and
a qualification that the people believe in. As
the Premier said last night, the party behind
him are pledged to that qualification, and the
party behind the leader of the Opposition were
pledged to that qualification at the last general
election. There is & unanimity on this question
existing between the various politieal parties in
the State, and it is held that the gualification
for the franchise should be residence and resi-
dence only. Why then cavil at this measure,
and endeavour to show that the Bill is taking
from persons sometbing that they had before,
when we know that a large majority of the
persons referred to are not citizens? The hon.
member endesvoured to impress upon the
House and upon the public that this Bill
will deprive certain people of wrights that
they ought to have, whereas they enjoyed

those rights only by reason of the anti-
quated elections laws we have had in the
past. We have nothing to do with other States

n this matter. When we have quoted New
Zealand we have been told that Queensland is
not New Zealand, and when we have quoted other
States in regard to the attesting of claims and
ether matters in connection with electoral
reform we have been told that we were dealing
with our own State and making laws for our
State, not for other States. Weare now making
a law for our own State. [Mr. J. Leany: And
the reason you give for it 1s that it is the law in
other States.] No, the sole aim and object of
the party behind the Government and the people
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who ave behind the Government is that there
should be only the one qualification of residence.
Mr. J, Leany : That is why L want to get rid of
the restriction.] Thehon. member wanted to show
that he had more sympathy with his coloured
brethren than he had with white men and white
women. Then, again, the hon. member said that
the franchise would not better the condition of the
people. [Mr. J. LEauy : I did not say anything
of the kind.] T made a note of it at the time.
Further on the hon. member said that people
should realise the importance of casting their
votes, that they ought to be able to cast their
votes, and sc forth. I do not hold—T do not
think sany man in this State is fool enough to
hold—that the extension of the franchise is going
to give the children of working men more
clothes, or that it is going to provide them with
more comforts than they enjoy at the present
time: but we do believe that, by the extension
of the franchise, the people of this State will
have a voice in regard to the laws which are
placed on our statute-book. We believe that the
country will be governed for the betterment and
not to the detriment of tha people. We believe
that better laws will be placed on the statute-
book, snd, if the members who are returned to
this House are elected on the popular basis of a
residence qualification, they will at least be able
to say that they have been returned by a
majority of the people of the State, and that the
legislation that is passed will be the carrying
out of the will of the majority of the people.
The hon. member for Bulioo sald it was quite
easy to get on the roll.  'When he was speaking
T interjected about an occurrence in his own
electorate sowe years ago, and which was brought
up in this House at the time—where over fifty
men whose claims were passed by a revision
court sitting at Hulo were prevented from
getting their names on the roll through the court
being shifted, before another court was held,
from Eulo to Thargomindah. Those men, who
had already complied with all the conditions of
the law in regard to their claims, could not get
on the roll unless they made a fresh application,
and the difficulty was in getting the names
attested by a justice of the peace, although
they were still living in the electorate. Itis
quite true, as the hon. member pointed out,
that a newchum who arrives in the State and
settles down in Brisbane, Rockhawpton, Towns-
ville, or some other coastal town, has no diffi-
culty in getting on the roll; but the hon. mem-
ber will allow that, if everyone who has come to
Queensland had settled down on the coast, there
would have been no opening up of the back
country, We require men to go oot into the
back count and if these men, by reason of
their nomadic habits, by their travelling abous
from stetion to station, are to be penalised as
they have been in the past, then the electoral
laws that existed in the past were very unfair in
that partieular. I give the hon. member credit
for not sitting down in Brisbane when he arrived
in Queensland. He went out back, and many
others of us did the same, and we are to be
penalised. No man knows better than the hon.
member for Bulloo that there are natives of this
State, some of them thirty and thirty-five years of
age, who have never had their names on any
State electoral voll, and the only opportunities
they have ever had of recording a vote in the
State were at the two federal elections. [Mr.
J. Lssav: Isn’t it the same in the other
States?] No, ibisnot. [Mr. J. Leawy : 1t is.]
In New South Wales. for instance, every man
has his vlectoral right, and, if he moves into
another district, all ke has to do is to hand his
alectoral right to the electoral registrar in that
district, and, =fter being there for a certain
period, he can get w frevh electoral right. [Mr.

Mr. Kerr.]
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J. Lmany: They couid unot vote at all if thew
lost their electoral rights, even if their names
were on the rolls.] Then, again, the hor. mem-
ber spoke about astesting claims. He was very
positive about New Zealand. [Mr. J. Luany:
I was speaking of Auscralia.] In New Zealand
the claims are only required to be attested by one
elector—the same as in this Bill. The Govern-
ment have gone on safe and sure lines in follow-
ing the example of colonies or States that have
had experience in the matter. Why should
thers be all this fear of people getting their
names on the electoral rolls?  [Mr, J. LEaUY:
Then why do you try to disqualify them if you
have no fears?] If the hon. member for Bulloo
wants to represent his fellow-men, he is quite
welcome to do so, but I do not want to be here
as the representative of kansa or Chinese.
[Mr. J. LEanY : Then don’s naturalise them.]

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. KERR : I do not naturalise them. The
hon. member’s Government maxy have had some-
thing to do with their naturalisation, though. I
heartily support the Bill, with this limitation—
that it does not go as far as I would like to see it
go. I believe there should be no restriction
placed upon the inmates of & place like Dunwich.
They should not bs deprived nf their votes beesuse
they are inmates of such an institution. [Mr. J.
Lizany: Youwill have toswallow it, all the same. ]
There is no getting away from the fact that »
number of the people in Dunwich have done good
ploneering work in this State, but throughcircum-

stances over which they have had no

[4 pm.] control they have beea obliged to
. apply for admission to that institu-
tion. I adwmit that there ars objections to grant-

ing the franchise to the inmates of Dunwich. A
great deal was made of this matter at the federal
elections. One objection is that a large block
vote coming fromn a place like Dunwich would
be the means of swamping the State electorate
that it might happen to be in. There is some
truth in that. I believe Dunwich is situated in
the electorate of Bulimba. [Mry. J. Lrauy: Why
should it be a block vote? Why should they
vote all alike?] The votes might be cast in
such a way as would not suit seme of the
candidates. [Mr. J. Lmanv: That applies te
every town.] But there is a way out of the
difficulty I have referred to, and that is by in-
serting a special clause stating that inmates of
an institution like Dunwich may cast their votes
for the electorate in which they bave been living.
Most of them have passed nearly all their lives
in some one electorate, and I do not see any
difl.culty about such a provision. When we
notice the anxiety of the hon. member for Bulloo
and the leader of the Oppesition to get a vote
for aboriginals and coloured aliens, I see no
objection to advocating the granting of a vote to
inmates of such a place as Duawich. [Mr.
ForsvtH : They might have lived in seven or
eight electorates.] [Mr. J. Leaxy: Wiy doyon
not make the Government do it, instead of talking
about it?] Then an advantage in having the
Dunwich vote provided for would be that it
would effect a great saving in the compilation of
the rolls if we could simply adopt the federal
rolls as they stand, especially as. having been
compiled by the Commonwealth Government
offictals, they would be quite up to date. {Mr.
J. LEeany: Why should we copy the Federal
Government in this malter, or anything else?]
1 do not know why the hon. membershould have
any objection $o that. I vemember ke barked
himself hoarse during the time of the election,
and went about with a medal on him the shape
of Australia, but now, apparently, he is ashamed
of it and does not wear it any more. He is
ashamed of federation. I, asx one who voted

[Mr. Kerr.
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against it, consider that T have been mistaken in
regard to what federation has accomplished, [Mr.
J. LEAHY: So was I.] We cannot expect to get
all the sweets of federation without any of the
bitsers. |Mr. Forsyra: Whereare the sweets?]
Well, we have had the guestion of black labour
settled once and for all in Queensland. [Mr.
TorsyrH : The Federal Government are giving
exemptions to Japanese.] The Federal Govern-
ment never entered intu a treaty with Japan
like the Nelson Governments did, [Mr. FORSYTH :
A very good treaty.] The Federal Government
never encouraged Chinamen to lease land as
merubers of the late Governwent did. {Mr. J.
Leany: What has this to do with the question ?|

The SPEAKHER: Order! I must ask hon.
members to refrain from these continuous inter-
jections. They are leading the hon. member
quite astray from his subject, and that in itself
is verr disorderly.

Mr. KERR: I am very sorry these interjec-
tions should have drawn me off. I notice that
we have a wail in thiz morning’s Couwicr aboub
aboriginal natives of Australia, Asia, and
Africa, as well as of the islands of the Pacific.
The Courier says—

The Government have showu themselves aitice un-
senerons and short-sighted——

The SPEAKER : The hon. member 1 not in
order in quoting extracts frem a newspaper on
the question before the House.

Mr. KERR: No doubt the Courier is very
sorry about this matter. I can quite understand
its attitude on the Franchise Bill. Tt has no
desire to see an Adult Suffrage Bill passed, and
I never expected that paper o say anything in
favour of 16, Speaking on behalf of the party to
which I belong, I think I can say that we are
prepared to support a clause giving the inmates
of charitsble institutions a vote, if the Minister
can see his way to introduce it, and we are quite
prepared to allow the second reading of the
Bill to go through, because it takes us a great
distance on the way we have been travelling.
We may in committee have something to say
on the matter. If the Minister may not see his
way clear to adopt the proposal I have suggested,
then we may feel compelled to move an amend-
ment in that direction to test the feeling of the
House. [Mr. P. J. Leauy : Is that a threat?]
It is not a threat. The Bill, as I have clearly
stated, goes in the direction we desire, but it
does not go all the distance that we desire, and
we have a right to express our npinion.  We are
not lilkke the members sitting behind the Oppo-
sition. whe, when they were sitting behind the
late Government, had no voice in the wmeasure:
brought dewn by the Cabinet. We had an
instance of that when the Stamp Duties Bill was
before the House, when member after member got
up and protested against it bscause they knew
nothing about it. 'The position is this : That if the
Grovernmentare prepared toamend the Billin that
direction they will have the support of every
member of the party I am connected with. But
there is $his to be said about it : If hon, mem-
ber« opposite think the members of my party are
golng to wreck this measure because the inmates
of Dunwich are not in it they are very much
mistaken. We are going to get all the electoral
reform we can, and this measure, when placed
on the statute-book, will at least have this effect :
It will stop, in any future general election, the
plural voting that now takes place. As an
instance of that, we have the hon. member for
Toowong, who represents the plural vote in this
House. Iif there bad been no property votes in
Tooweng, the candidate who opposed the hon.
member would have been the member for Too-
wong at the present time, There weve over 208
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property votes in Toowong, and the candidate
representing this side was only beaten by seventy
votes. Therefors the property voteis responaible
for the return of the hon. member for Toowong
into this Chamber in the present Parliament. If
this Bill is to have any eifect it will at least affect
the abolition of the plural vote ; and the parsy I
am connected with are gning to support the
measure and get it through in as guod a form as
we possibly can.

Mr. MACARTNEY (Poowong): 1 am afraid I
am placed in an exceedingly responsible position.
I feel that it might have been left to a more
experienced member of the House to follow the
practical leader of the other side. The Bill
before the House is certainly one of very great
importance, and i« one that demands the atten-
tion of every hon. member, on whatevsr side of
the Honse be sits. It affects not only the State
as a whole, but it affects the various districts in
different ways, It is one of those measures that
should be looked at from every point of view
before it is finally placed on the statute-book.
Before dealing with the one or two points to
which I particularly desire to address myself, T
would like to say a word or two in reply to the,
hon. member who has just spoken. He stated
that in the elsctorate I have the honour to
represent there are over 200 plural votes, and
that it is owing to those plural votes that 1 owe
my return as the representative for thas district.
The hon. member is quite mistaken. It is
true there are about 200 property votes on
that roll, but a great number of those property
votes represent many old residents of the
district who prefer to have their names on the
roll in respect of their freehold qualification
rather than to alter it to that of residence. That
is a fact, and I venture to say that if a calcula-
tion was made of the absentee proprietors—that
is, those who are voters in respect of property
who do nos actually reside in the distriet—it
would be ifound that the number would not
exceed, well, anything between fifty and 120.
And it does not follow that because there happens
to be a few property votes on the roll that I
received the whole of them. As a matter of
fact, if the matter was gone into, it would be
found that my opponent received a very consi-
derable vote in addition to the vote usually cast
in favour of a Labour candidate—that he re-
ceived more property votes than I did, Bat,
if the recent election had heen fought on the
lines proposed by this Bill, T say, without
any doubt, that 1 sheuld be in the same posi-
tion. [Mr. McDONNELL: You were beaten by
your opponent in every district,] When the
hon. member speaks of every district he speaks
of places not more than a mile and a-half re-
moved from each other. The votes which were
cast in Brisbane were not necessarily property
votes, and the hon, member knows perfectly well
that they were the votes of workers as well as of
owners of property. However, T am not going
to be drawn intn a discussion of matters which
are not before the House at the present time. I
want to address myself to one or two features
which 1 consider are of very considerable impor-
tancs, and par*mularly to the effect the passing
of this Bill will have without the simultaneouns
passing of the other meastres of electoral reform
which have been promised. This Bill is based
on an agitation which has been going on in this
HBtate for many vears for what we call aduls
suffrage. Originally, it was one man one vote ;
now it is one adult one vote; and it will be
remembered that the late Sir George Grey, who
was a great anthority on the question, stated
that adult suffrage was necessary in order
o prevent the possibility of minority rule,
and he proceeded to illustrate that by saying
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that if » number of persons had more votes than
one they might perchance command a majority,
and so rule the country—a state of things which
it was held would be subversive of the entirely
democratic principle that the majority should
rule. That is the basic principle upon which
the idea of adult suffrage was fonnded, and hon.
gentleimen have been going through the country
for wears pointing ouu that a number of men in
Brisbane—alwa vys the property-owners—had a
large number of votes, and ruled the situation
——[LNIT Bowmax : That is true.]—and that the
time is coming when every man should have
equal voses and equal rights—that everybody
should be equal. [Mr. Kzrr: Your partner has
seventeen votes,] It hus nothing to do with this
question as to how many votes the hon. gentle-
man or any other hon. gentleman has. [Mr
Bownan: Of course it has.] That is not the
ruestion here. Iam quite prepared to admit
that the object of this Bill is to wipe out pro-
perty or the plural vote ; but if this plural vote 1s
t0 be wiped out, and any other plural vote exiits
in any form, that other plural vote should ba
wiped ou% as far as it is practicable to do so.
That is a necessary corollary. I am not going
into details in connection with the electorates of
the State—we can take any which the hon,
gentleman likes, say the Bulloo or the Burke.
In the case of Bulloo thers are 500 or 600 voters,
and in the case of Burke something like 400 or
500. In my electorate at the present time, with
the mule suffrage, there are about 2,500 voters,
which practically means that the man in Bulloc
or Burke has equal to six votes against every
vote that is possessed by persons residing in the
electorate which I represent. I ask hon. gentle-
men if that is not a plural vote? Does 1t not
lead to the very same result? Does 1t not mean
that a swmaller number of men representing a
minority may dictate to the majority, and so
rule the country? Is not that a breach of the
principle of adult suffrage? I think that must
be unyuestionably admitted, but since hon. gen-
tlemen on the other side have found that to do
justice in that divection to all is likely to affect
themselves then they are against it. That is
certainly clearly the position as it affects the
principle upon which this Bill is founded, and I
say it would be an unrighteous and an undesir-
able thing, in face of the pledges which were
given to this country by the Premier at the
recent election, if this Bill is going to be passed
without the measure which is necessary to do
that jus'ice and to bring about a just state of
things being provided at the same time. I do
not know that there is anything particularly
out of the way in connection with the present
franchise. 'The gentleman who opposed me
at the recent election joined with me on
svery platform in stating that he did
not think the plural property vote made
the least bit of difference. 1 quite agreed
with the gentleman, because if a man happens
to be possessed of a large property, and is
what i+ called ‘‘the moneyed man, the pro-
perty man,” he has only got one vute for his
property. On the other hand, the working man
—whose support hon. members on the opposite
side claim tc have—who have small properties
——necessarily the most numerous—worth £100
each, are regarded as property-owners; and
there are large numbers of working men in this
State who have more than one vote—oftentimes
two, three, or four, according to the way they
progress. 1 do not think, taking it all round,
it makes any very great difference; and, as
1 have said, in ¢innection with the district I
represent, the property votes on the roll do
not by any means necessarily represent plural
voting. In June, 1902, just after thelast general
election but one, » return was issued by the

Mr. Macariney.)
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electoral registrar. I take that period because I
do not think there has been any pericd for a
year or two before or after that date when the
rolls were as complete as they were then.
The rolls have certainly become very much more
disorganised since, and I think the figures at the
present time would not be anything like so
reliable. I think that agrees pretty well with
the position taken up by the hon. the Home
Secretary last night with respect to cartain
other figures. At that time the Philp Govern-
ment was in power, and from the return I have
extracted the number of electors represented by
the parties on each side of the House. At that
time the then Opposition represented 46,331
electors. The Opposition numbered 30, which
gave an average of 1,545 cleetors, The (Govern-
ment party at that time numbered 42, and they
represented 653,009 electors, which gave the
average of 1,548 represented by each member;
so that the (Government members at that time
represented in each case an average of three more
electors than the Opposition party. A change
having taken place during last year, I extracted
another set of figures, At the time of the last
dissolution we had 56 on that side of the House,
and 36 on this side, which, worked out, showed
that 36 gentlemen on the one side represented
an average of 1,561 electors, while the 36 on
the other side represented 1,533, or only a
difference of something like 30 per member.
I think it must be admitted that there was no
very great inequality in connection with the
representation under the present franchise,
speaking generally ; but I am inclined to think
that under the alterations which this Bill makes
there will be a very large difference, What will
be the position when the women are added to
the roll? We shall simply find that in she large
centres of population the rolls will be doubled—
probably more than doubled in some cases—
whereas the outside electorates will, by reason
of the absence or the non-existence of & propor-
tionate number of women, remain pretty much
the same, and the resuls will be that theé differ-
ence will be very largely exaggerated-—probably
be more than doubled. I do not think that that
will be arriving at that state of things which
hon. members on the other side have been adve-
cating for so many years. I would like to say
now that I have no objection whatever to adult
suffrage. I have spokenin favour of it from the
time that I became a candidate for Parliamnent.
But what I want to sec here is aduls suffrage,
not something else under the name of adult
suffrage. Let us have equal political power ; let
every man in the country whatever his state be,
whether he be a wealthy man or a peor man,
have equal power, and then we will have what
is called adult suffrage. I think until we get
that we are only going away from what hon.
gentlemen call an inequality in_one direction to
a greater inequality in the other. Before we
can allow this Bill to go through, the gentlemen
who represent the populous electorates hold a
duty o those electorates ; they will have to see
that they give nothing away that those electorates
are entitled to until they get that which they are
entitled to us against the others. The Premier,
when speaking at Warwick and extending his
manifesto, was very pointed in saying that
never in the history of Queensland had we such
a country Government as we had at the pre nt
time. e drew a distinction between the countr
and the centres of population. Iz view of hhat
statement I say that every man who
[4.30 p.m.] represents a populated electorate
is in duty bound to see that the
centres of porulation are protected as against
what may be termned the interests of the coun-
try electorates. What I want is absolute fair
play, and I ask for nothing else, [The Howmm
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SECRETARY : You can only get fair play step by
step.] I am quite prepared to admit that there
is a good deal in what the hon. gentleman says,
but L think there is no difficulvy in putting on
the table the whole of the wmensures necessary to
complete electoral reform, and letting every
member on eisher side know what that reform is
and what will be its effect, But here we find
that the Government, who are pledged to carry
out electoral reform, instead of placing before
the House the whole of the measures necessary
to accomplish that object, simply put on
the table one Bill which certain hon, members
on the other side so much desire, and leave
it to luck whether they will introduce the cther
messures or get them through. If this Bill is
passed and a general election is sprung upon us,
then the provisions of the Bill will come into
operation, and we shall go to the country on a
more unequal franchise than we have ever had.
Hundreds of things may happen to prevent the
hon. gentleman who leads the Government
introducing the other measures to complete
electoral reform. I regret that the Premier is
not present this afternoon, when a matter of so
much importance to the State is being discussed.
The hon. gentleman, though a country member,
is in the position of a trustee for the whole of
the people ; and is he so foolish as to introduce
and pass a Bill which the party behind him are
so anxious to get, without protectma the rest of
the community ? When this Bill is put through,
hon, members on the other side can say that
they will or will not support the other measures,
and if they refuse to support them we shall
have only one portion of reform, which will
have an effect contrary to what is desived by the
people. [Mr. McDONNELL: Are you opposed to
the Bill?] I have told the House that I am in
favour of adult suffrage, and I have told my
electors that while T am a supporter of adult
suffrage I will not support any measure which
does not give the true electoral reform desired
by the people. I do not say one thing to the
electors for the purpose of getting votes, and
then say another thing elsewhere. Should this
Bill be passed by itself, the other portions of
electoral reform may be postponed for years,
possibly until one or two Parliaieents have been
returned on the new system now proposed. I
know that a large number of members on the
other side are ()pposed to the one vote one value
provision of the Bill, and in this connection I
should like to say that T have never asked for
asnything like absolutely one vote one value. I
recognise that there has to be a certain amount of
sive and take in the matter. Twenty per cent.
one way or the other may be a reasonable thing ;
personally, having regard to the difference be-
tween State and Commonwealth electorates, the
percentage should be less, but T certainly think
we should get as near fairness as possible,
There are a certain number of members on the
other side who have spoken in favour of vne vote
on# value, as, for instance, the hon. member who
represents Charters Towers and one or two
other hon. members representing centres of
population. It is natural that such representa-
tives should favour that principle. I do not see
why because people happen to be in grester
numbers in one place they should be deprived of
equal consideration with others. Hon. members
opposite have for years been preaching that we
should have representation of souls, not acres ;
and now when they have an opportunity of
sarrying out that doctrine they speak as if souls
were of mo account, but that acres should be
represented. {The Howme SgcrRETARY : Thevr
were speaking about an equal number of votes
in each constituency, and that is what they
objected to.] The hon. gentleman may try
to draw a red herring across the track by explain-
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dng the matter in that way; but he knows me
sufficiently well to know that I do not advocate
that there should be an absolutely equal number
of votes in each constituency. [The Home
SECcrETARY : That is what thev were speuking
against on this side.] If that is so, then that is
all the more reason why we should have the
complete measures of electoral reform hefore us,
snd not merely one portion of that reform. Hom.
members opposile muy oppose the other measures,
or the hon. gentleman who leads the Govern-
ment may give place to somebody else who may
say, ‘1 did not give this pledge.” We must take
o risks, and I say unhesitatingly that it would
be a gross plece of treachery if that reform was
not completed axd given to the people. Wehave
1o strong assursnce that this Bill is not going to
come into operation until we get the othor Bills
passed, and hon. members opposite may say when
this measure is passed that they do not care
whether the others are passed or not. [The
Howr SECRETARY: We are anxious to get
the others, I can assuras yvou.] The hon. member
may speak for himeelf. [Mr. KErR: We are all
anxious to get the other measures.] I am not
prepared te take a pig in a poke from: the hon.
member. We are trustees for the people, and
what we want to see 1s an assurance of safety. 1
know that my voice will not have any very
great effect on the passing of the second reuding
of this Bill, or probably in obtaining amendments
to the Bill, but se far as I amm concerned any
opposition or prote:t that I can offer against the
passing of the Bill, without a reasonable provision
which will delay its operation untii we got the
balance of the reform, will certainly be offered.
One reason which has been pleaded for not
dealing with the other portions of the reform
now 1s that they would entail a redistribu-
tion, and that in a redistribution a reduc-
tion in the number of members would be neces-
sary. And the Premier told us that it would be
perfectly ridiculous to pass a Referendum Bill to
submit the question of a reduction of raembers to
the people at the present time, as that would
mean political suicide, and therefore that measure
must stand over until towards the latter end of
the Parliament, and it follows that for the same
reason so must the question of one vote one
value. Hon., members on the other side who
may be in favour of one vote one value are not
in favour of a reductiorn in the number of mem-
bers, and as a consequence both the question of
a reduction of members and that of one vote one
value may be so postponed as to leave a
very wide margin of risk of our having to
go to election on the very unequal state of
things which this Bill will have brought about.
There 1s no question about the antipathy of hon.
members on the other side to a reduction of
members. If the leader of the Governmeus is
sincare in the reform which he outlined in his
manifesto, he is called upon to protect himself,
in carrying out that reform, not only against
members on this side, but against members on
that side of the House. The hon. gentleman
knows there are members on that side of the
House who are against the reduction that he has
promised, and he knows there are members who
are against considerations of value. The hen.
gentleman can easily protect himself by putting
a provision in this Bill that it is not to come inte
operation until those other guestions have been
dealt with ; and, if he does not do that, he will
be committing an act of political treachery
against the people of this State. [Mr. BowMAN :
There are no rats here.] Tt has been suggested
that this Bill, of itself, will not be effective in
giving the women of Queensland a vote if a
dissolution came about at an early date. T can
see no reasonable grounds for that argument.
As far as 1 cuen see, this Bill extends the
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franchise to women ; »nd if a dissolution took
place the elections wonld have to proceed, on
the franchise provided by this measure, under
the machinery at present in existence. I
seriously ask the Home Secretary if he is not
prepared to admit that, if a reduction of mem-
bers i¢ not agreed to or if the provisions of
value are not brought in, that would not be the
position?-  [Mr. Ryraw You are entirely
wrong.] [The HoME SmoreErary: Not neces-
sorily so.] I venture to say that the bon. mem-
ber fir Gympie says that I am entirely wrong,
in entire ignorance of the subject. The Home
Secrstary himself, in a cautivpus manner, says
that it is not necessarily so; but f say, with all
confidence, that it is necessarily so. This Bill
simply alters the franchise and confers it on
women, and ander the present electoral Jlaw we
nave all the machinery that is necessary to put
the women ¢f the State on the rolls, provided the
administration of the Actisasitoughttobe. Ido
not know that it is necessary for me to carry the
matter any further: A grest deal more can be said
in connection with the $ill when it gets into
committee, and, if no vne else does it, T shall cer-
tainly move an amendment in the direction of
securing for the people of the State the full
measure of reform which was promised by the
Premier in his manifesto, and which has been
promised by members on both sideg of the
Houss. I certainly shall oppose any step—so
far as it is in my power to do so—which will
deprive the populous centres of the State of
rights which they now have, without giving
them the substitute t¢ which they are entitled.
Just before I sit down I wouild like to point out
that the Commonwealth Act settled the question
of value. There is no reason why we should not
settle it at the present time. In the Common-
wealth Act 2 provision of value was provided,
and it was directed that a commissioner should
be appointed for the purpose of equalising the
electorates. Mr. McDowall was appointed com-
missioner for Queensland—one of the most re-
spected residents of Queensland, one of the oldest
Government servants, and a man who knew his
work thoroughly. No man in Queensland was
better fitted to undertake the work which he was
appointed to perform. He divided the State in
accordance with the provisions of the Act; he
sent in his report, and, at the instance of a
gentleman who belongs to the same party as
wany of my friends on the other side, that
report was set aside ; and we have to-day, at the
instance of the very gentlemen who are protest-
ing at the present time, an unequal state of
things under the Federal Act. So much for the
bone fides of politicians in carrying out provisions
which are against their own ideas, and that is
one reason why I would refuse—in a matter of
this importance, at any rate—tvo give anything
away upon trust.

After a pause,

Mr. FORSYTH (Carpeutaria): The reason
why Idid notget up sooner {Hon. R. Puiwp :
Let the other side speak.] That is the very rea-
son why I waited: but [ did not wish to wait
until the Speaker had put the question. I cer-
tainly thought some hon. member on the other
side would have spoken, but it is quite evident
that there is not the slightest intention on their
part of speaking. They are suv anxious to get
the Bill passed that they are quite willing
t5 let it go without debate. I congratu-
late the Home Secretary upon the splendid
speech he aelivered last night. He went fairly
fully into the question, though, no doubt, a good
deal of what he said was more connected
with an Xlections Bill than with a Fran-
chise Bill; but there is no doubt that it is

M. Forsyth.]
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difficult to keep the two subjects apart. T am
delighted that the way in which the hon. mem-
ber introduced the Bill was diametrically opposed
to the opinions expressed by another gentleman,
who—1 do not say in the House or out of it—
stated that this side of the House would have
t0 accept the Eranc'm'se Bill whether we liked it
or not, and that, » matter of fact, 16 would be
forced down our thre :ats—s0 much s0, that we
would not get it all at once, but we would get it
in doses ad neuseam. I am exceadingly pleased
that the hon. gentleman did not adopt thas
attitude, because I can assure him that, if that
sort of thing is said in this House, it is not
likely to lrad to business being got through in a
hurry. I think that kind of thisg has the very
opposite effect, Ve have had a great deal of
diseussion in connvetion with adult suffrage for
many years. There has heen a great deal of dis-
cussion as tothe real value of adult suffrage.
Now we are led to understand that a la.rge
majoritv of members, especially Labour members,
are in favour of the principle of one man one
vote one value, which is universal suffrage;
but it is most remarkable that, although there
are a few who certainly believe in that principle,
the great majority of mwembers opposite really
donot. I remember the first session 1 was here,
in 1899, a Bill was introduced providing for one
man one vote, and it was no fault of the Govern-
ment that.it did not get through. The leader
of the Labour party, sitsing where we are now,
stated that he believed in the principle of adult
suffrage, and he was exceedingly pleased the
Government of the day had brought it forward.
He also stated, and I do not think the Labour
party now believe it, that that necessarily meant
a redistribution of seats and probably an Elec-
tions Bill. I will make a quotation in reference
to this matter to show clearly what the opinion
of the then leader of the Labour party was.
The Secretary for Lands had interrupted Mr,
Dawson by saying—

The values arc not equal.

And Mr. Dawson said—

Why not? Can the hon. gentleman point out why
the values are not eyual? 'The millionaire and the
lamplighter both stand on equality on this day. That
is the object of the Bill.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC Laxps: A man in Bris-
bane would have four or five times the power as a man
in Charters Towers.

That is the point raised by the hon. member for
Toowong. In my electorate we have 640 voters,
and, unless there is some alteration made, it
means that instead of having the plural vote we
will have men whose vote is practically equal to
six votes in some other electorates. Mr. Dawson
weunt on to say—

I quite understand the hon. gentleman's notion;
that is. that we should have a redistribution of seats.
It follows naturally. thougb not necersarily, that in
this session we should have a Redistribution of Seats
Bill. At any rate. at the frst opportunity. in order to
make one vote one value of any service. we should have
a distribution of seats and single electorates.

Well, as a matter of fact the present (overn-

ment do not appear to think that at all. [The
Home SperErary: ¥ think a redistribution of
seats is a necessity.] [Mr. MACARTNEY: You

did not make it very clear.] No, the hon.
gentleman did not; but T am exceedingly glad
to think that that is his opinion. We had it
from the Premier last year that he intended to
bring in a Redistribution Bill, and we heard from
the hon, membrr for Bulloo last night how the
Premier’s opinion hus altered since. The Pre-
mier will not now give us a redistribution Bill;
but he will give a referendum, and we will not
even get the referendum this year. Anyone
reading his speeches, both in the House and
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outside of it, will see that the reason why he
does nof bnngf in a referendum this year is
because he would be committing political suicide
by so doing. On mors than one occasion the
Premier has distinetly stated that there is no
place in the world where they have the principle
of one adult one vote one value, and I quoted the
Federal Electionsx Act., Clause 16 makes the
position absolutely clear—

Subject theretn the quota of electors shall be the
basis of distribution.

Suppose we agreed to reduce our number to fifty-
six, and say we bave 224,000 electors ; then if
vou divide that by fifty-six you get 4,000 as the
quota. That is the exact meaning of the
Commonwealth Act, and the Act goes on to say
that the Commissioner may adopt a margin of
allowance to be used whenever necessary, but in
no case shall the guota be departed from to a
greater extent than one-fifth more or one-fifth
less. Those words being inserted make the
principle of one adualt one vote elastic. Then,
again, the Commissiover must take into con-
sideration community of interests, means of
communication, physical features, existing
boundaries, etc. No one, thersfore, coan con-
vinge me that the pxmmplb of one adult
one vote one value is not in the Federsl Klec-
tions Act. [The Homu SECRETARY ; There is at
least an approximation to it.}] Of course it
would be an absurdity to say that vou must
have exactly 4,000 electors in each electorate,
but you must get as near to it as you can. The
object of allowing a margin is to meet the cases
of sparsely populated districts, such as Burke,
Carpentaria, and Bulloo, and it might be advis-
able if the Government in the case of three or
four of our electcrates did not put that principle
into operation altogether. I do not say that
hecause it would affect Carpentaria, because on
a former oceasion I stated that T believed in the
principle of one adult one vote one value,
although I knew that, as far as T was individu-
ally concerned, it would mean loss of my seat.
Now, why are hon. members opposite anxious
for this Adult Suffrage Bill w0 pass? Is it
becanse it is going to benefit the people
generally ? I venture to say that the reasen
why some members of the TLabour party have
always advocated adult suffrage is something
quite different to what they have stated.
They believe that the passing of this
Bill will be the means of strengthen-
ing their position in this House. It
is quite true that the Home Secretary stated in
his speech last night that he did not think it
would make very much difference as far as the
bulk of the electorates was concerned, yet there
seems to be a fairly general opinion amongst the
members and supporters of the Labour party
that once this Bill and the machinery Bill are
through it will mean that the position of the
Labhour party will be strengthened in this House.
Ithink I am not wrong in saying that that is
the general opinion outside also. They want the
Bill passed—not becunse it is going to benefit the
outside electorates ; they look upon it from the

[5 p.m.]

selfish point of view that it is going to
strengthen the Tabhour members and the
Labour party. We have only to consider

the printed utterances of Labour members dur-
ing the vecent general election. We have one
hon. member saying that when they get adult
suffrage the result of the next election, which he
anticipated would take place in March, would
be that the party would come back so strong
that there would be a purely Labour Govern-
ment. Then we have another member of that
party—the hon. member for Clermont—saying
that once they got the Adult Suffrage Biil through
theu, as far as uhB other side of the House was
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concerned, the deluge. [Mr. Cowar: That has
come true without it.] It has, to a certain
extent. If I may draw an inference from the
hon. member’s interjection, he seems to be of
the same opinion. [Mr. Cowar : Did I say so”]
‘We arrive at conclusions by analogy and infer-
ence, and that is the conclusion I arrive at. But
whether I am right or wrong I believe it is the
general opinion of the Labour party. We have
had some very strong animadversions from the
leader of the Labour party on the speech de-
livered by the hon. member for Bulloo last night.
I venture to say that the hon. member for Bulloo
has a greater general knowledge of election
matters than any other member of the House. He
has made it a special study for many years. [Mr.
KERR : Rigging the rolls.] He gave the House
immformation last night which I hope the members
of the Labour party will take into their serious
consideration. The trouble is that in endeavour-
ing to explain a very complex matter I am afraid
some of them did not exactly understand what
was meant. Oue of the reasons given by the Hon.
the Home Secretary last night why we should
have the Franchise Bill was because the Federal
Government had passed a Franchise Bill and it
was only right and proper that we should follow
on the same lines. [The HoyE SECRETARY: I
did not say exactly like it.] The argument
of the hon. member for Bulloo went to show
that there was no uniformity in the conditions,
that the conditions in the various States
and in New Zealand are different, and that
because the Federal Government had passed a
Bill in a certain way that was no reason why we
should follow them. The Home Secretary
showed that under the Federal Franchise Act
the number of names on the various Queensland
rolls—reckoning adult males only—was far
greater than on our own State rolls, and he in-
stanced, amongst other places, his own electorate
and Fortitude Valley. How did this thing
work? I made some inquiries as to how the
thing was worked in my own electorate of Car-
pentaria. A strange thing occurred there. I will
mention the case of two polling-places—Canobie
and Westwood. Canobie station, I can prove,
has not more than eight men upon it. The
federal roll for Canobie contains the names of no
fewer than sixty-mine residents. It is only a
cattle station, and it is impossible for sixty-
nine men to be employed there. In fact, there
are only some 640 in the whole electorate.
{An honourable member: Did they all vote at
Canobie station ?] I do not think they did.
Now, on Westmoreland there are employed two
or three white men and a few blacks to look after
2,000 cr 3,000 head of cattle. There were noless
than twenty-eight men down on the roll. I do
not think for one moment that the men were not
there when the police were sent down to collect
the names. In fact, I believe the men were
there, but of course they may have gotin by
being a month or six weeks there. I am arguing
now from the point of view of the Carpentaria
electorate being one of the new electorates in
connection with the working of this particular
Act. The position is that, although there were
twenty-eight votes on this particular station and
four at another station, making up thirty-two for
that particular place, there were only four voted.
There were sixty-nine names on the roll in one
case, of which only eight voted. It was quite
cvident that the people had left or they would
have voted. The consequence is that these men
did not vote. They were very busy for the
time being; they had an enormous number
of cattle in the Gulf at the time, and large num-
bers of men came from all over the district, and
all over Queensland probably, for the purpose
of shifting the cattle from the outlying stations,
as they have done this year. These men were
1904—1
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away for over a month or six weeks, and because
they happened to be in this particular district
for six weeks they got on the roll, and as a
matter of fact are still on. They did not vote.
They are not residents. If we had the same
conditions existing in conneection with the State
elegtions, what would bethe result? Under the
Federal Elections Act you have not got a
revision court annually, the same as under our
State elections. [t is by proclamation, and you
do not know when it is going to be held. It
would please a large number of these men
out of pure curiosity to see where they are.
Some of them would Le in the Flinders, some
at Cunnamulla, and some would have left the
country altogether. But the position is this:
That if we had an election in Carpentaria under
these conditions, these men would represent
quite 200 votes, although they were never resi-
dent there except for a month or so. They
could not be called residents in the truest
sense of the word. Their names are not taken
off the roll, they are still there, and if an election
takes place, no matter whether they are there or
not, they could still vote for Carpentaria, at any
polling-place where a returning officer or assis-
tant returning officer is, and if they liked to vote
in one block, they could absolutely knock ouf
the residents of that particular place. I think
we want an alteration there. [Mr. KERR: Get
a National Liberal Union there.] Itisa peculiar
position, and it only shows how all the residents
in a certain place may be outvoted by people who
have no interest whatever in the place. Thehon.
member for Barcoo believes it will be a great
mistake to have one vote as far as Dunwich is
concerned. His suggestion is that these people
should still have a vote, but that they should
vote for the districts where they came from. I
was speaking to the Home Secretary a couple of
days ago wuggesting a certain clause. A man or
woman in Dunwich may probably have lived
half a dozen years in Brisbane, and half a dozen
in Carpentaria, and they may have lived half a
dozen years in Giympie, and we may have three
members each fighting as to who is to get their
votes. [Mr. RyrLaxp: (3ive him a vote for the
electorate he last resided in.] Then I under-
stand from the hon. member for Gympie that
the electorate that a man should get the vote in
is the electorate in which he last resided. He
would be placed in an anomalous position in
connection with this matter. I think, in the case
of theother Bills here, the respousibility should be
taken by the other side of the House. Supposing
they pass a Franchise Bill, and by some means
or other we had a general election before the
machinery Bill or Redistribution Bill had passed.
Although we had passed the Franchise Bill, the
women could not vote, as they are not on the
roll.  The machinery Bill for conducting the
elections would not be in existence, and there-
fore, although some people say the question
would not occur before the next election comes
round, how would you get a machinery Bill as
far as women are concerned? We have an old
State Elections Act, and it appears to me that it
would be a most peculiar position to be in. It
appears to me that if we adopted the federal
electoral voll, so as to get the women a vote, we
would have to bring an amending Act in in
connection with the Hlections Act. There ix no
provision in that State Flections Bill for women
voting, and therefore, under these conditions, we
should probably have to use the federal rolls,
and have to bring in an amending Act as a
machinery Bill for the time being. It would be a
mostcomplex position, [The HoMESECRETARY : It
is rather a remote contingency.] A ‘““rift in the
lute” may take place. For instance, in my elec-
torate there are not so many women as men. A
great many reasons were given by the introducer of

Mr. Forsyth.]
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the Bill—that it was the sxpressed will of the
people we should have it. In connection with
the Redistribution Bill, we are told there is no
mandate from the people ; but, as a matter of
fact, in the elections of 1902 it was really a
point in the platform. [Mr. DMaxwrcrL : They
were wiped out, though.] They were not wiped
out then, They wanted to carry out this very
same practice with regard to the Elections
Bill, and they were sent back by the people
with a majority to carry it out. 1 only
raise these questions to show how matters
work out. I shall sapport the second reading,
and assist in carrying the measure through.
I think it is a mistake that hon. members on
the other side, who are so well up in franchise
matters, do not give us their views on the ques-
tion. They need not do so at great length,
but it would be well if they would let us have
an expression of their opinions, as we should
shen, having heard both sides, be in a better
position to come to a decision on the measure,
Asfar as I am individually concerned, I have
advocated adult suffrage ever since I have been
a member of the House, and I shall support the
second reading of this Bill.

Mr. PETRIE (Z'oombul): It is not my inten-
tion to prolong the debate on the second reading
of this Bill. I was hoping that some hon. mem-
bers opposite would speak, but they seem to have
adopted a policy of silence. When they were
sitting on this side they used to blame us for not
speaking, and say that we were * gagged”™ and
were mere voting machines. I shall not say that
they are voting machines ; but 1 am very glad to
find that they have arrived at the conclusion that
if business is to be done quickly they must not do
so much talking. I aminfavourof this Bill. At
one time I was not in favour of one aclult one
vote or even of one man one vote ; but now, after
having looked at the matter from various points
of view, I have come to the conclusion that it is
a proper thing to give the women a vote, and
that I was in error in opposing one man
one vote, because it will not do the Tabour
party any particular harm, and it will do
this side more good than we thought. I should
like to ses the EKlections Bill—that is, the
machinery measure by which this Bill will be
worked—passed in conjunction with this Bill
With regard to the age at which persons are
to be entitled to vote, I think that the young
men of Queensland who are to be our future
legislators arve not altogether responsible for
their actions at the age of twenty-one years, 1
say nothing about the young women, Weknow
that in Australia we are a very sporting com-
munity, and I remember that when the first
federal elections were on I attended a meeting
one night, and on going home and taking up the
Telegraph newspaper I found certain marks
placed against the names of candidates for
election. Those marks meant that our young
people are so much given to sport that
they do not study politics at all, but pick out
a certain number of candidates whether for
the Federal or the State Parliament, and
say they will vote for those men. I think we
should raise the age limit in this measure. [An
honourable member: What about the young
women?] I am not a bit frightened as far as
the young women or the old women are con-
cerned. 1 should like to see this Bill become
law, because I believe that every sensible woman
in the electorate of Toombul would vote for me
in preference to a great many others. Some
years ago I was asked what about the woman’s
vote, and I replied thatif the women of Toombul
had a vote I could simply sit on my veranda
and smoke my pipe, and they would return me
without any trouble on my part. This may not
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apply later on, as I am getting older now.
(Laughter.) I believe that in many cases the
women have more sense than the men, and that
when an election does take place under this
measure they will show more sense than not only
men outside Parliament, but men in this House.
A lot of objection was at one time urged against

women having a vote, on the ground
{5.30 p.m.] that they had to stay at home and

look after their household duties;
but women who look after their household affairs
can do a lot towards putting the best men
into Parliament, and they have done so even
when they have had no votes. [Mr. TURNER:
That accounts for the strong party on this side.}
I would not say that at this time, because 1
believe there was a wave flowing over the
country at the time of the elections, and the
people went mad on the subject. Ailthough
I give credit to the Premier, and those sitting
hehind him, for being returned with such a large-
majority, I think it was because—well, I cannot
explain it. (Laughter.) But something hap-
pened that we were not responsible for—at all
events, that wave passed over, and bon.
members - opposite were returned with a big
majority, while only a few of us got back.
1 suppose we must thank someone for that;
but, at all events, we are here, and we hope
that, although we may be small in quantity,
our quality is good. We will be able to help the
Premier, perhaps, in this Parliament when the
second party on his side are inclined to be a little
obstreperous. One thing I am strong upon is
women having the right to vote by post. Many
hon. members on the other side may think that,
under a system of voting by post, there would
be a lot of trickery, but that is not my opinion.
We could amend this Bill in that direction in
such a manner that no trickery could possibly
ocecur which would upset an election. [Mr.
Brrrows: Not in this Bill.] Yes, in this Bill.
I am not speaking now for what some hon, mein-
bers on the other side may call the women of the
upper or capitalistic class, but for women of the
working class.

The SPEAKXR: Order! I would remind
the hon, member that this is not the time to
discuss a question of that kind.

Mr. PETRIE: I beg your pardon, Sir, for
digressing. I know that it more properly
belongs to the machinery Bill, but I have heard
other hon. members digressing in the same way. I
am in accord with this Bill, and T want to see it
passed. The gquestion has heen before the
House and the country for some time, and the
sooner we pass the Bill and extend the franchise
the better. But I am astonished that it should
have beeu brought in so early in the session,
especially in a short session like this, when
important financial questions have to be deals
with. We should have gone on with those pro-
posals, and let this Bill stand over until the end
of the session, when it might have been put
through, and with it an Elections Bill and a
Bill providing for a reduction of members and =
redistribution of seats. [ am ready, however, to
susist the Premier to do the best not only for hon.
members on that side of the House, but I am
looking at it from a broaderstandpointthan that—
of doing the best we can for the State generally.
{Hear, hear.) If the majority of hon. members
think fit to pass this Bill, I am with them; buu
I hope that, in comnmittee, some amendment will
be moved with regard to allowing women to vote
by post.

The SPEAKER : Order!

Mr., PETRIE: Well, I will not go further
with that matter, although, if the machinery
Bill were before us, I might have a good deal
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more to say about it, If the other Bills to
which allusion has been made ars passed, it may
lead to the appointment of a commission to
detine the boundaries of the new electorates.
That will come, whether we like it or not; and,
if we have to cut down expenses, we should com-
mence at the top of the tree. We had a very
gond example set us last night by His Excel-
lency the Governor. I vegret very much that
he should have resigned. There is no doubt
that His Excellency has had in view for some
time——
The SPEAKER : Order!

Mr. PETRIE: If we are going to cut down
the civil servants and go in for retrenchment,
we should certainly begin at the top of the tree
and cut down ourselves. [Mr. MaNN: What
has this to do with the Bill?] I take it that we
are going to cut down the cost of elections—not
through this Bill, T admit—and, if we are to
keep our expenditure within our revenue, we
must begin with ourselves. I hope that this
Bill will be passed, though I do not want to
see it passed without some conditions being laid
down as to how elections are to be carried out
in future. We are not altogether on the lines
of the Federal Parliament, who, I understand,
have provided that the inmates of such charit-
able institutions as Dunwich shall have a vote.
Some hon. members on the other side are of
opinion that these people should be enfranchised
on the ground that they are old colonists who
have done good service to the State, but I do
not altogether agree that they should have a
vote, and probably when the question is brought
up in committee 1 shall have more to say about
it. Hon. members opposite tell us we are taking
up too much time. Formerly, when we sat oppo-
site, they accused us of being voting machines.
Iam glad to have an opportunity of throwing
that statement in their teeth now that they are
where we used to be.

The SPEAKER: Order ! T must remind the
hon., member that his remarks are not relevant
to the subject before the House, and I must ask
him to confine himself to the Bill.

Mr. PETRIE : I apologise for transgressing
again. There is a provision in this Bill that—

No aboriginal native of Anstralia, Asia, Africa, or the
islands of the Pacifie, shall be entitled to have his name
placed on an electoral roll.

Now, I have from childhood known a good deal
about the aboriginal natives, and I know that
some of them who have had the advantage of
being slightly educated are highly intelligent—
more s0, perhaps, than some members of this
House, or some persons outside of it. To show
that some of these men have a good deal of
common sense, I may say that some years ago
the Government were so hard up that they had
to economise in the annual distribution of
blankets to the blacks, confining the distribution
to the older men and women, One man came to
me and complained that while the young fellows
were getting no blankets, some of the older men
were getting two and three eachand selling them.
Later on he repeated his complaint, and said :
“ Look here, boss, I have always voted for the
Government, but if they don’t give me a blanket I
will vote for the Labour party.” (Laughter.) We
have taken these people’s country, and we now
want to exclude them from all our privileges.
I think that some of those natives, many of
whom I reget to say are half-castes, who are
trying to earn an honest living, who have been
educated by the State, and who have had homes
found for them by the State, should be allowed
to have at least a say in the matters of the State.
It is very unkind, to say the least, that they
should be debarred from that privilege because

they are of a different colour, Probably, hon.
members will say I am talking a lot of nonsense.
[Honourable members : Hear, hear!] I do not
think so. T do not think any race should be
despised because of its colour. I would like to
see a white Australia as well as any hon. mem-
ber on the other side, but the climatic conditions
of the North will not permit of it. [An honour-
able member: Have you ever been there?] I
have been a good way North, though not all over
it, and I would advise some hon, members op-
posite to travel more and get their minds
broadened. I notice that clause 4 of the Bill
provides that inmates of charitable institutions
are not to have the privilege of the franchise.
I do not know how the majority of hon. mem-
bers feel about that provision ; but there are
men at Dunwich, pioneers and others, who have
borne the heat and burden of the day and helped
to make Queensland what it is; who have,
through unforeseen circumstances, come down in
the world, I am in doubt whether they should
be debarred from voting. The point is an im-
portant one, and I am not sure, when the matter
comes up in committee, that I shall not vote for
an amendment in that direction should one be
proposed. Voting by pnst may seem a simple
thing to many, but to the working classes——

The SPEAKER : Order!

Mr. PETRIE : I will not take up the time of
the House any longer, but I am glad to have had
an opportunity of giving my views on these
various questions. I am not going o block
business, but to assist the Premier and his sup-
porters in passing legislation which I believe will
be for the benefit of the whole people of Queens-
land. Notwithstanding this, there is certain
legislation which I do not believe is conducive to
their interests. In fact, in the past we have had
too much legislation with very bad administra-
tion. (Government laughter.) I congratulate
the Home Secretary on the address
he made when introducing this Bill,
and I would also like to congratu-
late the other speakers who followed him. In
conclusion, I can only say these words—I am not
a poet, and I have tried to put it into as plain
language as possible—and they are these—-

Ajrey framed a little Bill,
Designed the fatman’s vote to kill.
His party generally were mute—
The Opposition used the fiute.

[7 p.m.]

When Airey’s little Bill goes through,
Ileaven and earth will sile anew ;
Xiach woman then will be a queen
Three meals a day—no work between,

[Government members : The member for War-
rego drew thatup.] [Mr. P. J. LEany: That's a
libel on me. If the Home Secretary writes
doggerel, T don't.]

* Mr., P, J. LEAHY (Warrego): 1 have no
desire to speak at the present moment, sspecially
as I understood that by arrangement an hon.
member on the other side would get up and
favour the House with his views ; but as no one
appears prepared to do 8o, and as I do not think
this Bill has been sufficiently debated, I have
decided to fill the breach. I think it is rather a
Jamentable fact that hon. members opposite
have not given adequate reasons in support of
this Bill. Tt is true enough that the Home
Secretary did his best, and hisbest in this instance
—whatever it may amount toin other instances—
amounted to a good deal. But if this Bill
rested simply upon the arguments given by the
Home Secretary, I do not think the House
would be warranted in passing it. I do not
wish that remark to be construed in any way as
an indication that I infend to vote against the

Mr. P.J. Leaky.]
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Bill, because, as a matter of fact, I do not; but I
think it is only fair that members who have
information on the subject should give that
information to the House, whether it may tend
against the Bill or not. T intend to take a some-
what comprehensive view of this question; in
fact, it is my intention to take a comprehenswe
survey of all the franchises of the leading
countries of the world. [Honourable members

Hear, hear '] I am glad that hon. members say,
“ Hear, hear,” because it is a recognition of the
fact that they require information upon this sub-
ject. BeforeIcommenceto deal withthe franchises
of the world, I think it is pertinent to ask what
is the obJect of a franchise, and upon what
should it be based ? T take it that the object of a
franchise is to enable the people of a country—
the permanent, bond fide residents of a country—
to elect the members of the Legislature, which
will enact such Jaws as will meet with the
approval of the people of that country.
next thing to consider is what form of franchise
is most likely to give effect to the will of the
real, permanent citizens of a country. When I
say permanent citizens of a country, I do not
mean persons who may be temporarily there—
men who, forinstance, might come into Queens-
land for a few months and then go away to New
South Wales. [Mr. Maxy: The only perma-
nent residents are in the cemeteries.] That may
be so; but I take it that this Bill is not for dead
men and dead women; it is a Bill for live
men and live women, and it is only with regard
to live men and live women that I mtend to
speak. Having explained the object of the
franchise, and the class of people who in my
opinion should exercise it, I think it is pertinent
tc make some observations as to the franchise
that prevails in other countries. I have no
desive to refer at any length to the Australian
franchise, because in speaking on the Address in
Reply I referred somewhat briefly to it, and
other speakers on this Bill have dealt somewhas
fully with the different franchises which exist
throughout Australia. I really think we have
heard a great deal too much, both inside and
outside this House, as to the alleged fact that
Queensland is behind the other parts of Aus-
tralia in the matter of the franchise. For
years the journals of the party opposite, and
the leaders of the party, and even obscure
followers of the parly, bave been telling
the public that Queensland has been lagging
behind in this matter, and they have conveyed
the impression to the public that the Govern-
ment which last year controlled the destinies of
this country was a Government composed of
strong Conservatives. The fact is that persons
who have spoken in this debate have shown that
the franchise of Queensland is more liberal
than the franchise of some of the other Austra-
lian States. The Premier told us in speaking on
this Bill that there was a mandate from the
people in favour of it. The hon. gentleman did
not explain to us in what way that mandate was
arrived at. I could show, if I felt disposed to do
it, that there was a mandate of the people
against it. I should certainly, at any rate, be as
logical in saying that there was a mandate of
the  people against this Bill as the Premier would
be in saying there was a mandate in favour of it.
What right has the Premier to assume, because
heand the party with which he is associated
when they went to the country came back
with a majority, and because this one par-
ticular measure was included in the Premier’s
manifesto—what right has he to assume that
be has received a mandate from the people
in regard to that particular matter? Do
we not all know that the wmanifesto of the
leader of the Opposition also contained this
matter of electoral reform, and that the public by
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3 very large majority returned opponents of the
then leader of the Opposition, Sir Arthur Rut-
ledge? From that fact I might reason with as
much logic as the Premier has done that, because
Sir Arthur Rutledge in his manifesto expressed
the view that adult franchise should be granted,
and the public went against Sir Arthur Rutledge,
they were of the opinion that adult franchise
should not be granted. There is as much sense
in the one argument as in the other. The truth
of the matter is that there were 80 many matters
besides electoral reform brought before the
people that it cannot be said that there was any
mandate in regard to this particular matter. T
do not say that the people are not in favour of
one adult one vote, T am rather inclined to think
that they are in favour of it, and I am not opposed
to the principle being carried out. It hasbeen said
that at the same time as we deal with this
question we should deal with the question of a
reduction of members and a rvedistribution of
seats, and I think there Is a great deal in that
argument. While Tamin favour of the principle
of this Bill T do not see that there is any urgency
for the measure—I do not see why this Bill
should not remain over till next year, when we
could deal with the whole of the matters to-
gether. There are matters of much more impors-
ance and urgency than this particular matter
which should engage our attention at the present
time. There is the matter of land legislation,
and matter of dealing with the rabbits, and other
matters that are of more pressing importance
than this particular measure, and that should be
brought before the House so that they could
receive early comnsideration. However, as this
Bill is before the House, it is our duty to
express our opinions in regard to it. I do
not desire to refer at any considerable length
to the question of equal representation, or
one vote one value as it is commonly called.
On the whole, the Premier was fairly right when
he said that absolute equality of representation
is impossible, and, for my own part, I should be
satistied with some such arrangement as he
suggested of 20 per cent. above or below a cer-
win quoota. Logic is in favour of absolute
equality of representation as far as it can
possibly be obtained, because if it is right that
one man should have one vote, and one vote
only, there can be no ]ushﬁcat\on for 300 or 400
men in one place having the same voting power
as 600 in another. I donot think there should
be absolute equality of representation, because
that would mean the disfranchisement of some
remote places. If it is not desirable to have
absolute equality of representation, then it
is open to argument whether one adult one
vote is a proper principle to adopt. If
hon. members hold the view that there should
be one adult one vote, and desire to be
absolutely logical, there is no doubt that the
logical corollarv to that is one vote one value.
)Lt the same time I recognise that injustice
would be inflicted on many ‘remote places if we
had one vote one value, and I am of opinion
that the suggestion of the Premier is as reason-
able as the circumstances warrant. There are
many reasons why every person in the com-
munity should not have a vote. I entirely agree
with the Home Secretary that the inmates of
Dunwich should not have votes. I think I have
as much sympathy with those old and unfortu-
nate people as any man; but, however valuable
they may have been to the State in their time,
there is no getting away from the fact that at
the pre%ent time they are living on the charity of
the State. They are not paying any taxes, nor
are they in any form contributing to the wealth
of the State, and while it is the duty of
the State to maintain those people I do not
think it is any part of the duty of the
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State to put them on the same plane as men
who pay taxes, and upon whom the whole finan-
cial and political responsibility depends. We
have been told a great deal by the Home Secre-
tary and other people as to what was the effect
of broadening the franchise in (ireat Britain,
But do hon. members imagine that hecause the
broadening of the franchise in England—first in
1832 and later on in 1867—was beneficial, there
ought to be absolutely no limit to the extent to
which the franchise should be broadened ? 1t is
a perfectly correct principle to lay down with
regard to the franchise, or railway rates, or any
other matter, that there is a certain point at
which the maximum of advantage can be
obtained, and that we should not remain below
or go above that point. It does not follow,
because the broadening of the franchise in Eng-
land on the oceasions T have mentioned had
a beneficial effect, that a further broadening
of the franchise would be attended with
equally satisfactory results. In Queensland
at the present moment, and in nearly all
the Australian States, we have a franchise
which is very much more liberal than in
England; and though the franchise in Eng-
land has given satisfaction, and is working
very smoothly, it does not by any means foliow
that a too great departure trom that franchise
would work in the same smooth and satisfactory
manner. With regard to the statement we have
heard.mmde and outside this House that greas
material advantages wounld spring from a widen-
ing of the franchise, T was glad to notice thas
the Home Secretary did not think that any great
material advantages would result from the
passage of this measure. That is, however, by
no means the view of the Labour men outside
this House. I remember not very long ago—1
think it was in May last—the Worker, which
may be fairly held to embady the views of the
greater portion of the Labour party in Queens-
land, contained something to this effect: It said,
“You are told that the franchise will confer no
material benefit upon you; that statement is
entirely incortect—the franchise will put a new
roof over your head, repair your fences, give you
a new tent to sleep in, add a fragrance to the rose
aud make cabbages grow prodigiously, provide
wives for single men and husbands for single
women.” When the public have been told that
all those material advantages will result from
carrying out this franchise, is it any wonder that
a cerbain class are clamouring for 1t? But,
when we take into account the franchise as
it exists in other countries, we find that there is
absolutely no connection between the material
welfare of a country and the franchise which
exists in that country. I have collected the
latest information on this subject, and it will
probably be of advantage to hon. members if T
state briefly what the franchise is in those
countries. I find that in Canada there is no
federal franchise. In Ontario there is manhood
suffrage after twelve inonths in the State and
three months in the province, In Manitoba it
is the same. British Columbia—Manhood suf-
frage, six months in province and three months
in State. Quebec—Ownership or occupancy of
yeal property, position as teachers or clergymen,
Inenme or personal property of specified amount.
In Nova Scotia—Ownership or occupancy of real
property valued at 150 dollars ; real ov personal
property ; real and personal property or per-
sonal property alone, 300 dollars ; widows’ sons,
150 dollars ; fishermen, 150 dollars or income of
250 dollars and residence in electoral district for
twelve months. In New Brunswick—Owner-
ship of real property valued at £100, or per-
sonal and real, 400 dollars; position of clergy-
man, teachers, or professors in colleges, income
of 400 dollars; residence in electoral district

(30 SerremBER.] Hlectoral Franchise Bill.

149

for twelve months. In Prince Edward Island
—Full age males and property qualification.
Coming to the United States, which probably
is at the present moment the greatest and the
richest country in the world, T find that there is
no such thing as a federal franchise at all. Those
people consist of, probably, some of the best
people from all the countries in Hurope ; they
have had an experience of a century and a
quarter, and yet up to the present moment
they have not taken the trouble to frame a
federal franchise. Citizens vote according to the
State franchises : In general such voters are all
male citizens over twenty-one years. Neither
race nor colour affects the right of citizens.
Franchise is not absolutely universal. Residence
for at least one year in most States ; in some
States payment of taxes. Several of the Southern
States have adopted methods with avowed pur-
pose of excluding negroes from franchise, and
yet avoiding the constitutional consequences of
discriminating ““on account of race, colour, or pre-
vious condition of servitude.” Colorado, Idaho,
Utah, and Wyoming admit women to franchise.
‘While speaking on this subject, T would like to
read a comparatively brief extract from an up-
to-date American book. It says—

The non-adimission of women to the suffrage was the
unjversal practice in every country having the repre-
sentative systein until about thirty years ugo, when
some of the American territories began a new systemi.
There are now four States—Colorado, Wyoming, Idaho,
and Utah—in which women bave suffrage; one, Wasxh-
mgton, in which they formeriy had it. but have now
lost it. In several of the other States, woman-suffrage
amendments have been submitted. but have failed of
popular approval ; others, among thein Kansas, give the
municipal suffrage ; Iowa and Montana allow a vote on
the issne of bonds and like financial gnestions; many
more allow women to vote for school officers. About
twenty-five of the forty-five States recognise the right
of woinen to participate to some degree in the choice of
public ofticers and the decision of public (uestions.
The writer goes on at considerable length, and
winds up as follows :—

Although full woman suffrage is now making way in
the north-western communities. it has for many years
made no gain in the older cominunities.

With regard to other countries, mauny of which
are as advanced as we are in Australia, it is
possibly desivable that I should give a little
information. In all the countries I shall refer to
I shall only give the franchise for the Lower
House, in order that the comparison may be as
fair as possible.  In the Lower House in Austria
the franchise is— All citizens twenty-four years of
ageand possessed of asmall property qualification.
Eighty-five represent landed proprietors; 21
trade and commerce ; 118 the towns; 129 rural
districts ; and 72 whole body of male citizens.
There are thus five classes of electors. I'emales
who have property can vote. This is the fran-
chise in Hungary: The voters are all 1uule
citizens of twenty years of age who pay
a small direct tax on house property or
land, or an income varying with oceupation.
I now come to Belgium—a country which at
one time did confer the franchise upon women.
There were many enthusiasts theve who thought
the salvation of the country might be brought
about by conferring the franchise on women, and
yet we find that the franchise in Belgium to-day
1s not so broad as it is in Queensland. I am
putting it wrongly. The franchise in Belgium
1s broader in one respect than ours, inasmuch as
they give a vote to families, which we do not
give here, This is somewhat similar to a pro-
posal introduced into this House two or three
vears ago, and which was ridiculed bv unthink-
ing people as the ‘“baby vote.” Yet it has
worked with perfect satisfaction in Belgium. I
may say, in passing, that in many countries men
must be considerably more than twenty-one
years of age before they become entitled to the

Mr. P..J. Leahy.]
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franchise. This s the franchise in Belgium.
Every citizen over twenty-five years has a gote.
Every citizen over thirty-five years, married or
widower, with legitimate issue and paying at
least 5 francs a year in house tax, has an
additional vote. Two supplementary votes are
given to citizens over twenty-five years who
have certain educational qualifications. Failure
to vote is a misdemeanour punishable by law.
In Germany they have universal sufirage, and
in connection with that I believe the Home
Secretary was probably right when bhe told us
that it may turn out, after all, that this will not
be a measure that will play into the hands
of the Labour party, because we know that,
notwithstanding the fact that they have the
widest possible franchise in Germany, there is
far less real liberty than there is in Australia ;
and, though there is a small Socialistic party,
a Labour party as it exists in Australia is
unknown in that country. Referring to some
other countries, I find that in Saxony the
franchise is confined to men over twenty-five
years of age, who pay a certain direct con-
tribution to the State. In Greece there is
manhood suffrage, but not adult snffrage.
There is a country with a civilisation over
2,000 years old—a country which was the home
of liberty, which has been almost the mother
of liberty—and which had a demoeratic popula-
tion and a democratic form of govermment pro-
bably before Australia rose from the sea. After
2,000 years of civilisation we find that it is still
confined to manhood suffrage, and that its
franchise is a good deal more restricted than it
is in Queensland. Are we to be told, in our
arrogance and conceit, that we, a mere mush-
room community, possess wisdom toa far greater
extent than the people of a country with a
civilisation of 2,000 years? I now come to
another classical country—TItaly. There all
voters must he over twenty-one years, who can
read and write, who have one or other of the
following qualifications :—A certain standard in
elementary education or must pay direct taxa-
tion. Few of ns pay direct taxation, And
though our franchise is more liberal than theirs
we are told that we are lagging behind the age.
Leaving Italy and coming to Japan, I find that
in that country an election took place in 1902,
and the franchise is confined to male voters
upwards of twenty-five years of age who pay a
certain tax. I donot say that we are bound to
follow the example of Japan, because it is a
country whaose civilisation, as we wunderstand
the term, is of a comparatively recent
order, though the country is very progres-
sive in other matters. Tu Mexico they
have a most extraordinary qualification —a
qualification which if anyone attempted to
introduce it here would be ridiculed. Tne ¢uali-
ficationisfor respectablemale vuters.

[7.30 p.m.] If that were a qnalification here,

would we have the same number of

electors on the roll ? T do not know whether it
is poszible to put in such a qualification here, but
if we could in some way improve the standard it
might be desirable. Coming to the Nether-
lands, that is an old civilised country, and the
franchise is conferred upon male citizens of
twenty-five years, who pay certain State taxes,
householders who pay rent or are in receipt of a
certain annual salary, or are in possession of a
savings bank deposit of £50. They do not ridi-
cale thrift in that countrv. The modern Aus-
tralian democrat tells us that thrift is a crime;
but in the older countries of the world it is not
so regarded. In some parts of the world, the
mere fact of a man being thrifty gives
him a vote. In Portugal, another old civilised
country, the franchise is conferred on all citizens
of twenty-one years of age who can read and
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write, and who pay taxes, and they exclude all
convicts, bankrupts, beggars, domestic servants,
workmen in the service of the Government, and
soldiers. And notonly have they certain restric-
tions as regards voters, but they have an educa-
tional qualification for members of Parliament.
In Spain, another country with a very old eivili-
sation, the voting is confined to all citizens of
twenty-five years, and they must reside for two
years in the country. In Sweden and Norway
the franchise is confined to persons of twenty-one
years, and they must possess property to a cer-
taln amount, or pay a certain amount of taxes.
Thereisalsoa very novel provision in that country,
The duration of Parliaments must not exceed
eight weeks without the special permission of the
King, and though that might be somewhat
foreign to a Bill of this nature, I think some such
limitation would he an excellent provision, In
Switzerland that we have heard so much about,
thehomeof the ““initiative” and the “referendum,”
a country from which so many of the planks of
the Labour party’s platform is taken, I find that
every citizen of twenty-one is entitled to a vote
for the Federal Parliament. In some of the
smaller cantons the people exercise their power
direct without any parliamentary machinery.
All adult males meet in the open and vote
according as they think fit, and appoint their
administrators, In our sparssly populated
country I do not think we could adopt
such a system. Coming now to the colony
of Natal. which enjiys the same privilege of
self-government as we do, 1 find that the electors
who are qualified to vote are those possessed of
immovable property to the value of £50, or those
who pay rent to the value of £10, or have
resided ‘three years in the colony, or have an
income of £46 per year, We do not hear any
ery from Natal about people being disfrauchised.
We do not hear any cry about adult suffrage
or the masses groaning under bad laws such
as the hon, member for Barcoo talked
about, and yet Natal, bearing in mind
the conditions which exist there, is as prosperous
as we are, if not more so. I only mention these
things to confirm my statement that the fran-
chise of a country has very little indeed to do
with its prosperity or welfare. Now, coming to
the mother of Parliaments, what do we find?
We have heard a great deal from the Heme
Secretary and others about the United Kingdom,
and we would be justified in drawing the infer-
ence that it had a franchise much wider than
ours, yet what are the actual fucts? There is a
property qualification there. Xvery occupier who
has been for twelve wmonths in the United
Kingdom, the inhabitant of a dwelling-house on
which the rates have been paid, is entitled to
registration ; lodgers, occupying fortwelvemonths
the same lodgings of the value of £10, 1‘13.v<>_a
vote. They disqualify aliens and persous in
receipt of parochial poor relief, and in that
country only about one-sixth of the people are
voters, That is a much smaller proportion than
we have. I think the figures of the Howe
Secretary show that considerably more than
aue-sixth of our population are voters. Coming
now to a colony, the conditions of which are
very similar to ours, the colony of the Cape of
Good Hope, what do we tind? Their qualifica-
tion is occupation of house property of the value
of £75, or receipt of a salary of £50. The elec-
tors must be able to sign their names, and state
in writing their occupations and addresses.
Coming back now to America, 1 should like to
give a few particulars. I look upon this as the
most important comparison of all, for America
is the greatest and most progressive country in
the world, and if we do not follow its example
we should treat with respect its institutions.
The following are the qualifications for voters in
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PREVIOUS RESIDENCE REQUIRED—~
States and Territories. Reqguirements as to Voters,
In State. In Country.
Avkansas Citizens of the United States by nativity, or one who 1 year ... 6 moxnths
has declared intentions upon payment of poll tax
California Citizenship by nativity, treaty, or wuaturalisation!l ,, 10 days
effected ninety days prior to election
Delaware ... Citizens who have paid the country tax, except those |1 |, 3 months
. under twenty-two years old
Florida ... Citizens by nativity or naturalisation who have paid |1 ,, [ 5
. poll tax
Georgia Same as Florida, and all taxes; but no soldier, sailor, ' 1, 6 M
or marine :
Illinois Same as Florida 1o, ... 90 days
Towa ... | Same as Florida i 6 months ... 60
Kentueky ... 1 Same as Florida i1 year ... 6 months
Louisiana .. | Citizens who can read and te, or who pay taxes oni2 ,, ... 1 year
g $300 worth of property assessed in their own naes
or whose father or grandfather was qualified to
vote on 1st January, 1887
Maine ... | 3ame as Florvida, and citizens who had the right to } 3 months 3 months
i vote on 4th January, 1893, who were sixty years of !
age on that date, and who can read the Constitu-
tion
Maryland Same as Florida ] Dyear .. e B "
Montana ... Same as Florida, except that women may vote on |1 ,, .. 30 days
school questions
Nevada ... Same as Florida ... | 6 months L300,
New Hampshire Same as Florida. Women may vote upon school:é 1 G months
questions !
New Jersey Same as Florida 11 year ... L b 5
North Carolina ... Saine as Florida 1, 6 i
Ohio . Same as Montana ... ... Ly, 30 days
Pennsylvania Citizens by nativity or by naturalisation at least one |1 .,
month prior toelection. [f twenty-two years old or
more, must have paid tax within two years
Rhode Island Same as Florida 1,
South Carolina ... Citizen by pativity or naturalisation who ean vead and | 2 , 1 year

before election

write any section of the Constitution, and who has |
paid all taxes, ineluding the tax omn property:
assessed at 3300, which must be paid six months

i
|
i |

Now, compare the length of time that a voter
must be . in the States of Awmerica with the
length of time he must be in (Jueensland, and
refiect whether we are lagging behind in respect
to the franchise. When we compare QQueens-
land with a great and progressive country like
America, we find that the people can obtzin the
franchise on much easier and more liberal terms
here. With regard to the disqualifications im-
posed in this particular Bill, I agree with them
as far as they go, but I do not think they go far
enough. Wa are frequently told that in New
South Wales they have an advanced franchise,
and that we should copy &hat State. 1
find that the following disqualifications exist
in New South Wales: Any person who is in
receipt of charity, or is in prison, or has else-
where been convicted of erime punishable in this
State with death or penal servitude; any per-
son imprisoned for an aggregate of three months,
without the option of a fine, within six months
before election ; persons convicted of bribery or
a similar offence within or before election; orif
within a year before election, has been convicted
of being an habitual drunkard, rogue, or vagaond,
or has in existence an order for maintainance of
wife or children, legitimate or otherwise; has
been convicted of baving committed a grave
assault on his wife within one year. I should
like to submit to the Home Secretary that
when this Bill gets into committee he might
very well consider whether he might not adopt
some of those disqualifications. The Act there
has worked very well, and 1f we are to copy the
-gxample of New South Wales at all, that isa case

in point. In South Australia the disqualifica-
tions are similar to those we have here. In New
Zealand persons are prohibited from voting if
they are idle or disorderly persons, have been
convicted as public defaulters, or countribute
nothing to the revenue. In this State all those
persons have exactly the same voting power as
yourself, Mr, Speaker, or any Minister or mem-
ber of the House, Is that fair, or just, or
equitable? The Howme Secretary told us last
night that this Bill is not the legitimate conse-
quence of the Commonwealth franchise. That
is something new. Have we not been told
over and over again, ever since that franchise
became law, that we should follow on similar
lines; that because the Commonwealth did a
certain thing we should adopt i6? The Premier
him==lf told us last year, when the famous com-
pact was made, that it was not desirable that
the Commonwealth should have one franchise,
and this State another, Perhaps hon. gentle-
men opposite did not know until the last day or
two that in no other country in the world
except Australia is there such a thing as a
Cemmonwealth franchise.  And it would be a
very good thing for Australia if we could do
away with both the Commonwealth and the
Commonwealth franchise. Inall other Common-
wealths the State franchise is used.  Therefore
there is nothing in the argument that because
the Commonwealth has adopted a certain fran-
chise we also ought to adopt in. The Home
Secretary recognised the absurdity of the argu-
ment, though he must have known that it was
the great argument that has been used through
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the length and breadth of the country ever since
the Commonwealth franchise was passed. The
Home Secretary asked, *‘ If this is not an urgent
matter now, when will it be?’ What is the
object of giving the franchise but to enable
every man and woman in the couutry to
have a vote for the election of members of
this House? And does anyone imagine for
one moment that we are likely to have a general
election within the next six or twelve months?
In fact, there is no likelihood of an appeal to the
country for the next two or three years, for this
little body of sixteen or seventeen cannot burst
up the solid phalanx we see on the other side.
That being the case, where does the urgency
come in? And there is very little chance of get-
ting this session a redistribution of seats or a
reduction in the number of members. The
Premier has told us that a reduction of members
would mean political suicide, because the House
would have to go to the country immediately
afterwards, Put if we give the franchise to the
people we should not withhold their right to vote
for two or three vears. We ought this year to
consider a number of very important matters,
which should take up the whole of our time,
such as_the Dairy Bill, the Land Bill, and the
Rabbit Bill. And yet we are keeping back these
urgent measures for the sake of a particnlar
measure which cannot be put into force for the
next three years, There 1s no urgency for the
Bill at all. The Home Secretary also told us
that the country endorsed the franchise at the
recent eleqtion; but I have already dealt with
that question in my opening remarks, and I have
no desire to repeat myself. And here let me quote
a passage from a speech of a very much greater
man than either the Home Secretary or myself.
Sir Edward Braddon, speaking on the Franchise
Bill in the Federal Parliament, referred to this
and other matters. He said in the course of his
speech—

It has no existence in thie two larger States, orin
Queensland, or in Tasmania. Les ng turn to a conuntry
in which women suffrage bas existed longer than it has
anywhere else—the United States of Ameriea In
Wyoming it was introduced thirty-two years ago, and
what is the position now of this movemnent which the
Minister says is going forward by leaps and bounds, and
gaining ground® After thirty-two years female suff-
rage exists in four States and territories, with an ag-
gregate population of a iittle over 1,000,000 souls out of
a total population of 77,0C0,000 in the United States.

About 1% per cent. of the American population
have adult suffrage amongst that number, and
the great majority possess no such franchise.
Then passing on he says—

Thes.e efforts have borne no frait. One of my great
objections to women suffrage is an objection which
has heen corroborated to a great extent by what has
fallen from the Minister for Iowe Affairs. Iobiect to
it as a Tory vote, as a Conservative vote.

And then further on he says

I object to the measure because I object to conser-
vabism and toryism, which retard progress and prevent
the w_orld moving on. How do we find this particniar
prineciple taken uyp in the old country: The Minister
has told us of what Pitt failed to do. He has told us
how Mr. Balfour spoke and voled in favour of this
principle. The one occasion on whieh it was passed by
the British House of Commons was when it was moved
and carried by Conservatives.

I am quoting from the speech delivered by Sir
Edward Braddon on the second reading of the
Franchise Bill in the Federal Parliament—
Federal Hansard, page 11936. I do not wish
to be misunderstond ; I do not intend to vote
against thismeasure. I have spoken many times
in favour of giving a vote to women. I recog-
nise there are many reasons why women should
have votes, and the fact that this mmeasure will
be of a very conservative character is not going
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to frighten e in the least. It does not frighten
the Home Secretary. 1 am glad to know that
he is mno longer the extreme Labour man that
he was, and that a little conservatism does
not frighten him now. And even if it should
have that highly conservative effect, I should still
be inclined to support the Bill for other reasons.
Women have to obey the laws of this country,
and they are, generally speaking, as intelligent
as men. They are sometimes well educated—
often better educated than men ; and if a woman
has to obey the laws and has the intelligence to
conform to them, I would not deny her the
franchise, always providing that she wants it.
There is not the immense difference between the
sexes that some people think. We are all more
or less the creatures of circumstances, and not
only does our environment affect us, but our
antecedents affect ns. We know that in the
middle ages, and as far back as the dawn of
history, woman was a mere chattel. e know
as time passed women increased in the social
and intellectual scale.  We know that the
Christian religion, probably more than any other
factor in the world, raised woman almost, if not
quite, to the same plane as man. I confess I do
not see my way to refuse her the franchise
if she desires it; but I have great doubts
whether women really desire the franchise
or not. If Ithought a majority of women de-
sired the franchise 1 should have no hesitation
whatever in giving it to them, and even if the
majority did not want the franchise, I should
not be justified in withholding it from any
considerable minovity. I intend to give the
principle of this Bill my support, though Idiffer
on certain matters, as I shall show the Flouse
presently. The Home Secretary told us also
that the political pendulum swings from con-
servativism to Labour, and from Labour to con-
servatism, and there is no question akout that.
All the world is changing ; everything in life is
changing. We know that communities, like
individuals, get tired ; men love change, and
commnunities love change. In fact, it may
be laid down as a general rule that whatever
is true of the individual is true of the com-
munity ; and, as individuals change, it is inevit-
able that communities should change also. That
being so, I think the Home Secretary was right,
and I am pleased to agree with him occasionally.
In fact. I should like to agree with: the hon.
member whenever I possibly can, and I shall be
prepared to go some distance to do so; and the
reason why I do not agree with him oftener is
because the hon. gentleman does not get suffi-
ciently near to the right line of truth to get
on the right track. [Mr. Forsyra: It is pos-
sibly due to his environment.] Yes. 1am glad
to know that he is an intellectual man, and,
judging by his speech last night, he seems to me
to give some evidence that he is getting away
from his recent environment. T hope the process
will continue, and if it does I have no doubt he
will be a very useful member of society, and a
useful Minister, too. Of course, I do not mean
to say that he is not useful now, but that he will
be more so., I do not intend to go over
his figures, because we have had so many
figures from the Home Secretary and from the
hon. member for Bulloo, and the hon. member
for Carpentaria, and it is not desirable that I
should repeat them. There is no necessity to
““gild refined gold ” or “* paint the lily,” or any-
thing of that kind. The Home Secretary dealt
at great length with this argument; he said:
Should there be different franchises in different
States? He conveyed the idea that all the other
States have practically the same franchise, but as
a matter of fact it was pointed out that the
franchise throughout the States was more or less-
different, and there is not a great deal of differ--
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®nce between our franchise and that of some of
the other States, I believe I am right in saying
$hat in some of the other States— Victoria, for
Instance—the franchise is less liberal than in
Queensland. Then he told us also that if the
Commonwealth system is just, the State system
must be unjust. I might go a little bit fur-
ther, and I think I will be just as logical in
saying that if the State system is just the
Commonwealth system is unjust. I do not
think that the mere fact that the Common-
wealth has a certain system, more especially
when we know that that system has not given
satisfaction and that a commission is sitting to

review it so that Parliament may
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alter the system, is any argument

why we should follow the Common-
wealth in this matter. I might argue with as
much force that because we have a particular
franchise which I believe is right, and the Com-
monwealth has a different franchise, therefore
that different franchise must be wrong. We
have not to consider what the Commonwealth
Parliament or any other Parliament has done.
‘What we have to do is to examine the facts and
form our deductions from those facts. There is
a reason why the franchise of the Common-
wealth should be a broader franchise than we
have—that is, if it is wise to have a federal fran-
chise at all. A man may be in Queensland
to-day, he may be a nomad, a bird of
passage, a man who is not a permanent resi-
dent, who is not a citizen of the State as
that term is understood. Is it reasonable that
we should give that man the same say in the
government of the country as we give to the
permanent bond fide citizens of the country? If
the only duty of members of Parliament were to
maie laws civil and criminal, I admit that in
that case every man who lives in a country,
whether he has any property or not, and no
matter how long or short his stay may be, should
have the same say in electing members of Parlia-
Thent as other persons, becauss e 1s autenable to
the laws of the country. But we know that
besides making civil and criminal laws members
of Parliament have to vote money for the
government of the country, and that money is
provided by the taxpayers of the country. If a
man who is a mere bird of passage haz the same
say in the election of members of Parliament as
other persons in the country who are permanent
residents, he might vote for borrowing reck-
lessly, and stay in the country as long as wages
are high, but when a reaction came he would
leave the country and let the permanent residents
bear the brunt of the extravagance to which he
was a party. But with the Commonwealth it is
a different matter. It is very easy to pass over
the boundary from one State to another, but it
is quite another matter to leave the Common-
wealth. Consequently, any man whois resident
in the Commonwealth, whether his stake in the
country is large or small, whether he remains
long in one State or not, cannot escape the con-
sequences of misgovernment the same as the
citizen of a State could. The Home Secretary
told us that an extension of the franchise and
progress went hand in hand, and the inference
to be drawn from that statement is that progress
is the result of a wide franchise. [The HouEe
SECRETARY : Oh, no.] Well, you said they went
hand in hand. [The HoMe SECRETARY : No. Isaid
the extension of the franchise was often followed
by a great amount of material progress.] Very
well ; I will accept the hon. gentleman’s correc-
tion that the extension of the franchise is often
followed by a great amount of material pro-
gress. The only inference we are warranted in
drawing from that statement is that this material
progress was the result of a broadened fran-
chise. If the hon. gentleman can prove that a
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broadened franchise would result in material
prosperity—that it would make two blades of
grass grow where only one grew before, that it
would increase the number of our sheep so that
instead of a lambing of 60 per cent. this year we
should have 75 per cent., that it would give us
23 bushels of wheat to the acre instead of 20
bushels-~in short, if he can show in any way that
the broadening of the franchise would improve
the country, there will be no need for any further
argument in favour of this Bill. But there is
absolutely no more connection between material
prosperity and a widened franchise than there is
between Tenterden Steeple and the Goodwin
Sands. Two things may ocear at the same time
and there may be absolutely no connection
between them, and I am simply astonished that
a man of the intellectual attainments of the hon.
gentleman should have attempted to mislead the
House by a fallacious argument of that kind,
and I feelit to be my duty to place it in its proper
light before the House. The hon. gentleman
also said that if you object to women having
political views you must as reasonably object
to women having religious views. Let us
examine that statement for a moment in
the light of reason as Lord Bacon recom-
mends, and see if it will stand the test.
We know perfectly well that a great deal of
misery and suffering has resulted in the past
from attempting to interfere with people’s
religious beliefs. It has become a recognised
doctrine in all civilised countries that the
religious views of people are sacred, and that
they ave entirelv a matter between themselves
and the Creator. The days are past when people
are persecuted for their religious beliefs, and, if
people want to get to Heaven, we allow them to
go to Heaven their own way. I go furtherand
say that we have absolutely no right to coerce a
man on account of his political views. I think
it was John Stuart Mill, or some other great
man—anyhow, a greater man than either the
Houe Secrt;‘um’u\ or ujyse}f, aud that is 5aying «
good deal—who said that, if all the people
in the world except one man were of one
opinion, the whole world with the exception
of that one man would have no more right to
coerce him than he would have to coerce the
rest of the world, if he had the power. That is
the view I take with regard to religious liberty.
There is absolutely no conunection between the
political and the religious views of women. In
the same way that we have no right to coerce
people for their religious views, we have no
right to interfere with the political views of
people, however much we may differ with them.
Of course, it is recognised that you must have
majority rule, and the only question is what
particular persons you are going to exclude.
Although T am as great a believer in the liberty
of the subject as any person, I hold that we are
quite justified in excluding certain persons from
the franchise, and I think the Home Secretary
will be justified in making this list of exclusions
larger than it is at present ; and, when the Bill
gets into committee, I shall be very glad
indeed if, with that sweet reasonableness which
is so characteristic of the hon. gentleman, he
will listen to any reasonable amendment, no
matter which side of the House it may come
from. I do not propose to discuss anything con-
nected with machinery, because I would be out
of order, I have no doubt ; but I submitthat, with-
out going into the machinery Bill in detail, T am
quite within my rights in referring in a general
way to the matter. Now, what would be the
effect of this Bill if passed ? Would it have any
immediate effect, supposing a general election
came off in two or three months? I should like
the Home Secretary to tell me whether in that
case women would have votes. If they would
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not, what isthe use of bringing in the Bill at all
at the present moment? Would it not be just as
well to let it wait until next year, when we can
put all the Bills through at the same time?
Then, again, this Bill does not make any provi-
sion for machinery. It does not provide that
women shall vote by post. I am not going to
argue now whether that is a good thing or not,
but I think I would be justified in arguing that
a Bill that dees not contain a provision of that
kind would not be of a workable character, and
it is a question whether we shall be wise in
passing the second reading unless, when we
get into committee, the scope of the Bill would
-enable us to insert a provision of that kind.
At the right time I shall express my views upon
the question of women voting by post, and at
present merely confine myself to remarking the
absence of any provision of a machinery charac-
‘ter. There issomething more that I would like
to know abuut the Bill. It is not apparent on
the face of it whether this Bill does away with
‘the property vote or not. Clause 5 says—*‘ No
person shall be entitled to vote more than once
at the same election.” We know that a man
cannot vote more than once, but does it
mean that he can use the residence vote
and not the property vote, or does it mean
that he can use the property vote and not
the residence vote if he likes ¢ T am in the dark,
and I think it is 2 matter that we should have
some information about. At first sight I took it
to mean that a man would have a right of using
‘the property vote if he liked, but he could not
vote more than once ; but, on looking into it mnore
closely, I am somewhat in doubt as to what is
the meaning of the section. While it is desirable
that a man should not vote more than once, it is
of the greatest importance that he should have the
right of deciding where he is going to exerciss
that vote. Take, for instance, myseif. I may
live in a rented house at Clayfield, whilst I have
property worth thousands of pounds in Brisbane.
Am I, under this Bill, compelled to vote in Clay-
field, and am I debarred from voting in Brisbane,
or, on the other hand, am I permitted to vote in
Brisbane or in Clayfield, just as I think fit?
It is very important that we should have
accurate information with regard to that matter,
If, as the Bill stands, a man 1s to be permitted
to vote where he resides, or where his property
is located, whichever he thinks fit to do, then it
is in the interests of the country that it should
be so stated. We have heard a great deal about
the property vote, but I represent a district
where the property vote does not count. I will
not weary the House with figures, which can be
made to prove anything. It wasan American
humourist who said that there were three de-
scriptions of lies—Ilies, lies, and statistics.
The Home Secretary gave us statistics, but I do
not intend to follow his lead, I should, how-
ever, like to say that figures are often mis-
leading, and we have received no really correct
information as to the number of people who
actually use the plural vote. A number of
people are down on the property qualification ;
I am myself, though I am entitled to a
residence qualification. I know hundreds of
people who have a property qualification, and
yet if they thought fit they could go on the roll
on a residence qualification. When the hon.
member for Barcoo gets up he does not tell us
about these things., He says there are so many
people with property on the roll, and therefore
they represent corner allotment votes. I ven-
ture to say that 75 per cens. of those people are
entitled to the residence or household qualifica-
tion. T have little more to say upon this matter.
I do not desire to go into the question whether
black people should be allowed to vote, because
it has been referred to at considerable length by
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others. I can only say, in conclusion, that I do
not intend to oppose the Bill; in fact, if it goes
to a division Ishall record my vote in favourof it ;
but as the same time I do not think the measure
will be complete until we have other measures
that will provide for the reduction of members
and for the redistribution of seats. When all
those measures have become law, and when the
country has had an opportunity of returning,
not seventy-two members, but, say, thirty or
forty, and when we have a franchise which is so
broad that we can say of it that it offers
facilities for every man and woman in the
country to vote, the great grievance of the
Labour party will be gone.  In fact, with their
grievance gone, their occupation will be gone
also, and I venture to agree with what the
Home Secretary said—that when the people
have got this measure, when the present feeling
subsides, and people look at things in the cold
light of reason, the effect of this measure may be
very different to what the hon. member for
Barcoo anticipates.

Mr. BARNES (Buliinba) : I think it will be
generally admitted that this subject is one of
very great importance to the community, and
yet to discuss the Bill at great length would be
a mistake. There can be no question that a
majority of the House has decided in favour of
the Bill, and to unduly discuss the matter would
not be in the interests of business. There are,
howevar, one or two remarks that I should like
to make as briefly as possible. I have listened
with great pleasure to the discussion, and especi-
ally to the remarks of the last speaker, who has
supplied us with a fund of information. [Mr,
Pacer: He has gone over the whole world.]
He has gone over a considerable portion of
the world, and put on record information
which will be very useful for future reference.
I would like to inquire as to what may
be the probable effects of the Bill as re-
gards women. Will women generally approve
of ity I know there are to be found women
representing both sides of politics who even at
the present moment take a very keen interest in
matters appertaining to elections; but it is said
that quite a large number of women are quile
indifferent to politics. I bave uften heard it
argned that because a majority of women do not
take an interest in the franchise, therefore those
who do should be deprived of the righs to exer-
cise it. As a supporter of women’s franchise, I
think it altogether unfair reasoning to assume
that, because one particular woman or class of
women refuse to exercise the franchise, women
who are desirous of exercising it should be
penalised. I very sincerely hope that the
time will not be far distant—indeed, 1t cannot
be—when women will have the privilege of
exercising their votes at a State election, [Mr.
Pagrr: We shall have a general election next
year.] Perhaps the mantle of prophesy has
fallen on the hon. member for Mackay. Whether
we have an election or not, my experience is that
women have taken a keen interest in politics,
although unable to exercise a vote. During the
last election for Bulimba one woman walked
several miles to record a vote in my favour, being
under the impression she was entitled Lo vote.
That shows there is in the minds of some
women a desire to take part in the politics
of this State, and I want to say most
emphatically that I believe wonien should
have a say in the government of the country.
There can be no doubt that the influence of
women in connection with the franchise of the

country will be distinctly, in my

[8.30 p.m.] judgment, for the good of the coun-

try ; and it does seem to me to be
unfair that in the past we have practically said
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‘that women shall be responsible to the laws of
the country and yet shall be deprived of the
privilege of exercising the vote. Indeed, the
Home Secretary very clearly pointed out that
we have allowed them to vote in connection with
local government, and so forth, and vet have
deprived them of the larger interests in connec-
tion with the government of the State. 1 would
like to point out that there are women—women
representing different associations, and repre-
senting a very important part of the community
—who, rightly or wrongly, believe that if they
were able to have a say in the election of repre-
sentatives to this House it would have a very
marked effect upon some of those things which
they regard as great evils,. We certainly
ought to allow them to step in so that those
particular matters may be dealt with. T would
like to refer to sonie of the charges which
have been hurled against some on this side of
the House as to their sincerity. It has been stated
that the only members who have been sincere
in this matter are those who are sitting on your
right, Mr. Speaker. [A Government member :
Hear, hear !] Somehon. gentleman on the other
side says, “Hear, hear!” We are prepared to
admit that in this particular connection they
have been sincere, but surely they must extend
to other members of the House equal sincerity in
that direction! [Mr. TUuRNER: You have not
shown it.] I do not know whether the hon.
member speaks of us collectively or individually ;
but I am here to speak for myself, and I chal-
lenge that hon. member to prove from Hansard
that 2t any one time when a Bill of this kind
has been introduced, I was ever found voting
against it.  When the Hon. the Treasurer
was sitting on this side, and brought in a
Bill, I voted for it. And yet the hon. member
for Rockhampton North says that all on this
side are inconsistent. [Mr. TurNER : I said col-
lectively, not individually.] The hon. member
now apparently sits corrected, and I accept his
explanation. I certainly did not catch him
making that particular explanation. 1 join with
the hon. member for Toowong in desiring to
point out that while I am exceedingly sincere in
my desire to support this Bill, I would impress
upon the House the danger which seems to me to
exist in connection with the way in which it has
been brought in. 1 refer to the fact of the
absence of a machinery Bill and a Redistribu-
tion Bill. The Premier, speaking last night on
the Bill now before the House, said:--

The Bill itself has one distinet purpose, it no other.
Even if no machinery Bill and no other Bill dealing with
clectoral reform were passed by this or the next session
of Parliament, it would do away with the plural vote.

I question very much whether it would do away
with the plural vote. I am prepared to admit
that in a sense it would do away with what is
called the property vote. Bubt would it not, in
another form, do that which would be a very
great injustice, especially to electorates like the
one which I have the honour to represent—the
largest in point of numbers of any single elec-
torate in the State? If during the passage of
the Bill through committee it is found that, say,
Dunwich should be tacked on to Bulimba, what
would be the effect? It would simply be
monstrous as far as that electorate is concerned.
We have sbout 5,200 males and females without
including Dunwich. With Dunwich added a
very serious injustice would be done under
the present distribution of seats, in having to
return only one member, while other electorates,
such as Burke, Bulloo, and others which I might
name, would have equal representation. The
Premier went ¢n to say—

‘We propose toliave the prineiple of one adult one
vote. This Bill in itself will not give 2 woman 4 vete
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in an etfective form, hecause the machinery is not pro-
vided for getting her name on the roll, but it willpro-
vide that the males on the existing roll shall only vote
once ab an election, and that in itselt will be a distinct
step in advance.

T agree with the Premier that it would have that
effect, but, again, I say the effect would be ex-
ceedingly unfair, and would be perpetuating in
another form all the evils that are said to exist
in connection with the plural vote under the
present franchise. I understand there has been
an arrangement come to between the leaders of
the House for the debate to close at a certain
time, and I have no wish to break that compact.
1 shall be pleased to support the second reading
of the Bill, but only on the understanding that
when it gets into committee some of those
anomalies I have pointed out will be dealt with;
and I shall be very pleased to assist those hon.
members on this side who have already intimated
that at that stage they will do their utmost to
remedy some of the grave objections that are to
be found in the Bill. I shall voce for the second
reading.

Mr, JENKINSON (Fassifern): T should like
to express, in the first place, my dissatisfaction
at the state of the Flouse when such an im-
portant measure as this is being discussed.
There appears very little reason to doubt that
we in Queensland at the present time are in
the midst of an epoch ; and yet one has only
to look round the Chamber to see the apathy
that is displayed by the representatives of the
people when we are discussing what is perhaps
one of the most important matters the House
has ever been asked to give a vote and opinion
upon. [Mr. Hawrsory: On which side?] On
either side of the House. [Mr. Cowar: You
have hardly been in your place ten minutes this
week.] As far as the relative numbers of mem-
bers ot the House are concerned, hon. members
on this side are represented just as fully as
hon. members on the opposite side, It seems to
me that hon. members sitting on the other side
are practically gagged. They have evi-
dently no desire to yive expression to their
opinions, whatever they may be, either to en-
lighten the House or to enlighten the country.
Another reason for disappointment—although I
believe it is not the reason why this measure has
been brought forward—is that in this critical
time in the history of Queensiand a measure is
brought down which is practically not guing to
assist the people of this State one iota on the
road to prosperity. The country is in a deplor-
able state; its finances in a parlous condition ;
there are a large number of unemployed and
dsstitute going round the country looking for
work, and yet the principal msasure of the Go-
vernment is a Bill conferring the franchise on
soine people, when it is doubtful whether they are
anxious to have it or not. This is the interest
they are apparently taking in the welfare of the
people of this State. There is very little doubt,
from what has been said by the Minister
introducing the Bill, and the Premier, that this
is more a party measure, to assist a party, and
not to assist the country. [An honourable mem-
ber : Which party 7] There is only one dominant
party on the other side, and this measure is
evidently the price of their support to the gentle-
man who is the nominal leader of the House.
[Mr. BowMaN: We want no rats about it, any-
how.] I am surprised to hear that expression
from the hon. member for Fortitude Valley.
Look over history, and see what has been the
attitude of his leader, what has been the atii-
tude of the two or three hon. gentlemen who are
now sitting on the Treasury benches?  And yet
he has the audacity to make use of an expression
like that. Where is the consistency of the hon.
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gentleman? Has he any regard for truth at all
when he uses that expression? Either that, or
he does not know the use of the term.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. JENKINSON : I repeat what I said in
this Chamber some time ago, that I challenge him
or anyone else to show on any public platform or
in this House any principles T have departed
from. That challenge is thrown down to him or
anyone else if they desire to take it up. He
cannot say the same of his leader nor of several
of the other hon. members who are occupying
seats on the Treasury benches. TLet him sweep
in front of his own doorstep before he attempts
to do 1t in front of the door of other people.
Judging by what has been said in this Chamber,
and also on public platforms during the election,
this is the price of the support of the Labour
party to Mr. Morgan and his colleagues.
Once they get this measure through, it has
been said by members belonging to the Labour
party they will have no further use for the hon.
gentleman who is nominal Premier-—he can be
cast aside to goon his own way. They used him
as a crutch to get into Parliament, and the
cruteh will be thrown aside when they get this
messwre through. [An honourable member :
‘What will they do?| Ihave not the slightest
idea what they will do, but, in my opinion, they
will make him very much more insignificant in
the eyes of the country than the hon. gentlenian
is to-day. The Home Secretary introduced this
measure in a modest way—probably concesling
his real desire—and, in giving the information to
the House, stated that the party behind Mr.
Morgan was not really anxious to introduce
measures that were of benefit to the country.
The measure of the session was to be a Franchise
Bill. Once get that through, and they could
turn their attention to other matters which
were of vital effact to the welfare of the people
of this State. The hon. member for Clerinont,
both prior to this election and during the time
of the election, gave utterance to practically the
same sentiments, and they were also endorsed bya
gentleman who was brought up evidently by sote
gentlemanontheothersideofthe House-~although
the Prewier thought fit to deny it at a public
meeting—who apparently gave the whole show
away. [Mr. NKErr: Who is that?] John
Norton. [Mr. KERR : T heard the hon. member
for Fassifern brought him up.] I am very
doubtful whether the ion. member ever did any
such thing, but, ax a matter of fact, I havenever
spoken to Mr, Norton in my life, and I am not
particularly anxious to do so.  He is, judging by
the comipany he keeps, one who might be
expected to associate with the hon. member for
Barcoo. 1t is stated in the Press that the exist-
ing coalition is simply for the purpose of securing
electoral reform. I believe that is honestly the
desire of the members of the Labour party who
are supporting Mr. Morgan at the pressnt time
—for _that particular purpose, and that only.
[Mr. MacarTNEY : I believe that is the compact. ]
I believe that is the compaect, written or un-
written. 1 believe they are relying on it.
Other hon. members also during the time of
the election gave utterance to the same senti-
ments, and if hon. members of the Chamber
were sufficiently interested, they would find on
looking over the newspaper files in the various
electorates during the election that these ubter-
ances were made on the public platforms when
they were seeking the suffrages of their own
constituents, and there was no desire at that
particular time to conceal their real motives.
But here, apparently, they are willing to sit
silent, and not open their mouths or give utter-
anse to their real and true sentiments. As far
as this Bill is concerned—the question of elec-
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toral reform—it is practically one of those
shibboleths that every party has used for
years and years. But there are different kinds
of electoral 1eform, and I am not quite so
sure that the majority of hon. members of
this House were returned pledged to sup-
port a Bill on the same principles as are
enunciated in the one that we have before us
at the present time. It is not likely to affect
me personally. I believe that throughout the
country the question of giving women a vote is
one that will appeal to a good many, and I
believe it will have a good effect in political life.
1 have nothing whatever to fear from it, and I
believe a good many members on both sides are
in that position, too. This Bill contains many
innovations—innovations that have been spoken
of and thought about for some considerable time.
First, it gives every man a vote. I am not quite
sure that that principle itself is a just one—that
placing every man in the community, no
matter who he may be, on the same level,
is one that will really commend itself to the
thinking portion of the community. Why should
a man who has been working for some
considerable time, and managed to save a com-
petence or sufficient to keep himself, be placed
on the same level as another man who spends

“the whole of his substance perhaps in drink ?

{Mr. Mrrreay : Or probably in an unlucky
speculation, and loses it.] That does not enter
into the question at all, I =wm just taking the
case of two individuals—a man who works hard
and tries to save sufficient to keep him in the
time to come when he will not be able to work,
and who will not be a burden on the State ; and
another man who, with every shilling he gets,
practically puts it down his throat, and
does not care a continental what becomes of
the State. It appears to me very unfair
that these two men should be classed in
the same category, and be looked upon as
equal to enjoy the full rights of citizenship.
This levelling down—for that is what it means—
has never appealed to me. I never could see
why some people who waste their substance
should be placed on the same level as those who
by hard work or in some other way have become
Tietter citizens. As someone stated, the prin-
ciple is that of a man behind calling out to those
in front, **Heigh ! you fellows, you are getting
along too quickly, come back and let us all
crawl together.” This levelling down process is
the bedrock and bottom of the platform of the
Labour party, and its adoption will take away
from men the inducement to become respectable
and honest citizens, and make provision for
their old age. Such a scheme will not raise
a desirable class of citizens in Queensland
or anywhere else. It is an old principle that
there shall be no taxation without representa-
tion; but this proposal will violate that prin-
ciple, inasmuch as a man who has accumulated
a little property on which he is taxed will not be
entitled to any representation in respect of that
property. ¥rom what has been said by previous
speakers —notably by the hon., member for
Toowong-—the corollary attached to one adult
one vote is one vote one value—in other words,
that every man and woman in the country shall
have equality of voting power. If that principle
is carried to its logical conclusion,- then each
representative of those people in this House
should have equality of voting power. I should
like to point out to members representing coun-
try districts what one vote one value means to
them. I cannot see what is going to stop mem-
bers who are returned on this question of one
adult one vote from being pushed by their
constituents to the acceptance of one vote one
value. We know that there is a tendency in
all parts of Australia, and it is particularly



Flectoral Franchise Bill.

noticeable in Queensland, for people to collect
in the cities and towns, so that the result of
one adult one vote accompanied with one vote
-one value will mean that five-sixths of the mem-
bers of this Assembly will be elected by our
cities and towns. Speaking roughly, out of
seventy-two members sixty would be representa-
tives of cenires of population like Brisbane,
Tpswich, Gympie, Maryborough, Mackay,
Townsville, and Charters Towers; and the result
of that would be that members representing
country districts would have extreme difficulty
in getting what they considered fair play for
their electorates. The hon. member for Warrego
referred to the question of giving women a vote.
I have always been an advocate for that prin-
ciple, and on every occasion when the question
has come up in this House I have voted in
favour of it. But judging from what the Premier
said last night it seems very improbable that the
privilege is conferred upon women by this Bill, for
without a machinery Bill it is absolutely impos-
sible for women to get their names on the
electoral roll. The hon. gentleman said—

This Bill in itself will not give & woman a vote in an
effective form, because the machinery is not provided
for getting her name on the roil, but it will provide
that the males on the existing roll shall only vote once
at an election.

Therefore, this measure does not really confer the
franchise on women. There is no provision
made for the machinery to accomplish that, nor
are we sure that we shall have the machinery
Bill providing for the enrolment of women,
‘With regard to this Bill doing away with the
plural vote, I am not quite certain that it will
have that effect. Hon. members have only to
look at the wording of the clause dealing with
that question to see that it is of doubtful inter-
pretation. The wording is exactly the same as
that in the Commonwealth statute, but no case
has been yet tried under that section. I have
long held the opinion that it does not do away
with plural voting, and I believe that thas
opinion would be upheld if a test case were
brought before the court. The eclause in
this Bill and in the Commonwealth Act
was taken from the Victorian Klections Act,
which provides that each elector shall vote once
only, and apparently it gives the principle of
one elector one vote. The words ‘““nc person
shall vote more than once at the same election,”
which constitutes the provision in the Victorian
Act, seem to emphasise that principle, but the
Appeal Court in Victoria has decided that it
does not provide for one elector one vote—it
simply provides that no elector shall vote more
than once in the same electorate. Hon, mem-
bers will see that the provision in this Bill is
capable of that interpretation, and as we have
no machinery Bill there is no penalty attached
to voting more than once. I am perfectly
satisfied that if a case were taken to the court
on that provision the judges would rely on the
decision of the Victorian Fuil Court that it
means that an elector shall vote only once in
the same electorate. In company with other
hon, members, I am rather sorry that we are
to have no machinery Bill brought down at
the present time, and also another Bill which
is the necessary corollary of this—

[9pm.] a Bill for a redistribution of seats.
It is nothing short of a public

scandal that we are continuing, not only under
the present franchise, but that we are asking
the people of this State to return the same
number of members as we did prior to federa-
tion. It is all nonsense to talk about the fact
that this will bring about a reduetion in the
cost of running the government. I was not
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quite sure what was the ineaning of the Home
Secretary when he used the phrase last night
that before we could assimilate the electoral
machinery we must assimilate the franchise,
and then we can come down with what members
on both sides believe is necessary, and that is a
reduction in the cost of government. There
are several members on the other side who say
that the best way to bring about a reduction in
the cost of government is by the abolition of
the Upper House; and, if they can only get
this Blectoral Bill passed, they will have the
power given to them to return a sufficient
number of members to this House, and then they
will be able to carry out their will and abolish
the Upper House. The hon. member for Car-
pentaria is quite wrong in that matter. They
have the power to appoint members to the
Legislative Council who will abolish themselves,
if they like. There is nothing to prevent them
doing so. There is nothing to prevent them
bringing in an amendment of the Constitu-
tion Act. They have the machinery at their
disposal, and, if they come back o this House
in sufhcient force, I have not the slightest doubt
that will be their ultimate aim, so that there
will be no impediment to their carrying any
legislation they desire. It is my intention,
seeing that this Bill contains a principle that I
believe in, to vote for the second reading ; but,
at the same time, I regret with other mewbers
on this side that there is no machinery Bill
accompanying it, and, according to what the
Premier says, we are not likely to get it—not
this session, at all events—and also that there is
no likelihood of a Bill for a redistribution of
seats in this Assembly.

Mr. HAWTHORN (Enoggere): I do not
intend to detain the House very long, in view of
the agreement that we should adjourn at 9
o’clock or a little later, but I wish to say that it
is very satisfactory to the Government to have
brought in this Bill so early in the session,
because, in spite of what has been said by some
hon. members on the other side, I hold that the
past elections have shown distinetly that a Bill
of this kind is acceptable to the majority of the
people of (ueensland. I consider that the
majority of the people of this country are quite
4t to be entrusted with the business of electing
representatives to Parliament. In the United
States, in Sough Australia, and in other States
of Australia, one man one vote is in existence,
and I consider the people of those States are in
no way better than the people of Queensland,
and therefore our people are perfectly entitled to
have thesame rights as the people in those Stutes,
Further than that, the Federal Legislature has
provided that one man one vote shall be in force
for the Commonwealth Parliament, and 1t is an
anomaly that we should have our State elections
run on different lines to those 1 connection with
the federal elections. I further say that it would
be the cause of great disappointment to the
people of Queensland if a Bill of this kind was
not passed., The fact that the Premier has
practically promised to have the machinery Bill
introduced so soon as possible does away with
any objections to that Bill not being brought
forward simultaneously with this Bill. I pre-
sume that, as soon as time will permit next
session, the machinery Bill will be brought in,
and that the objections raised by the Opposition
on that ground will therefore disappear. The
main item in connection with this Bill is the
granting of the franchise to women, Woman
suffrage is a principle that is generally recogunised
all over the world, because, after all, giving the
franchise to women is only the political recog-
nition of their status. At present they have
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the full right to enter upon any trade, to engage
in any business, to sue and be sued, to engage in
any profession, and generally to carry out the
full rights of citizenship, so that there 1s nothing
to debar them from having the electoral fran-
chise as well. It is merely a recognition of
the priociple. It does not mean giving them
any further rights of citizenship, but merely
putting on the electoral rolls a certain number
of electors; and the experience of countries
where the franchise has been granted to women
goes distinetly to show that the general posi-
tion of political parties is really not affected
by the conferring of the franchise on women.
It has had no effect in making parties uneven
or in any way different to What they were
before. At present there is some idea that
probably the women’s vote will give one section
of the community a very much larger influence
in future elections, That might have been so
in past federal elections; but, as soon as the
system is perfectly in vogue, I am of opinion
that the position of parties will be about the
same as it is under the present franchise. If we
want good government, there is no safer and
surer way of getting it than by entrusting the
full privileges of the ballot to the women of
Queensland.  [Government members: Hear,
hear ]

Question—That the Bill be now read a second
time—put and passed, amid Government cheers.

The committal of the Bill was made an Order
of the Day for Tuesday next.

ADJOURNMENT.

The SECRETARY FORPUBLIC LANDS:
I move that this House do nowadjourn. The first
business on Tuesday will be the second reading
of the Dairy Bill, and after that the commxttee
stage of the Hlectoral Franchise Bill.

Hox. R. PHILP : Will the hon. gentleman
tell us when we niay expect the Financial State-
ment? 1 understood it was to come on on
Tuesday next?

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLICLANDS :
The Treasurer tells me that he will be ready with
his Financial Statement next Thursday evening.

Question put and passed.

The House adjourned at ten'minutes past 8
o’clock,





