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Electoral Franchise Bill. 16 JANcARY.] Questions. 43 

FRIDAY, G JA:-<TARY, 1905. 

The SPEAKER (Hon. Sir A. S. Cowley, He1·bert) 
took the chair at half-past 3 o'clock. 

AUDITOR-GE::"'ERAL'S REPORTS. 

The SPEAKER announced the receipt from 
the Auditor-General of the following reports :-

(1) Report on Government Savings Bank 
Securities to 31st December, 19'14. 

(2) Report under Treasury Bills Ac ~ of 1893 
to 31st December, 1904. 

Ordered to be printed. 

<-XGESTIONS. 
DISMISSAL 01<' .RAU,WAY EMPLOYEES. 

Mr. LJ<jSIN A ( Clcruwnt) asked the t:lecretary 
for Railways-

VYhat number of railway employees, casual or perw 
manent,, included in the charges made by me in 
Parliament during the discussion of the Estimates of 
the Railway Department, have been dismiseed since 
Parliament was prorogued in December r 

The SECRETARY :FOR RAILWAYS (Hon. 
A. :\Iorgan, Warwick) replied-

The Commissioner informs me that on the 15th 
ultimo, the day on the evening of which the hon. mem­
ber for Clermont spoke on the Railway Estimates, the 
General Tramc Manager recommended that eight 
casual employees in the Roma-street goods-shed should 
be discharged. The recommendation was approved by 
the Commissioner, who assure.;:; me that the hon. 
member's remarks in the Hom;;e had no bearing on the 
recommendat,ion or its approval. Some of the em­
ployeE'-; affected are believed to be identical with 
persons referred to by the hon. member. 

ALLEGED :FREE RAILWAY PASS TO MR. l'. 
PEGLEH. 

:\Ir. LESINA 'tsked the Secretary for Hail­
ways-

Did :\fr. P. Pegler, of the :Witchell Rabbit Board, 
receive a first-class railway pass from Charleville to 
Brisbane during December, 1904; if so, upon whose 
authority was such pass issued? 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS 
replied-

)io. 
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ELECTORAL FRANCHISE BILL. 

COliil\llTTEE. 

Clause 1-" Short title "-put and passed. 
On clause 2, as follows :-
rrhis Act ~hall not affect any election of a nen· 

member to fill any vaeancy occurring in the Lcgislatrve 
Assembi~- dnriug thr continuance of the present Pm·lia­
ment, and prior to the first day of January, one 
thousand nme hundred and seven. 

HoN. JL PHII,P asked what was the meaning 
of this clanse? 

The HOME SECRETARY replied that it 
simply meant that if a va0ancy nccurrecl during 
the cuntinnance of the present Parliament that 
particubr vacancy should be filled by an election 
conducted on the same basb as the present 
Assembly had been elected. The addition to 
the clause, "and prior to the first clay of 
January, one thommnd nine hundred andse\·en," 
had been put in to make the clause harmonise 
with a corresponding provision in thb Elections 
Bill. 

HoN. R. PHILP: Supposing there was a 
dissolution next June, and a new Parliament 
had to be elected, what then? 

The HOME SECRETARY : If there was a 
dissolution the new Parliament would of course 
be elected on the new franchise. 

HoN. R. PHILP said he did not reo,d the 
clause in that way. It seemed. to him that if 
there was an election next year females would 
not be allow·ld to vote-not before the 1st of 
,January, 1907. [The Hmm SECHETAI\Y : There 
is no justification for that at all.] He thought 
the intention of the clause might be more clearly 
expressed. Under the Bill the new franchise 
would not come into operation for two or three 
years. 

The HO::\IE SECRETARY: If thPre was a 
general election within tbe next five or Rix 
months, they would go to che country on the 
new franchise. The clause onlv coveren the 
case of any vacancy that might ,;ccnr. !Mr .• J. 
LEAHY : \Vhy for two years?] They were pre· 
suming, of course, that Par1ian1ent would run 
its course. The chances were that in th8 earlier 
part of the year 1907 there would be a general 
election, and the clause covered that. [Hon. R. 
PHILP: I think two years is too long- to keep the 
females out of a yote.] 'fhey would not be kept 
out of a v-ote for two yearg. 

HoN. R. PHILP: In the case of by-elections, 
the females were kept out of a \'ote for two years. 
Why not give them a vote as soon as possible? 
[The Hm!E SECRETARY: \Ve would have one 
part of the Assembly elected under one fran­
chise, and another under a different franchise.] 
Twelve months ought to be ample time in which 
to provide a new roll. There were new electors 
getting on the roll every year. They came in 
and voted at by-elections. K ow it was proposed 
to keep the women out of their vote for two 
years. [The HOME 8ECRE1'AHY: Only in the 
ca"e of a by-election.] He thought they should 
get them into the way of \'Oting. He moved 
the omission of the word " seven" on the last 
line, with a view of inserting "six." That 
would give twelve months for the preparation of 
the rolls. 

The HOME SECRETARY would call the 
hon. member's attention to the fact that in case 
the omendment were taken seriously it would 
render the clause altog-ether inconsistent, because 
it expressly said-

This Act shall not affect any election of a member 
to fill any vncancv occurring in the Legislative 
Assembly during the eontinuance of the present Parlia­
ment. 

(Hon. R. Philp. 

In the ordinary course of things the present 
Parliament would run on until1907. The hem. 
n1ember \Vas not justified in s.'lying that won1f'll 
would be kept out of a vote for two years. It 
altogether depended upon the time when the 
general election took place. In so far as by­
elections w<re concerned he was rtnite right. 
K o doubt the hon. member was aware that there 
was nothing original in the clause; it was taken 
from the second clause of the Gomrnonwealth 
Franchi>e Bill. The hon. member did not mean 
to seriously argue that, if one of the member,; 
for the constituency of Bri"b:me North departed 
this life, it woul<1 be fair to Brisb·we Xmth to 
have a new election on the new franchise when 
the whole of the rest of the Assembly was 
elected on a different franchise? The thing 
would he ttltogether inconsistent, and the situa­
tion altogether indefensible. 

HoK. R. PHILP could not follow the Home 
Secretary at all. They were continually having 
new na:ues on the rolL New arrivals came to 
the State, and young men arrived at Lhe age of 
twentv-one years, and both those classes of per­
sons were allowed to vote, thongh they did not 
vote at the general election. If it was going to 
be such a good thing to allow women to vote ; if 
what the hon. member for Clermont predicted 
was g-oing to happen; if they were going to have 
higher wages and bhorter hours under the new 
franchise, then the sooner it came into force the 
better. Putting- the women off for two years 
was giving something with one hand and taking 
it away with the other. 'fwelve months w~s 
ample time in which to get the new roll m 
order. 

lYir. LESIXA: The clause was based on the 
assumption that Parliament would run its full 
course of three years. That assumption might 
be good or bad. No one could lay claim tu the 
faculty of political prophecy, but poss1bly Par­
liament woulc1 run its full term. If it did, then 
any vacancy that took place wonld be filled 
under the provisions of tlw old Act--the properby 
vote and the disqualific:ttion at present placed 
on wornen. In the rneantin1e an effort would be 
made to gather the women on the roll prepara­
tory to going to a general election, for at any 
time an election might take place, and if it took 
place, then the nfw Act would come into opera­
tion. The moment Parliament expired by 
effiuxion of time, or in consequence of a political 
crisis, and a general election took place, then 
the conRtituencies would vote on the basis of the 
new Act with the women votinf, and the pro­
perty vote abolished. Now ordinarily, when a 
new Elections Act was passed, Parliament im­
mediately dissolved, or as soon thereafter as it 
was possible to compile the rolls. [The PR!lli!IER : 
\V here is your authority for that statement ?l 
Ordinary common sense dictated that much. 
He was not such a stickler for authority or pre­
cedent as the Premier. He believed that brave 
men created precedent,, and that cowards sought 
them. If there be no authority for that, why 
not create a precedent? But be was not anxious 
to argue that point. He saw what the clause 
was driving at. He was not grumblmg at the 
clause. If the Committee determined that the 
House should not immediately diesolve, he was 
content to put up with the conditions laid down 
in the clause, but here was a point that had not 
occurred to the leader of the Opposioion : If his 
amenrlment were carried, and if Parliament 
lasted until 1907, between 1906 and 1907 a by­
election might take place in ,me or two con­
stituencies. In that case a new member coming 
in on the broadened basis would sit in a Cham­
ber the majority of the members of which had 
been elected under the old property franchise. 
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That would create an anomaly which was, to 
him, unthinkable. ]'or that reason he hoped 
the amendment would not he accepted. 

Mr. MACARTNEY: There was no doubt 
something in what the hon. member for Cler­
mont had said, and he would ltke to see the 
amendment withilrawn for the purpose of omit­
ting the words. "o~ a new memb~r to fill any 
vacancy occurrmg m the Leg1slat1ve Assembly 
durincr the continuance of the present Prtrlla­
ment,b ani!," and altering the date from 1907 to 
1006. That would be a reasonable way of 
meeting the difficulty. He also agreed with the 
last speaker that if they altered the franchise as 
proposed they ought to go to the country_ at 
once. Of course, nothing said on that s1de 
would effect any alteration, and it was no use 
carrying the matter on at any length. llu t it 
must be borne in mind that after the Act was 
passed two sets of rolls, bi-monthly and annual, 
wonld have to be prepared and constantly kept 
up, one of male voters under the present fran­
chise, and another of women voters under the 
new franchise. Such a double-barrelled system 
would entail an extra expense of thousands of 
pounds. ['fhe HOME SECRETARY : Y on will find 
the expense will be reduced, not mcreascd.] 
That would be impossibl<", for immediately after 
that Bill and the machinery Bill were paseerl 
they would have to start preparing the new roll 
upon which the women of the State would be 
enrolled, and tbat would mean 100,000 new 
names to start with, and that would have to be 
added to and rliminished every two months and 
revised annually. He thon;;ht the position 
taken up by the leader of the Opposition was 
unanswerable but the object in view could be 
better obtain;d by adopting his suggestion. 

HoN. R. PHILP : I withdraw my amend­
ment. 

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn 

Mr. MACARTNEY moved the omission of 
the following words:-
of a new member to 1111 any Yacaney oceurriug in the 
Legislative Assembly dnring the continuanee of the 
present Parliament, and 

If the amendment was agreed to, the Act would 
come into operation at any election which might 
take place after the 1st of January, lUO!i, <tnd it 
would give a period of twelve months for the 
preparation of the new rolls. 

The HOME SECRETARY: It was not 
thought advisable that there should be in that 
Parliament two classes of members, some elected 
on one franchise and some on another. It wonld 
bring about a totally inconsi.tent and ridiculous 
position, and une which, aa far as he \V.as aware, 
was abwlutely unprecedented in par!Jamentary 
history. 

Mr. MACARTNEY: The inconsistency was 
with the other side, who wanterl to give some­
thing to the people which would work wonders 
and reforrn everything, and, for some rt-''1son, 
would withhold it for two or three year;;. [The 
PREMIER: Nonsense!] He was inclined to 
think the Premier w~s desirous to see the Bill 
rejected altogetl1er. [The PREM!Ell : There is no 
doubt about that bemg your wish.] He had 
proved his sincerity by his actions. They were 
told that the people were clamouring tor the 
franchise, and would not be happy until they got 
it· and yet the Government, while glVmg them 
th~ extended franchise, were going to debar 
them from the exercise of it for three years. 

Mr. KEOGH: He was decidedly in fa Your of 
the amendment. If an extended franchise was 
given, those women whose names were on the 

new rolls should be entitled to vote at any by­
election which might take place during the exist­
ence of the present Parliament. They should 

go to the country immediately they 
[4 p.m.] enfranchised the ladies. He had 

always held that they had a perfect 
ricrht to be on the rolls. The amendment would 
m~et the case better than the original clause, 
and he hoped the Home Secretary would accept 
it, and give everyone whose nanl8 was authoR 
rised to be placed on the electoral roll.s the 
ri"ht to vote at once, no matter whether 1t was 
at" a by-election or at a general election. Once 
their names were on the roll they should have 
the right to vote. 

Mr. ',J. LEAHY : The Home Secretary 
claimed that the Government had followed the 
example of the Commonwealth Parliament, but 
he would aok why they had gone fnrther tb~n 
the Fecieral Parliament and proposed that toe 
Bill shonld not come into operation until 1907_? 
There was a gre.,t difference between the posi­
tion in which the Federal Government found 
tbernsel ves and the position of the present Go­
vernment of Queensland. The ]'ederal Govern­
ment had no electoral machinery at all when they 
tir•t met Parliament, and the members of the 
Federal Parliament were returned under no less 
than six diffc:rent franchise"; yet it was not pro­
posed that, as soon as the F_ranchi~e Act was 
passed, there shou)d b: a d1ssolu~wn because 
members were sittmg m that Par,mment who 
were elected under different franchises. I~, from 
any cause, there should be a vacancy Ill the 
representation of the llulluo, what concern could 
it be to anyone but the electors of Bulloo on 
what franchise their new member was returned? 
If there was anything at all in the argument of 
the Home Secretary, they should go to the coun­
try immediately the Bill was passed. ·when tbe 
l''edeml Act was passed, there was no rnachmery 
in existence for carrying out an election, whiht 
here there we~ machinery in full working order. 
It took some time to prepare the rolls, and the 
federal machinery was so cumbrous that the 
hon. gentleman controlling the Home Depart­
ment told the Press the other day that 1t was 
not work in'' pr"perly yet, and that they were not 
ready for a~ election. In the case of the ~'ederal 
Parliament, thA House of Representat1 ves ex­
rirecl by effiuxion of time aboul sixteen mont~s 
after the Franchise Act was assented to, but m 
Queen,]and tbey were only at the beginning of 
a new Parliament, ;.:;o that there was 110 analo~{y 
between the two things. He was not qmte 
certain that the clau"e bore the construction 
placed upon it by the Home Secretary, that, if 
there was a general elecLion before l!JO,I, it '';ould 
not he conducted under the old francll!se. That 
should be made quite clear. Something had 
been s~1id about ~ou.1e hon. mernb8rs being anxious 
that the clause should not come into force 
immediately. He diu not approve of the clause 
as it stood, and he did nut approve of the Bill as 
it was but that was not the pomt. If a thmg 
was g~)ing to be carried-as thb was going to 
be carried bv this House-they should not 
he:;;itate, if -lt was a remedial rneasure, to 
give the full benefit of it t<: the cou~try 
aR soon a,s it cnuld be brought rnto operatiOn. 
[The Hmm SECRETAHY: It means a general 
election as ,oon as po>sible, thun.] He thought 
there ought to be an elecli<.n. l I there w~s any­
thing incongruous or wrong about a certa~n booy 
of members being returned on one franch1se and 
another number of membus returned ou another 
franchise, what position would they be in if tl:ey 
enfranchised 100,000 people ar,d ref1:sed to f?lve 
them any say in the election of the representat1 ves 
who made laws for them? How much more 

Mr. J. Leahy.] 
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strange was that? Once the Bill was passed, 
not a single member on either side could say 
that he represented the people in his electorate, 
or that he possessed the confidence of the new 
body of electors, or that he was ju~tified !n 
remaining there for one day. If they d1d remam 
there there must be no m gency for the Bill, and 
it ruu'st have been introduced for some other pur­
pose. A similar provision was not to be fonnd 
in any of the other States of the Commonwealth, 
and the reason for its introduction into the 
Commonwealth Act was because they had 
no machinery previously in existence. The 
hon. gentleman went beyond the Common­
wealth, and put in prior to 1907, but the Com­
mon wealth did not put m pnor to 1903. or 1~04, 
when the election took place in the natural order 
of tbinus, and why did the hon. gentleman put 
it in? "He had tacked this on kl the end of the 
clause but they had no information about it. 
In Sm;th Australia, where they brought in a new 
Bill, lock, stock, and barrel, they put in a clause 
saying that the Act should cr~me into force on a 
da.v to be fixed by proclarnatwn, and there "as 
more sen•><J in that, because that would mean 
that as soon as the machinery of the State had 
been brought into order, and through the rc:vi­
sion courts the names on the rolls harl been com­
pleted, the proclamation would bring_ it into 
force on a particuhr day as soon as possrble after 
the rolls were completed. That was done in 
South Australia, and it was the proper thing to 
do. If the Government did not brin;; this Bill 
into force after the rolls were completed, the 
people would have somethin~ to say about it. 
The Press would want to know all about it, and 
there would be a public and moral force pressing 
on the Government to know why rt was not done, 
and compel them to do it. There would be more 
reawn in a provision of th>tt kind, which was the 
prt'per thing to do, than in t:he ct~use _as now 
brought in. [Mr. H.mDAORE : . Sapposmg an 
election takes place before that tune?] It must 
be conducted under e,:jsting rolls until new roll' 
were in force. If this Bill as rmssed, then 
immediately the machinery was in order thE-y 
had no business to remain in thP Chamber wrth­
out appealing to the people. They woulrl ha,~e 
to have new rolls, which wuulJ hav~ to be 
revieed; •o that he did not think it could possibly 
come into fore' before th& end of the present 
year; hut he c9rtainly thought tb';'t after t~e 
new rolls were corr:pleted they shothd ascerl.am 
at the earliest po"ible moment whether they 
enjoyed the confidence of the new electors or not. 
He had always been in favour of an ext•_mded 
franchise; but that was no reason why, 1f the 
House came to a conclusion, thev should not say 
that was the verdict of the House ; and they 
should, in the interests uf the country, bring it 
into force at the first possible opportunity. 

Mr. KEHR (Ba-rcoo) would like to know if 
the hon. member for l:lu!:oo could point tu any 
other State where a by-el,,ction had taken 
place before a goneral election on the new fran­
chise wherever the franch1se had been altered. 
Had he any precedent he could give them of 
any Sta.te that had altered i~s franchise, and in 
which before a general elect10n took place the 
by-elections were lt<lt carried uut on the old 
franchiHe? Then, agam, th,, hon. member s:11d 
there should be a general election. His pcnty 
not long ago wanted a general election, and said 
" Let us get to the people," and the people g-ot to 
them pretty sharp. (Government laug-hter.) 
The people spoke very ernphatrcally at the last 
general election. [Mr. ,J. LEAIIY: 'l ou are not 
dealirw wrth the clause at all.] He wanted the 
hon. g,ember, who poHed as a constitutional 
authority in the Chamber, to give them any 

[Mr. J. Leahy. 

precedent where any State which ~ad altered its 
franchise had carried on a by-electwn under the 
new franchise, but he could not do it. The 
whole object of the hon. member was to delay 
this Bill. 

Mr. J. LEAHY: The hon. gentleman got 
up and reported him as havin_g said what he 
never said at all. He had sa1d m the first place 
that it would not be an incongruous thing if it 
was done. He believed there would be far 
greater reason for its be~ng _done than ~h.ere 
would he in their passing this Brll, and remmmng 
in the House to legislate for the country, when 
they did not know whether a single peroon would 
be returned by the new electors. What he did 
say was, that when an alter:>tion took place, as 
was done in South Australra, as soon as the 
machinery could be put. into effective operation 
the proper course was to appe":l to the ~lectors. 
The hon. member for B"rouo said that h1s party 
were very anxious to appeal to the electors last 
year. In reply to that, be '"!light sax that the 
then leader of the Opposrt10n, Str Arthur 
Hutledge offered to assist the present Premier 
to pass a'uy me~sures which were wanted in t~e 
interests of the country, but they were not afrard 
to appeal to the people .. The present Opposi­
tion small as they were m numbers, got more 
vot~s at the lftte general Flection than the 
followers of the Premier did-LAn honourable 
member: That is very ingenious.]-and they 
were in the anomalous position thttt though they 
were sittinf( in Opposition they had more el~c­
tors in the State behind them than thP PremiPr 
or his supporters. (Government laughter.) He 
did not want to make capital out of that-( Go­
vernment laughter.)-becauHe everybody knew 
that the Premier was not the lea~··r, but. t~at 
the hon. member for B <.fCOO was. rhe tntt]Orlty 
of the votes bdonged to the hnn. members who 
sat on the Government cr<·,,s~benches. [.i'>Ir. 
KERH : You don't represent man:~: votes.] He 
did not want to take up time on tlns; J:ut he drd 
not want to be misrepresented. Tins was a 
franchise that would double the votin~ power of 
the e•nmtry, and was entirely different from <> 
new franchise as laid down 1n the oth~r Stat_e.s. 
It was different from a new franeh1se "Inch 
added 5 or 10 per cent. to the number of 
electors on the roll; it doubled the elector·' 
on the roll. It was not an ordmary fran­
chise, but an extraordinary franchise, and that 
was the re1Son why he thought the electors of 
the State should not be kept one day _longer 
than was necE ",ary from having a say m the 
government of the country. I~ Ne_w _South 
\Vales they bad passed a franchme srm1la1: to 
this, and it was only laet year that 1t. came mto 
operation ; but ae soon as the machmery could 
be got ready they appealed to then· new 
masters. That wa'l one instance for the hon. 
n•ernher for Barcoo, and it was the or:ly ca,se 
which lw knew of where the franch1se was 
extended to women in a measure by itself, and 
immediately the machinery Bill was put m to · 
force the? appealed to the people. Thr:t was 
exactly what we ought to do here. He d1d not 
seP. bow it could well be done before the end of 
the present year, but it certainly ought to be 
done as soon as possible. 

HoN. R. PHILP asked the hon. member f:>r 
Barcoo if he could give an instance where a B1ll 
of this kind was passed over two years before a 
geneml eleution? He coulrl net name one m the 
British Empire. [.Y1r. KEmt: What about the 
Commonwealth Act?] That Act was P~'ssed 
fourteen months before the election, but there 
was no analogy, because that was rtn entirely 
new Parliament, The hon. member had also 
referred to the last election. The Oppositi<>n 
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were prepared to go to an election at any time ; 
and they always told the truth. As a matter of 
fact, the women of the State would have had a 
vote at the last general election had not 
the hon. member and his supporters stone­
~alled . the Bill the then Government brought 
m, g1vmg every woman a vote. [An honour­
able m em be;: : Babies, too. J The second 
reading was passHd, and if a majority of the 
Home objected to that provision they could have 
struck it out in committee. But the hem. mem­
ber for Barcoo voted against it, and his present 
>tction showed his consistency. Kow that he 
had the power-became he was really the leader 
of the House-he said,'' This Bill must go through 
off our bat." [Mr. KERR: \Vas not. your women 
vote on the property basis?] Yes, hut. that had 
nothing to do with this question. He again con· 
tended that if the extension of the franchise was 
going to bring about all the benefits to the 
people that hon. me m hers opposite represented, 
they should have a general election under the new 
franchise as soon as possible. But apparently 
the majority opposite did not want an election· 
they were quite satisfied to hang on until th~ 
Parliament expired. The Home Secretary had 
g1yen h1s orders that the Bill was to g;o through 
without any amendment~ not an "i '' was to be 
dotted nor a '' t" to be cros,ed; this was the only 
Bill he would accept. 

Mr. HARDACRE (Leichhardt) had no special 
quarrel with the clause. It seemed only natural 
that in the case of a by-election the candida:e 
should be returned on the same franchise as 
members already returned to Parliament· but 
still, if the Committee desired that the' new 
franchise should come into operation at once 
he would like to see it done, unless there wa~ 
some vital objection to such a provision being 
incorporated in the Bill. The objection that 
they should not ha;·e members returned on 
different franchises seemed ;1.t first sight to 
be a mtional one, but upon consideration it 
had not 0, very strong foundation, because, as 
a matter of fact, members were now elected on 
different franchise,. Some hon. members were 
elected in constituencies which had the plural 
vote-the property vote-but other members were 
returned by electorate" in which there was no 
property vote-practically on manhood suff. 
rage-and to that extent it would be an improve. 
ment to get the uniform system they were now 
advocating into operation as soon as possible. 
vVith regard to the Act extending the franchise 
referred to by the hon. member for Bulloo as 
having been passed in 1\ew South ·wales, he 
would point out that that measure was passed 
towards the expiration of Parliament, and it 
was a very proper thing to burn on the elections 
a little bit quicker than would otherwise have 
been the case. But here they were in an entirely 
different position, having only just been returned 
by the constituencies with a mandate that they 
should pass the extended Franchise Bill at once. 
The circumstances, therefore, did· not justifv 
another election. The fact that" this Bill abolished 
plural voting was in itself an important matter. 
Every member of the House, if this Bill was 
passed, would act on the understanding that 

wben he went back to the country 
[4.30 p.m.] he would have to face electors en· 

rolled on a new franchise. \Vhile 
he did not quarrel with the restriction with 
regard to by-elections, still, if the leader of the 
Opposition desired the measure to come into 
operation at once, he would certainly welcome 
that amendment. He should like to know what 
was the meaning of the words "and prior to the 
first day of J an nary, one thousand nine hundred 
and seven." [The HOME SECRE1'ARY: Any elEc­
tion of a new member to fill a vacancy in the 

present Assembly.] He believed that that was 
what the clause really meant ; but it appeared 
to hi m that those words were unnecessary. 

Mr. FORSYTH said he could not understand 
why the words in the last line and a-hrdf of the 
clause were inserted. [Mr. LRSINA : To permit 
Parliament to run its full term.J Precisely; 
but why should that be? If they tJad a gener".I 
election next week, it would have to take place 
under the old Act. The Government were going 
to force the Committ.ee to pass two Bills which. 
would be absolutely inoperatiYe until 1907. 
[The HOME SECRETARY: 1'\onsense.] They might 
have seventy. two new members before 1907, and 
he thought the clau,;e should stop at the words 
''present Parliament." 

HoN. R. PHILP : This clause meant that 
there would have to be two sets of electoral rolls 
kept going, which would entail greater expense 
than the advertising- of the names of applicants 
for enrolment. The provision invited the 
House to remain there for the next two years. 
There was no re:>son why the measure should 
not come into operation at once. If people 
were enrolled, and they were not allowed to 
vote, they would want to know the reason, and 
would not understand having their names on the 
roll, and being refn,ed the right to vote. This 
wa;; about the most farcical legislation he had 
ever heard of-to pass a Bill which was not to 
come into operation for two years. 

Mr. KEOG H said that during the last general 
election many persons whose names were on the 
federal roll were suq.rised to find on going to the 
polling· booth that they were not on the State roll, 
and therefore that they could not vote ; the same 
thing would happen if this Bill were passed and 
did not come into operatiun for two years. He 
hoped the Home Secret,.rv would agree to make 
it operative at one'". He trusted the hon. 
gentleman would amend the clame to that effect, 
nnd allow every 1nan and \YOinan to vote as soon 
<cs possible. 

Mr. ,T. LEAHY: They had been repeatedly 
told that an Pxtension of the franchi'e was going 
to be a wonderful benefit to the country. The 
hc1n. member for CJermPnt spoke of it coi1ferring 
higher we"es, and giving shorter hours, and 
many other things. Xow, nothing could be 
worse for a country than to have its politics or its 
policy in a a unsettled condition. It had a deadly 
influence on trade. If they were going to have 
a new policy, they ought to know what it was as 
soon ap, r)OB-"iible. People \Vould not invest n1oney, 
or carry on business, until they knew what the 
settled policy of the country was. But it ep· 
peared that the new Franchise Bill, like Ma­
homet"s coffin, was to be suspended in mid·air for 
two years. In other ways the settled policy of 
the countr_v wa< unknown. There was a party 
opposite who did not believe in the sale of land, 
and a Go;·<ernment w·ho said thm· did believe in 
it, and were going to realise £100,000 by the sale 
of land this year. V\ hich of the'e two things 
was to be the settled policy of the country'! 
\Vas it not desirable also that they should know 
the settled policy of the country in regard to 
private railways? The Premier said he was pre· 
P"red to contract with parties for the construe· 
tion of private rail \vn.ys, and his flU uporter.s \vere 
opposed to them. The policy of the country 
rni~<ht be right or wrong, but whatever it was 
they should know it definitely. That was a 
necessity in the interests of the country; hut it 
appeared that the intere,;ts of the country were 
to be set aside in the interests of twenty-five or 
thirty members. He did not believe the Bill 
was going to be of such great service to the 
country; but whether it did harm or good, let it 
be known at once what the settled policy of the 

Mr . . /. Leahy.] 
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country was. The land and the railway policies 
of the country required k be settled urgently 
but mem hers opposite did not agree about them: 
These were questions so great in their signifi­
cance, and fraught with such important conse­
quences, that they should be settled at the 
earliest possible moment. During by-elections 
in the old count.ry had not the policy of 
the Government been altered and determined 
time and again ? Suppose there was an elec­
tion at Toowoomba, \Varwick, or Ipswich, 
the whole of the elecLors of the State c-ertainly 
would not vote, but those who did would be a 
sort of jury for the whole State. In the home 
country by-elections expressed unmistakably 
the trend of public opinion. Ministries came 
in and went out, and changed their policies 
according to the indications given at the by­
elections. By-elections in this State might 
indicate whether people believed in the sale of 
land, in private enterprise, or in introducing 
private capital, or whether Australia was to be 
isolated, >tnd a "tone wall put around it so that 
no one else rnight come in. On no account 
should they neglect an opportunity of ascertain­
ing exactly what public opinion was. He did 
not believe in the Bill, but he accepted majority 
rule, though the corollary followed tha" the 
measure should become operative as soon as 
practicable. 

The HOME SECRETARY: The hon. mem­
ber had dwelt "n the fact of by-elections in the 
old country indicating public opinion. No 
doubt that wo,s true ; but the bv-elections of 
which he spoke were, as bras he kn~w, conducted 
on the old franchise, and not on any amendrn8nt 
of the electoml laws. The hon. member for 
Barcoo had asked the hon. member to quote 
any case of a by-election being conducted on an 
altered franchise. He did not believe there was 
such a case. It had been argued that they ouo-ht 
to provide for a new election as early a' possible 
and in spite of that the hon. member f01· Bulla~ 
drew attention to the danger there was in 
h,wing the country seething with unrest. [Mr. 
.J. LEAllY: Un account of the want of a settled 
policy.] If they were going to have an election 
in the month_of August, another in January, 
and another m ::Vlarch, what kind of settled 
policy could they possibly have? Several hon. 
members thought it wouh.l be advisable to bring 
in such '' Bill at the end of a session. The 
danger of that had never been more clearly 
demonstrated than it was in 1901. They all 
knew the casnalty which prevented the question 
being dealt with seriously, and all becauoe the 
matter had been left a little too late, and some­
thing cropped up to prevent the Bill becoming 
htw. Hon. members had spoken of the <jllestion 
of expense, and he admitted th>tt having two 
rolls was a serious expense. It would be seen 
from the machinery Bill that the Govern•nent 
had provided for a considerable cutting down of 
expenses. The hon. member for Bullon had told 
them that the granting- of the suffrage to women 
in :X ew South \V ales took place just before the 
general election. A reference to dates ,bowed 
that the Bill was reserved on the 6th January, 
and that the general election did not take place 
until August. What the hoo. gentleman g~ve 
the Committee to understand was that the Bill 
was actually passed only a very short period 
before the general election. 

Mr. J. T,EAHY: He objected to being mis­
represented by the Home i::lecretary. \Vhat he 
hnd said with regard to New South \Vales was, 
that after the passing of the Act, as soon as they 
c:>uld get the rolls prepared, and the machinery 
in order, the Government went to the country. 
LThe Hmm SECRE'fARY: No; Parliament went 
out by effiuxion of time.] Perhaps they did, but 

[Mr. J. Leahy. 

they recognised the vital principle that they 
ought not to remain a day longer in office, with­
out appealing to the new electorates, after the 
new rolls had been compiled and the machinery 
prepared. 

Amendment (.Mr. Jl1acartney's) put and 
negatived. 

Mr. MACARTNEY : He would be wanting 
in his duty to his constituency if he did not 
move an amendment on the lines of the amend­
ment he moved last session. Accordingly he 
would move that the following words be added 
at the end of the clause:-

This Ac~ shall not. co~e into operation or have any 
effect unt1l the commg 1nto operation of an Act to be 
pa~sed by the Parliament of Queensland, whereby pro­
vlslOn shall be made for the reduction of the number of 
members of the Legislative Assembly to a specified 
number, and the redistribution of the State into 
electoral districts upon the basis of a quota of electors 
ascertained by dividing the whole number of' electors in 
the State by such specified number of members with 
sueh reasonable margin of allowance as shall be 
specified, and for the return by each such district of a 
member or members in accordance with such quota. 

Upon the coming into operation of the aforesaid 
Act, this .!.et shall be read and construed as one there­
with. 

He regretted that the Premier, who was re8pon­
sible for franchise legislation, had been absent 
from the Chamber during the whole of the 
debate on what was probably the most important 
Bill that could be brought bP fore the Chamber. 
ln fact, the only .Minister present was the Home 
Secretary. The Premier had pledged himself to 
thP_ cot;ntr>: to introduc~ an Adult Suffrage Bill, 
wlnch 1mphed alw a B1ll for the redistribution 
of seat". The hon. gentleman knew perfectly 
well that hon. members on thB other side were 
divided on the queetion of equality of represen .. 
tation. He (}Ir. Macartney) had alre<tdy stated 
that he honestly believed the Premier desired to 
have. the Bill rejected. He would now proceed 
to g1ve h1s reasons for making that assertion. 
The main objection in the other House last year 
against passing the Bill now before !.he Com­
mittee was that it was not accompanied by a 
machinery Bill nece9sary to complete electoral 
reform. 'l'hat fact had heen admitted in the 
words put into the Lieutenant.Governor's 
month in hio Opening i::lpeech, and that was 
an admission that the other House were justi­
fied in rejecting the Bill for that reason. 
The Speech showed that the Premier admitted 
that the other House properly rejected the 
measure by reason of the absence of the Bi!l.to 

which thc'Y referred, and now the 
[5 p.m.] hon. gentleman came down with a 

Bill which he wnuld have the Com­
mittee and the country believe was the Bill the 
absence of which the other Chamber objected to. 
But, when they read the contents of that Bill 
side by side with the debates in the other House 
it would be seen that the mact1inery Bill which 
was brought in now was not the Bill the abeence 
of which the other House objected to. For that 
reason he believed the Premier was anxious that 
this Bill should again be rejected iu another 
place. He practically admitted the oujection uf 
the other House was well founded, and by send­
mg the Bill up again, accom]Janied by tbe 
machinery Bill which was now before then1 be 
was inviting its rejection by the other Ho~se 
and its rejection would be rtbsolutely justified 
nnless he sent a Redistribution Bill with it. [Mr. 
KEOGH: And a Bill for a reduction of members.] 
He would not say anything about a reduction of 
members .. He believe~ the country wanted it, but 
the Pre1mer had not gt vena pledge in direct terms 
to the country regarding it, whilst he had promised 
a redistribution uf seats on the> basis of electoral 
equality; and there was a very serious risk of 
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their not getting it. The other House, very 
naturally, in consequence of the precedent 
established in the old country, asked for a 
Redistribution Bill on sound, constitutional 
grounds, and in proposing to send this Bill up 
again, unaccompanied by that Bill, he believed 
the hon. gentleman did so in the hope and with 
the invitation that this Bill should be rejected. 
There was very good ground for the suspicion 
thet some pt·ominent members of the Labour 
party would like to see it rejected, so that they 
could go through the country preaching that the 
Upper House, or some other legislators, were 
depriving them of the franchise-the political 
pap upon which they had liv~d for years. He 
did not think h<m. gentlemen opposite were 
sincere, because if they were they would accept 
the amendment he proposed. 

Mr. J. LEAHY: Before the 'hon. member 
proposed his amendment he desired to move the 
omission of the words-
and prior to the first day of January, one thousand 
nine hundred and seven. 

He should like the H0me Secretarv to explain 
what was meant by those words. The section in 
the Commonwealth Act to which the hon. 
gentleman referred was word for word the same 
as the clause, with the exception that it did not 
contain the two lines the omis,sion of which he 
now proposed. Either those words were mere 
ourplusage or they were something else. Did 
they com'ey any other meaning than that the 
Act should not apply to the election of members 
to fill vacancies arising during the currency of 
the present Parliament? [The HmiE SEem:. 
TARY: They cannot possibly have any other 
meaning. They are inserted to make the Bill 
harmonise with clause 21 of the Blections Bill.] 
They had not come to that Bill yet. If they 
altered the clause now before them and put it 
in common-sense form. they could afterwards 
alter clause 21 of the Elections Bill; but, if they 
did not alter this, they would have passed the 
stage of :clteration when they came to deal with 
the Elections Bill. [The HmiE SECHETARY : It 
leaves the situation as it is.] He was ready 
to sit down and give the hon. gentleman 
an opportunity of e,xplaining how the clause was 
to be read in conjunction with clause 21 of the 
:Elections Bill, and, if the hon. gentleman could 
give any good reason for it, h8 won!d not need 
to propose any amendment. [Mr. BocCHARD: 
\Vhat do you think those words mean yourself?] 
He believed they had a sinister meaning. [The 
HOJ\IE SECRETARY : I do not see how they can 
be construed in any sinister manner,] It was 
possible that they would lead to misconstruction 
in the future if they were allowed to remain in 
the clause. They were not put in for nothing. 
He did not stand alone in regard to the matter. 
The bon. member for Leichhardt seemed to 
share the same views as he did, and the hon. 
member for Carpentaria certainly did. How 
did clause 21 of the .Elections Bill make those 
words absolutely necessary? To put himself in 
order he moved the omission of the words "and 
prior to the first day of .January, one thousand 
nine hundred and seven." 

l\Ir. FORSYTH (Carpentrcria) did not under­
stand the question at all. The Home Secretary 
said tha,t it had been introduc8d to bring it into 
conformity with the latter part of clause 21 of 
the Elections Bill, which read as follows :-

From and after the completion of the new rolls under 
this section, and until the first day of January, one 
thousand nine hundred and seven, all claims made by 
persons on the ground of residence shall be taken to be 
claims to be enrolled not only on the existing rolls, but 
also on the said new rolls, etc. 

What was "1907 " inserted here for? \Vould it 
take from now to the beginning of 1907 to get 

1905-E 

the rolls fixed up. A:s the hon. member for 
Bulloo had pointed out, electoral claims must be 
sent in in ,July under the Elections Act, and 
probably before the end of the year they would 
have the rolls in proper working order. If that 
was so, why was it necessary to have "1907" in 
at all? He was anxious to get the information. 
The ::\Iinister said it was in _conformity with 
clause 21 of the Elections Bill. [Mr. J. LEAHY: 
It has no business in clause 21.] ::'>ro, and he 
really believed if they had the honest opinion 
of the Home Secretary they would find he did 
not believe in it himself. [The HmiE S!i:CRE­
TARY: You are a very honourable man.] He 
did not wish to say one single word more, and: 
he wanted to see the Bill go through; but why 
was "1907" inserted? [The H01IE SECRETARY:_ 
I have told you time and again.l 

::\Ir .. T. LEAHY pointed out that clause 21 of 
the Elections Bill dealt with the proceedings for 
the annual revision court, and with the list 
coming before the court, and provided that such 
lists when revised should become the electoral 
rolls for the several districts-
for all pnrposcs except the election of a new member to. 
fill any vacancy occurring in the Assembly during the­
continuance or tbe present Parliament. 

That was e,.;actly the phraseology used in the 
section before the House, and then the words 
came in " and bef?re the first day of .January, 
one thousand mne hundred and seven.' 
\Vhat business bad that phrase there at all, 
unless they wanted to establish a kind of Jeais· 
lative sanction for saying when this BUl ~~as 
passed this Parliament should not expire? 
(Government laughter.} That was the only 
object. \Vhen the hon. gentleman came to 
this clause, if an amendment was moved that 
the words be omitted, the only justification 
he had would be to sav th;t they harmonised 
with section 3 of the Franchise Bill, and he 
justified section 2 of the l<'ranchise Bill by 
saying that it harmonised with section 21 of 
the machinery Bill. [The HOliiE SECRETARY: 
There is no harm in them.] There was no harm 
in them. [The Ho:~m SECRKrARY: You admit 
that.] That w:ts not the point at all. He would 
admit, as the Home Secretary said, that if there 
was only this meaning there would be no harm. 
But if there was no harm, why put a thing there 
that would be apt to mislead persons if there 
was no business in it? [The HmiE SEcRErARY: 
How would it mislead persons?] They had 
beard most extraordinary things in the Chamber 
in regard to the action of electoral registrars and 
magistrates. The ground they took was that 
such a thing should not h:we been put there but 
evidently Parliament had some meaning in 'put­
ting it. there or they would not have done so. 
He did not think it bad any business there at 
all. It might be misinterpreted, and do a great 
deal of damage. If the hon. member could show 
that it could do any good he would withdraw his 
amendment. 

HoN. R. PHILP : This Parliament might last 
till 27th Aug-ust, 1907. \Vas that not possible? 
LThe Ho>IE SECRErARY: It is very unlikely.] 
.:\lost unlikely things happened. :l!'rom the 1st 
,January to the 27th August they conld then 
have members elected on a new franchise. lf 
they might do it then, why should they not be 
able to do it now? [The HOME SECRETARY: 
They might go to the country before.] They 
might go to the country before the month of 
August, in which case they would have men in 
the House elected on a particular franchise 
together with members elected on the present 
franchise. In the meantime they would be 
getting two expensive rolls together. [The 
HOME SECRETARY: You want to wipe out the 

Hon. R. Philp.] 
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clause.] It was better to wipe it out altogether. 
This Parliament was not likely to die before its 
natural term. Up to that time the-y would have 
new members elected under the new franchi,;e, 
and for the next two years they would pnt 
100,000 people on the roll who could not ,·ote till 
1st January, 1}107. It was described as a farce 
last year, and it was still a farce. [Mr. ,T. 
LE.,HY : The Home Secretary is not able to get 
up and defend it.l [Mr. Bow1IA:s-: He is sick of 
defending it.] 

Mr. MAOARTNEY: The only reason the 
hon. gentleman had given in stipport of the 
words, the omission of which had been moved b~· 
the hon. member for Bulloo, was that they 
would harmonise with a Bill which was not yet 
before them, and which they had not had· an 
opportunity of discussing. J\ersonally, he was 
unable to see any real reason for the inclusion 
of the words, and the .Minister had not shown 
the reason. 

:\[r. HARDAORE thought the amendment 
might be accepted. The words proposed to be 
omitted might mean something more than was 
intended. If the word "or,. were substituted 
for "and," then the provision would mean that 
the measure should not apply to any by.eleetion 
during the continuance of the pre,ent Par!ia· 
ment, or to a general election until after the 
1st of J an nary, 1\107. He was not, howe1·er, 
quite sure whether the word "and., did not 
mean the same as the word " or." In any 
case, the meaning of the clause, as ic stood, 
wctR doubtful. It might mean that the Bill 
should not come into operation until two things 
occurred-first, an electi<_,n for a ,-acancy during 
the continuance of the present Parliament; and, 
second, until HJO/. It had been stated that 
those words had been inserted to make the 
clause harmonise with clause 21 of the Elections 

·Bill, which wss n0t yet before th2 Committee. 
That seemed to him a Albstautial reason why 
they should not fix any date at all. They might 
alter the date in the Elections :Dill. and if ther 
did, it would be contradictor)! to tbe date in 
the measure now before the Committee. 'I'he 
real objection be had to fixing the date was 
that, if they fixed the date in the :Elections Bill 
as the 1st of J an nary, 1007. they would practi· 
cally commit this Parliament to expire in 
January, 1907. [The HmiE ;-,llcomTARY: Oh, 
no!] [Mr .• T. LlHHY: Well. I think it 
read.< that way.] It did not necessarily read 
that way, because it would only mean that 
certain proceedings with re;:,.ll'd to rolls should 
not come into operation before l(lOI. But if 
they fixed the date in the Election>< Bill it would 
practically mean that Parliament said it intended 
that Parliament should expire on the 1st of 
January, 1907. He c!id nN think Parliament 
should expire on that date on acc0unt of any­
thing of this kind in the Bill before the Com­
mittee, or the J~lections Bill. [The Pnrc:l!mR: 
The thing is not ereE implied.] It was not 
meant to be implied. The clause r;aid the Bill 
should not apply to any election for a Yacancy 
dnring the continuance of the present Parlia­
ment "and prior to the first day of eT anuary. 
one thonsand nine hundred ::md se\'en. ·• 

Did that not .mean that the pre­
[G.30 p.m.] sent l'arliament should cease to 

exist simultaneously with the date 
when this measure would come into operation? 
[The PREJ\IIER : Oh, no !l \Vas the 1st of 
January, 1907, practically- meant as the date 
on which the present Parliament should ce::L'e 
to exist? [The Hm!E SECRETAl\Y : Not at all.] 
\Vel!, he was glad to hear that. That was the 
only substantial objection he had. If it did not 
mean that, he was content to say nothing more. 

[Hon. R. Philp. 

l\Ir. LESINA: The clause was very clear if 
read in conjunction with clause2 of the Elections 
Bill. At first he thought the latter part of the 
clause was unnecessary, but since reading clause 
21 he thought the words were necessary, and 
were in strict conformity with the letter and 
spirit of clause 21 of the Elections BilL Under 
the clause as it stood, any vacancy that occurred 
must be filled under the operation of the old Act. 
If a general election took place in fh·e or six 
months, it would takie place under the new Act. 
Kow Parliament, if it ran its ordinary conr~e, 
would not expire until August, 1901, hut the 
clanse provided that on the 1st ,Tanuary, HJO'i, 
the rolls then prepared up to date would make it 
permissible for an election to be fought under 
thb new rolls. As a matter of fact, the House 
would be in recess when the Electoral Franchise 
Act came into operation. [Hon. R. PHILP : 
\Ve are not in recess now.] But they were 
not likely to have another special se,sion in 
,Tanun.ry .' If the hon. member for Bulloo looked 
at the matter carefullv he would see that the 
elimination of the words propooed was unneces· 
s>try. Two rolls would need to be prepared up 
to i907. The old roll must be kept up to date to 
provide for by-elections, and in the meantime 
another roll would be prepared on which would 
be entered the names of all the men and women 
qualified to vote. After the lot .Tan nary, 1!107. 
if an election shonld be necessary, then the new 
roll would take the place of the old roll. If a by· 
election took place in the early part of 1907, the 
Act would apply then. ~.1,.t any rate, at that 
date it could only operate to a limited extent as 
there were not likely to be numerous vacancies 
between 1st ,Tanuary, 1\JO/, ant! the expiry of 
the Parliament. 

Mr. J. LEAHY: If 1GOI was a landmark in 
elsctoral legislation for any purpO··'" whatever, 
he would admit at once that the elate was neces­
sary, but they bad not been shown that it was a 
landmark, or likely to be one. He had read 
carefullY the two sections which WPre supposed 
to snpport each other, and be could see no reason 
why that date should be in either unless it had 
some particular value. The Home :c;ecretary 
said it meant nothing, and, if ~a, it was simply 
confnsiug. Although the hen. gentleman said it 
could not mislead anycm~, yet it seemed to have 
perplexed one of his supporters- the hon. wember 
for Leic!Jh,trdt. [The Hmm SEUHETAllY: You 
admitted that it did not perplex you.J It per­
plexed him in this way : that he did not know 
what it meant. As far as he could see, it was 
surplnsage. The hon. m em her for C .trpentaria 
thought otherwise, and the hon. 1nerrt ber for 
Leichhard t took a different Yiew. \V as it 
proper that an important clause like that 
sbonld be capable of three or four meanings? 
llut the Home Secretary would listen to no 
arg-un1ent; he saw no use in the date. yet he 
stubbornly refused any alteration, and practically 
said he would see the Opposition in ,T ericho 
before he would make any alteration, whether 
the thing was right or wrong-. \Yas that the 
way to trAat hon. members? The natural life of 
Parliament would not terminate for eight months 
after 1st ,T anuary, 1907, and in the natural 
course of things there would be some vacancies 
t>ither through death, ref'ignation, or insolvency. 
\Vhatever happened, the Bill would come into 
force on 1st ,Tauuary, 1!101, and tmle,,s some· 
thing extraordinary happened the present l'ar­
liam<mt would still be in existence eight months 
after the Act came into force. Now, if a 
certain provision was a right provision f~r the 
first eight months of 190i, why was It not 
a right provision now? There was no doubt, 
as the lawyers said, that the meaning could he 
"read into" the clause as it now stood that Par-
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liament should terminate on the 1st January, 1901. 
[Mr. LESIKA: '.rhat is the plain meaning of it.] 
'fhat was the meaning the hon. member for 
Clermont put upon it, but it might be read dif­
ferently by other people, and it would be unwise 
to insert in an Act of Parliament a confusing 
section of that kind. To err in ignorance was 
excusable, but when an almost certain misunder­
standing has been pointed out, it was their 
bounden duty to obviate it. 

}Ir. MACARTNEY: There was no doubt 
that the words proposed to Le omitted would 
create a misunderstanding in the minds of ~ome, 
and if the Government were reasonable they 
would accept the amendment without hesitation. 

:\Ir. P. J. LEAHY : He could not see the 
slightest necessity for retaining the portion of 
the clause that was proposed to be omitted. If 
it was de<irable to have an extended frauchise, 
it was de,;irab!e that all member" of the House 
should be elected under it. Of course, a certain 
time must elapse before tbe new rolls could be 
prepare<l, but once that was done all elections 
should take place on that ha-;is. The portion of 
the clause objected to w,,,, by no means intelli­
gently worded, and although be was not prepared 
to go the whole length with the hon. member for 
Leichhardt, there wa, something in the conten­
tion that there must be a general election early 
in HJ07. The omission of the words wouid ckar 
up that point. Because similar words appeared 
:n the Elections Bill that was no reason why 
they should appear in thio Bill. 

Amendment (11ft . .T. Lcah!t's) 1mt and nega­
tived. 

I\1r, MACARTNEY: He \\·oulJ again move 
the amendment he read a, few minnte~ ago, the 
<_ibject of which, he n1ightrepeatt waR to secure, as 
ne,~rly as possiblE:', equal pcliti( .tl ruv:cr to the 
vari.:-JU.iJ cke:t()tate.., uf i.bl 0tatt"-. He B<HV no 
rea.:-;on ·why an elector re::;;ident in Toowong 
-honld not have n~ Jnuc:.h poEtical power a-: an 
elector re·ident in Bnrke, or Bul!oo, or \V o.r­
wiek. The argument applied not only to the 
rnetropolitan eonstituene:ies, but to the larger 
fanning and rnining- eJee:tm:ates~ ,nch at< Uun~ 
ningham, C ti.rns, \Voo .. hakatrL nnd other elec­
torates represent0d by hon. members on the 
other sich~. The sarne rr tnarks applied all 
ronneL v\'hy should the worker in Brisbo.ne 
not be as valuable for the purposes <>f the 
}~ranchise J iill as the worker rmt~ide ? He had 
already given his rea~ons f,)l' 1J3Jiedng tl .. at the 
Premier did not v.rish the mE 1snre to pa..:-.;. 1-if 
did not t~upp8st the Peer:1ier l--tred what he said. 
[The 1'llE3iTiW: Kot the lerd.] He did not 
think the hon. gentleman cared a durnp whether 
it passed or not. 1-~L- did not 'ivant to gi \Te the 
country a n1easure of electoral rcfurn1 on the 
t, '·~is of a q_nota of rt-'lJre~entation with a reason~ 
.aUle margin. H<~ brought do\vn a :measure of 
partial reform. He knew his party was divided 
nn thL question of equality of repres<Jntation. 

knew he might not be here to put it through, 
he did not tare. He had son10thing else in 

his rr1ind, and he ·was goin;:,· to Ree that through. 
l:\Ir. J. LEAHY: "There io many a slip 'twixt 
the cup and the lip."] He belieYed the hon. 
3"entlernan ,,·ished to Ree thE Bill rejected again in 
the other Honse. As sor•n as the Bill passed, 
the hon. gentleman would not be required by the 
party behind him; but so long- as it was not 
passed, he was indispens~Lb1e. He WU$ not 
Imputing moti.;·es to the hon. gentleman; but 
wa< m~rely stating facts. The hon. g;entleman 
accused the leader of the Opposition of intro­
ducing electoral Bills from time to time, which 
contained provisions that ensured their rejec­
tion, and the hon. gentlem"n supported the 
present leader of the Opposition at that tirne. 

The hon. gentleman was well versed in that 
practice, becauge it was the very practice he was 
carrying out at the present time. 

The CHAIRMAK: The hon. member is not 
in order in making personal reflections npon 
another hon. member, and I would fisk him to 
confine his remarks to the question before the 
Committee. 

The HOii!E SECRETARY : He is only trying to 
block the Bill. 

Mr. MACARTKEY: The hon. gentleman 
knew perfectly well that neither he nor anyone 
on that side could block the Bill ; and there h~d 
been no di~position shown to block the Bill. 
The second reading had been passed in one day. 
Hon. members on that side desired to place the 
important fact before hon. members and, through 
the ll1l dium of H,,.,,ard and other journal,, 
before the country, that the Premier did not 
wish the Bill to be passed. The other House 
rejected the Bill bec.'.use it was not accompanied 
by the machinHy Bills which were necessary to 
complete it. The bon. gentleman admitted the 
force of the position taken up by the other 
House; but, instear:l of introducing the machinery 
Bills the other House asked for, he brought 
forward a shadowy Bill which he ventured 
to call a machinery Bill, and to send that 
Bill to the Legislative Council, and say that it 
was the Bill they said was necessary, was to 
invite them to again reject this Bill. That 
was wlkt the hon. gentleman wanted; and 
he was not sure that wmH of his supporters 
did not wish the same thing, because, if the 
]3ill were paosed, their particular mission would 
be gone. lMr. MunPHY: Is that why you are 
so anxious to get it passed?] The rejection 
of the Biil by the Legislative Council for want uf 
a R'distributiou Bill was based on the precedent 
laH down in the Imperial Parliament in 1884 or 
18-~5. I\1r. CTladstone p~~sed a Franchise Bill 
through Lhe Hnuoe of Commons without a 
lledistribution Bill. In the House of Lm·ds 
Lord ~alisl1tu·y took up the g-round that it should 
ha Ye been accompanied a Redistribution Bill, 
and it \1 as re~;:cted. now proposed the 
an1endrnent which he had previously nwYed. 

l\Ir. }<URSYTH there was a great 
de0l in the a!1lendment. WC\S sorry that the 
Premier Jid not intend to intl'nduce a Hedistri~ 
bution Bill thi, eession. :l in Uctoher last he 
referred to tlv.:: ne er. sity for bringing in such a 
Bill in these ten~ts--

r,ater. in tLf (~overnor's Sr;'och on theopenin~ of the 
fi:..'st l3-est:ion, tltrn: ed .Fralicllisc Diil providin;:; 
for one adult promised a machinery 
Bi.ll: and tr y (. uestion of redistribu-
tion of ~f ,tt::- reanct~on of members 
shonld be flcc'i.sion of the people. 

_.\. grt" 1t denl of the diRct~ssion in connection 1.dth 
th)s .Billtnight have been avoided if the Prmni.er 

had told tht- Comn1ittee when he 
[7 p.1n.] purpo.~ed bringin~· fonvard a Redis~ 

tribution BilL [l'he P!cEMIER : You 
quoted my :or<ech tc that effect.] He had 
quoted the hon. gentleman's spe~ch on the 5th 
October last, when be Rtated what he purposed 
doing; first the Frauchise Hill, then the _glec­
tions Bill, and afterwards a Redistn bution Bill. 
lHon. R. PHu.r: He proposed a referendum at 
the time.] [The l'HEMfER: You would not have 
it.] They could have a Redistribution Bill 
without a referendum. The Premier had told 
him last :night, and that he was at liberty to 
1nention it in the HtJuse, that it was the inten­
tion of the Government to bring in a Redistt,ilm­
tion Bill, and the hon. gentle!llan should tell 
them whether he purposed next seHsion to bring 
in that Bill. [Mr. MACAHTNEY : What g-ood 

Mr. Forsyth.] 
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would that do ?l They would have his promise. 
[Mr. MACARTNEY: He could only say if he is 
allowed.] 

The CH:\JRMX~-: I would ask hon. mem­
bers to allow the hon. member for Carpentaria to 
proceed with the debate without so many inter­
jections. 

Mr. FORSYTH : He believed he was not 
wrong in stating that a considerable number of 
members who supportPd the Premier were not in 
favour of a Redistribution Bill, .nor yet of a 
reduction of members. The aim of the Fran­
chise Bill was to give every man equal powers of 
voting, and he thought it only right that if they 
had the same power individually they should 
have it ail nearly as possible in the aggregate. 
In the Elections Bill of the Federal Government 
there was a statement that they believed in one 
man one vote and one vote one va..lue, and it was 
stated that any distribution of ::-Hates into 
divisions should be based upon (a) community 
or diversity of interest ; (u) means of communi­
cation ; (c) physical features : and {cl) existing 
boundaries or divisions; and then it declared 
that the quota of electors should be the 
basis for the distribution, and the Commis­
sion£~ might ar!opt a margin of allowance to 
be used whenever necesoary, but in no case 
should such quota be departed from to a greater 
extent than one-fifth more or one-fifth less. 
[The Ha}!E SECRETARY: They did not put that 
in the Franchise Bill.] No, that was in the 
Federal Elections Act, but it was not in the 
State Elections Act before the present House. 
He did not see why it should not be. But they 
had the Bill here, and knew what it would be. 
There should be a similar clause in the Redistri­
bution Bill whieh it 1-. as proposed to bring for­
'\Vttrd-that was~ to give a quota, and then in the 
sparsely populated districts a reduction of 30 per 
cent. in the quota, and in the thickly populated 
an increase of 50 per cent. over, and that would 
assist very materially electorates that were 
sparse,ly populated. Suppose there were about 
230,000 electors and the Franchise Bill passed. 
If they divided that number by sevent;'-two 
they would get a mean of about 3,000 or 4,000, 
and while they should not stick >tbsolutely to 
that, they should keep as near as possible, recog­
nising the fact that some of the \V estern electo­
rates were very sparsely populated, and had an 
enormous extent of territory. One single elector 
in the electorate of Carpentaria had the ,,ame 
voting power as five electors in Bulimba or 
Tonwon~, and that was not fair. .As a ntatter 
of fact, if a Redistribution Bill were passed, he did 
not believe it would be any assistance to his elec­
torate, because there would not be more than 
1,000 electors in Carpentaria, including women, 
and Croydon would hardly have suflicient elec­
tors to constitute a quota, even with an allow­
ance of 20 per cent. [The PREMIER: Why 
discuss a redistribution of seats on an amend­
ments of this kind ?] He was explaining the 
position, and he maintained that it was unfair 
that they had not a Redistribution of Seats Bill 
along with the Franchise Bill. He knew that 
very few members of the Labour party were in 
favour of a reduction in the number of members, 
bnt they looked at the matter from a ,;p]fish 
point of view. They did not support this Fran­
chise Bill because they thought it would do 
much good to the general community, but 
because, as was clearly stated by the hon. 
member for Clermont the previous evening, they 
expected that after this Bill passed 75 per cent. 
of the members of the Assembly would belong 
to the Labour party. [Mr. LESINA : I did not 
say they would ; I expressed a hope.] He 
remembered that when the hon. member was 
speaking at Clermont he said that after the 

[Mr. Forsyth. 

passing of the Franchise Bill would come the 
deluge. The hon. member anticipated a purely 
Labour Government. They could understand. 
exactly how the straw was drifting. 

The CHAIRMAN: Order! I think the hon. 
member is not discussing the amendment before 
the Committee. 

Mr. FORSYTH: \Vhat he wanted to sav in 
connection with the amendment was that if they 
had a distinct promise from the Premier that he 
would introduce a Redistribution of Seats Bill 
next session he should be content, and he believed 
tha1; such an announcement would stop a greRt 
de,-,] of the discussion that would otherwise take 
place on the amendment. The Premier stated 
on the lOth of October last that a Redistribution 
of Seats Bill was absolutely necessary. [The 
Pr<EmER: And that it would be introduced at 
the right time.] The question was what was the 
right time, and he hoped the hon. gentleman 
would promise that it would be introduced next 
session, becauRe without a redistribution of seats 
electoral reform would be incomplete, 

Mr. KEOGH supported the amendment, but 
thought it did not go far enough. He had cer­
tainly int1mated to his constituents that he was 
in favour of a reduction in the number of mem­
bers, aml he believed thttt 90 per cent. of the 
members of the As.;embly had made a similar 
statement. [:\Ir. HA}JILTOX: No; I never 
mentioned ;t,] 'rhen, the hon. member must be 
one of those outside the 90 per cent. Not only 
did members state at the last election that thev 
were in favour of a reduction of n1ernbers, bl-lt 
they expres,ed similar views at the previous 
election. [G<n·ernment rnemberil: Xo, no!] 

The CHAIR:\IAN: I hope the hon. member 
will not discuss the question of a reduction of 
members. That is not the amendment before 
the Committee. I hope he wili confine himself 
to the amendment. 

:\Ir. KEOGH: As had been very forcibly 
shown by some members, equality of representa­
tion was the l!lain thing to be aimed at. The 
votes should be equally divided among repre­
sentative:< in that House. He did not believe 
that seventy-two members were required. H" 
would be very pleased to see all votes of equal 
value, and that ,,hould be the basis of representa­
tion. He trusted the amendment "ould be 
carried. 

Anpndment (Jfr. Jfaw1·tney'8) put; and the 
Committee divided :-

sir. nampbell 
, l<'orrest 

Forsyth 
Pox 

, Keogh 
, J. Leally 

.-\. n;;, 11. 
J>Ir. P. J _ Leahy 

, Macartney 
, Pag'Ct 
, Philp 
, StodnTt 

1'e1ler8: ::\Ir. P .. J. J1eaby and l\Ir. l?ox. 
::\01':'':, 30. 

31r. A ire~· )Ir. Kerr 
., Barton , Kidston 

Bell Ijand 
" Boncllard I .. esina 

J~owmau ., :Maun 
, Bridges 3-:Iartin 

Burrow8 ,. J\.1itcllell 
Cowap , 1V[or,1!an 

, Dibley )furphy 
Dunsford Xielson 
Grant , .Norman 
<;rayson Reinhold 
Hamilton , llyland 

, Hardacre , Spencer 
,, J ones , Turner 

1'eller8: ::.\ir. Bowman and ~ir. Xielson 

PAIRS. 

Ayes-J[r. Hanran, Mr. Petrie, and :.\>Ir. Barnes. 
:'<oes-~fr. )laxwell, )'lr. Denham, and Mr. Blair. 

Resolved in the negative, and clause 2 put and 
passed. 
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On clause 3, as follows :-
Subject to the disqualifications hereafter set out, all 

)ersous not under twenty-one years of age whether 
1nale or female married or unmarried-

(a) Who have resided in Queensland for six months 
continuou~ly, and 

\bi Who are natural born or naturalised subjects of 
the King, and 

(C) \\~hose names are on the electoral roll for an 
electoral district of Queensland, 

shall be entitled to vote at the election of members of 
the Legislative Assembly for such electoral district. 

Hox. R. PHILP moved on line 18 the omis­
sion of the word "six" with a view of inserting 
the word " twelve." \V hen they passed a similar 
Bill last session the Home Secretary said he 
desired to make it uniform with the measures in 
force in the other States. It was then proved 
that the majority of the other States insisted on 
twelve months' residence before a person became 
entitled to vote, and he thought the same rule 
should apply in Queensland. 

The HOME SECRETARY: He failed to see 
his way clear to accept the amendment. If 
precedents were wanted they could be found 

in the electoral laws of South Aus­
[7.30 p.m.] tralia, ·western Australia, and of 

the Commonwealth. He did not 
intend to discuss the matter, which had bem 
gone through over and over again, and they knew 
all the arguments could be used for and ao-ainst 
~ n 

Hox. R. PHILP: In the larger States-Kew 
, South \Vales ::tnd Victoria-and in Tasmania and 
Xew Zealand, the period of residence was twelve 
months. It was their example which ought to 
be followed, and not that of South Australia 
with a population of 360,000, and ·wester~ 
Australia, with a population of 200,000. He 
had no wish to debate the question, especially 
as the Home Secretary was weary and wanted 
to get home. ·what he wanted was fair play 
and justice, and to secure uniformity with the 
great bulk of the States of the Commonwealth 
in that very important matter. 

Hox. E. B. l<'ORREST wished to know the 
exact meaning of the words "have resided in 
Queensland for six mouths continuously." It 
was put much more cl earl v in the Bill introduced 
bv the Treasurer in 1902, where it was provided 
that a man must have resided in Queensland 
continuously for the six months immediately 
preceding the date when his claim was entered. 
"With regard to the amendment, all the evidence 
~hat could be brought forward was in favour of 
It, and twelve months had been adopted by all 
the larger States, and by New Zealand. 

The HOME SECRETARY: It was perfectly 
clear from the wording of the Bill that it did not 
me9n absolutely that a man must have resided 
in Queensland for the particular six months 
preceding an election. It was necessary before 
a man could vote that he must have been in the 
State for a certain period during the seven 
months preceding: thP election. That matter 
was dealt with in the Elections Bill. 

::VIr. MACARTNEY: That could hardly be 
considered as a satisfactory or substantial ex­
planation, A man might have resided in Queens­
land fm: stx months twenty years ago; he might 
then have left with no intention of returning, 
a,nd afterwards come back to Queensland. [The 
PREmER : His name would not be on the roll 
when he came back. He must be here six 
months before he C>Ln get on the roll.] That 
was quite true, but it was beside the question. 
There was nothing in the Bill to show when the 
six months' residence should have taken place 

-it might have been twenty years ago, or 
it might be within the last three years, or 
within the last twelve months. 

Mr. KEOG H asked if it was intended to treat 
the whole State as one electorate, because a man 
might spend six months in the State travelling 
about, and he could not get his name on the roll 
of any electorate unless he had resided within 
that electorate for six months. He believed that 
twelve months' residence was preferable to six 
months. Again, he thought that young men and 
women should be allowed to vote when they 
reached the age of eighteen years. They could 
take up land at eighteen and could he taxed, and 
they were just as well qualified to vote at 
eighteen as at twenty-one years of age. 

The CHAIRMAN : I would remind the hon. 
member that he is not in (>rder in discussing the 
age qualification now. There is an amendment 
before the Committee to omit the word "six," 
and insert the word "twelve." 

Mr. KEOG H : A man should certainly have 
to reside in the State for twelve months before 
he became entitled to claim a vote ; but he 
wanted to know whether it was intended to 
make the State one electorate. 

* Mr. P. J. LEAHY was in favour of the 
amendment, which dealt with a matter of the 
greatest importance. He was in favour of giving 
every person a vote, but it was essential that it 
should be restricted to bona tide citizens of 
Queensland. In the more populous States of the 
Commonwealth, twelve months' residence was 
considered necessary ; and in considerably more 
than half of the forty-eight States in the United 
States of America they required twelve months, 
whilst some of them rPquired two years' resi­
dence. Very few of them required as low as 
six months. In addition to that, men had to 
prove that they were bo;ul .tide citizens and not 
mere nomads 'before the privileges of citizen­
ship were conferred upon them. There were 
very few civilised countries in the world 
which did not insist upon a much longer 
period than was proposed in the Bill. [Mr. 
K~'RR: Some of them have three months.] 
There were verv few indeed that had three 
months. He had a complete list of the whole 
of the American States, showing the period of 
residence that a man must pnt in in the country 
in order to become entitled to a vote, and it was 
at the disposal of the hon. member for Barcoo, 
if he liked to see it. [Mr. KERR : I am going 
by your own statement.] He had .dealt with 
all the American States, and the mformatwn 
he had given was correct. He recognised the 
fact that, even if a man had the eloquence 
of a Cicero or a Demosthenes, he would be 
wasting the time of the Committee; and he did 
not profess to have the eloquence that some hon. 
members on the other side of the House had. 
All he professed to do was to state emphati­
cally that it was a fatal mista!'~ to g!v~ the 
birds-of-passage classes equal politiCal pnv1leges 
to those which were given to permanent residents 
of the country. 

Amendment (Hon. R. Philp's) put and nega­
tived. 

Hox. R. PHILP moved that the following 
subsections be inserted after subsection (a):-

{b) Ha~ a freehold estate in possession situated in 
the district of the clear value of at least one hundreG. 
pounds above all charges and encumbrances in any 
wav affecting the same. of or to which such person has 
be€n seized or entitled either at law or in equity during 
the six months then next preceding; or 

(c) Has a leasehold estate sitnated in the district of 
the value of at least ten pounds per annum, held upon 

Hon. R. Philp.] 
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a lea.se which has then not kss than twelve months to 
run~ and of 'Yhich such per~on has beeu in posses;ion 
dnrmg the s1x months then next preceding ; or 

Id} Holds and has lleld during the six months then 
next preceding a license from the Government to 
depasture or to occupy lands in the distrif't at a rental 
of at least ten pounds per annum. 

This did not mean a vote for a freehold and a 
residence as well, but that a man should exercise 
his option. Plenty of people who had intorests 
in. a disuict might not live in that district, but 
might v.:ant to vote .there. Personally, he wanted 
to vote m Townsville, where his electorate was. 
He understood there was a clause in the Bill 
giving the privilege to members to vote in their 
electorate, and if members bad that privilege 
why should not every person in the State have 
the privilege to vote where he pleased? He 
would not have more than one vote and if be 
had ~!I his interests in a place he had a right to 
vote m that place, although he did not live there. 
He hoped .the .l\~inister would accept the amend· 
ment, whteh did not in any way ·infringe the 
principle of one adult one vote. 

The HOME SECRETARY could not see his 
way to accept the amendment. He had stated 
that members of the House might, by virtue of 
a clause in the Elections Bill, be entitled to have 
their name enrolled in the electorate in which 
t~ey resided, but that. '':as in order to do away 
With the somewhat ridiCulous pogition that a 
man might be V?t~d for by th.e electors and yet 
;wt have the pnvilege of votmg there himself. 
The fact that a member of Parliament was not 
a resident. of that electorate was, of course, no 
!a nit c;f h1s. [Mr .. J. LEAHY: Why?] It was 
lmpossible1 under the circumstances, that he 
s~ould reside for th.e greater part of the yettr in 
h1s electorate, and It was recognised that in that 
r~spect he was suffering ~omewhat of an injus­
tiCe, and the clause proposed to do away with 
that anomaly. l;yir . .J. LEAHY: One month out 
of the preceding seven will do under this Bill.] 
It was very hard to say what cases might arise. 
Every argumen~ the leader of the Opposition 
had offered with regard to this particular 
privilege which he desired to confer could be 
used wit!> equal force !n favo~r of plural voting-. 
It was .simply a questwn of giving a certain man 
a certam preference. One of his predecessors. 

the Hon . .J. F. G. Foxton, summed 
[S p. m.] up the matter, as he had mentioned 

. . before in the House, in a very able 
way 111 h~s speech on the Bill of 18H9. Mr. 
Foxton sa!d-

_I know that there may he some difference of opinion 
wrt_h regard ~o the e~pediency of doing that, but I 
believe t~at.' rf ~he pnnciple of one man one vote is 
adopted, rt 1~ desrrable that it shou!d be adopted with 
regard to resrdence <tualification only. 

~hat embodied the position taken up by that 
side of the House, and he thought that Mr. 
Fo~ton took up that position because he was 
logwally con;tpelle~ to do so. The hon. member 
for Townsv.Ille w1she~ by his amendmfmt to 
allow certam people 111 the State to pick out 
w~ere they spould vote. In Victoria a man 
might have h!s name on two or three rolls, and 
when an .electwn carr;e round. he could pick out 
the particular constituency m which he would 
v'?te, and they kne'':' that under a system of that 
kmd abuses were hkely to occur. ·when that 
an~ei_tdm~nt wa~ proposed before, a difference of 
opmwn Immediately sprang up · certain mem· 
bers wanted th~ privilege for fr~eholders only, 
others wanted It for leaseholders, and so on. 
The fact of the matter was that in this Bill the 
Government were determined to insist that 
there sh.ould be no preference given to anyone. 
They did notJ propose to deprive any man of a 
vote. Although a man Inigbt not be able to 

[Hon. R. Philp. 

record his vote in a particular electorate in which 
he had his business or possessed property, still 
he would have the privilege of recording it in 
the electorate where he resided, and he sub,. 
mitted that in the long run it would pan out ~ix 
of one and half a dozen of the other. 

HoN. R. PHILP said he pointed out last year 
how unfair it was for the hon. gentleman to 
quote the extract he had read from the speech of 
Mr. Foxton on the Bill of 18D9, seeing that in 
the Bill introducecl by that gentleman in 1!102 
the provisions contained in the amendment were 
included. The amendment did not propose to 
give any man more than one vote. Clause 6 of 
the Bill provided that no person should be 
entitled to vote more than once at the mme 
election, and there was a provision in the Elec­
tions Bill to the effect that no person should be 
entitled to have his name on more than one roll. 
All that was sought by the amendment was that 
a man should be allowed to record his vote m 
that electorate where he had his greatest interest, 
and where he thought he could do most good by 
the exercise of the franchise. If members of thE' 
As~embly-[:"!Ir. LESI!H : And Councillors.l 
-that would be seventy-two and forty, a total of 
112-were allowed the privilege of voting in the 
electorates they represented, why should not 
other people in the State be allowed to choose in 
which electorate they would v0te, if they had 
the necessary qualification in that electorate? 
But, apparently, hon. members opposite did not 
wanb people in this country who had property, 
leasehold or freehold, but wanted the whole 
thing divided. They did not want the man who 
saved up to keep himself and his family. 
Queensland was no longer to be the home for the· 
thrifty and industrious. 

Mr. LESiiiiA: A fatal objection to the 
amendment was that it struck a blow at the 
uniform character of the measure. This Biil 
was intended to e"tablish a uniform franchise, 
with only one qualification-that of residence­
and the amendment was an attempt to differen· 
tiate in the qualifications of electors. It was 
proposed to give a man the power to exercise a 
vote in a particular district where he had free­
hold, or leasehold, or other property, whilst every 
other elector there was to qualify by residence.. 
That was f'triking a blow at the fundamental 
principle of the BilL If a preference was to be 
given to owners of property, why should they 
not also have a special qualification for clergy­
men, professors, and leading school teachers? If 
they were going to bring in that differentia· 
tion, they opened up the whole case. If a man 
claimed to exercise the right of voting in a dis·­
trict because of property, why should he not 
claim to exercise a vote on account of marked 
intellectuality? Once they departed from the 
uniform character of the Bill they opened up a 
whole series of difficulties. He protested against 
any departure from the principle of the BilL 
The statement that members on his side did not 
want people to hold leaseholds or freeholds was 
so much fudge. The hon. member was merely 
hysterical in making such a ~tatement. There 
was no attempt to interfere with property rights, 
but statements of that sort coming from the 
leader of the Opposition might carry weight 
in the country, and it might be supposed that 
the Treasury benches were occupied by a hand 
of legislators who did not believe in the posses· 
sion of property at all. Hon. members instead 
of making mere bald charges, should come down 
to detail and point out where the Bill touched 
any man's property, instead of making sense· 
less and hysterical charges. 

~Ir. J. LEAHY did not think the hon. mem­
ber knew what he was talking about. If he did, 
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then he was misrepresenting the leader of the 
Opposition. The hon. member for Clermont 
contended that the proposal of the lettder of the 
~pposition amounted to a property v0te. Even 
1f ,that was so, he was prepared to sunport it 
but what he understood the proposal to be wa~ 
t~at . when a pe~son had property in a certain 
d1stnct, and res1ded out of the district and 
having at the same time the right to exerci~e the 
franchise by virtue of his residence, he should be 
all?we_d to cast h1s vote in the district where his 
chtef J?terests lay. That was not deriving the 
f~anch1se throug-h ha v~ng- a property qualifica­
twn .. [Mr. LE:>IN.-\.: You could pack a constitu­
ency m that way.J The hon. member was now 
shifting his ground. He laid it down that 
the leader of the Opposition proposed a pro­
p_erty vote. .Tha~ was not so. A new prin­
ciple was bemg mtroduced of allowing mem­
be.rs to vote in their. own .electora~es though they 
might hr:ve no residential qualification there. 
·what might that lead to? In the case of the 
lto~ewood election there was a tie. Now, sup­
posmg one of the candidates resided outside the 
electorate, in that case, under the proposal of 
the Government he could come into the district 
and di:•turb. the balance of power though he had :w ~eRidential qualification in it and no interests 
m 1t.. That was a principle which members 
oppostte were supporting, and it was a very 
strange anomaly. Now, if in that case a man 
could go into a district and vote though he 
might have no interests whate~er 'there there 
was a great deal more to be said in favo~r of a 
ma? who was thoroughly qualified by virtue of 
restdence eleewhere, going into the district 
w_here he held property interests, and recording 
!:us vote there. If he had property it was to his 
mterest that the district should be represented 
by a capable man: As to giving that privilege to 
me_mbers of Parliament, they were not entitled 
to 1t on t~e gro_un~ of necessity, bec<tuse, under 
the Electwns Bill, If a person resided one month 
out of the seven preceding the election in the 
electorate he was entitled to vote there. \Vas 
the.re any member of the House who could not 
restde one month in his electorate? The hon. 
member said there had been no attack made 
upon property. What was the cry of the party 
opposite? \V as it not, " Run down the fat 
man "? The Bill was a means to an end-to 
get as much of thA fat as possible off the fat 
man and d_istribute it among the lean and 
hm_1gry;lookmg. Was that not the object of 
leg1slatwn of which this Bill was the fore­
r!-'nner? .If there was any such thing as poli­
tiCal prmCiple-and he was afraid it had almost 
become a thing of the past on the other side­
the amendment was entitled to be placed on all­
fours with the right that was to be extended to 
members of Parliament. 

Mr. HARDACRE: If the proposal of the 
leader of the Opposition were not liable to abuse 
there w?uld be a good deal to be said for it. In 
theory It s~emed all right, but in practice it 
wo':'ld be liable to a gross amount of abuse, 
w!·uch would upset the whole principle of the 
_Bill.. ~on. m~mbers opposite were constantly 
mve1ghmg agamst the danger of the swamping 
of. electorates by nomads, and against persons 
bemg allowed to get on the roll after a short 
period ?f resi~ence; yet they now proposed to 
do a tbmg whJCh w<;mld have that very effect. 
The amen_dm~n~ Jmg-hu be quite harmless in 
pastoral d1stnct~ where 1-:nd was held in very 
large areas, but m places !Jke the constituencie" 
round about. Brisbane the property vote might 
be so mampulated as to turn the scale in 
any election where the contest was likely 
~o be a close one, and quite against the 
mterests of the bond fide residents. There 

were hundreds of men in Brisbane who owned 
property in all the eight or nine contiguous 
electorates, and their political organisations 
could so arrange the manner of voting as to 
come down with overwhelming force in any 
case where the resultJ of an election was 
doubtful. The Cairns election might turn upon 
three or four votes. If half a dozen men in 
Brisbane or elsewhere who helr:l proj.lerty there 
could be induced to vote for Cairns-knowing 
that the seat where they resided was perfectly 
safe-the victory would be won and a member 
returned who"e views ran counter to those of the 
majority of the boil"' fide residents. 

::\Ir. FORSYTH : That argument would be 
all right if immediately before an election men 
could change from one electorate to another. 
But as a rule people who owned propertv got on 
the roll for residence. .-'\.man living at Toowong 
might have property worth £50,000 in Brisbane, 
and that large inte1·est would be represented by 
the vote of his caretaker. As to the amendment 
spoiling the uniformity of the Bill, that was 
already spoiled by allowing members of Parlia­
ment to vote in the electorates they represented 
whether they resided there or had any interests 
there or not. As for swamping any electorate, 
that was pure bunkum. [Mr. HARilACmJ: Your 

own electorate is a case in point.] 
[8.30 p.m.] He did not think it was. He knew 

that hundreds of names were put 
on the federal rolls for the electoral district of 
Kennedy, which included the State electoral dis­
trict of Carpentaria-names of men who hap­
pened to be in the district at the time the rolls 
were collected, but who were never really resi­
dent there, and their names were still on the 
roll. [Mr. HARDACRE : That is wrong.] There 
were no less than sixty-nine names on the elec­
toral roll for Canobie station, although there 
were never more than eight votes polled there. 
Those men happened to be on the station when 
the rolls were being compiled. They were only 
there for the purpose of shifting cattle ; they did 
not remain long, and they did not vote there, 
but still they were entitled to vote anywhere in 
Clueensland because their names appeared on 
that roll. They might never be in the electorate 
again, but yet they could swamp the electorate ; 
and that would be most unfair. Still, it was 
only natural that people should like to vote in 
the electorate in which they owned property. 
[Mr. HARDACRE : I remember when the Carpen­
taria seat was won by twelve votes cast in Bris­
bane.] He did not remember that ha.ppening. 
It certainly had not been any time when he 
contested the seat. On the three occasions 
when he had been renurned the Brisbane votes 
did not have the slightest effect upon the result. 
He would be •trongly opposed to the imaginary 
state of things referred to by the hon. member 
for Leichhardt. He held that no man should 
have more than c.ne vote, but he should be 
entitled to say whether he would exercise it 
where he resided or in the electorate in which he 
owned property. 

Mr. GRA YSOX was strongly in favour of 
one adult one vote, but he was also in favour of 
the amendment. When the Bill was before the 
Committee three months ago he asked the Home 
Secretary to allow such an amendment to be 
made, but the hon. gentleman refused to con­
sider it. He had forty years' experience of 
Queensland, and he had come to the conclusion 
that any old colonist who had accumulated a 
property worth £5,000 or £10,000 in a place, and 
then retire<l and settled down in a city or on the 
coast, should be allowed to vote for the electorate 
in which his property was situated, instead of 
compelling him to vote in the town in which he 
resided, and in which he had no real interest. 

Mr. Grayson.] 
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So long as an elector could only record one vote, 
the platform of the Labour party would be pro­
tected in every way. As to the fears enter­
tained by the hon. member for Leichhardt that 
thousand8 of people resident in Brisbane would 
b~ able to swamp the suburban electorates, he 
d1d not see where they could come in, as they 
would only be allowed to vote for one electorate 
in the t\tate. His own name was on several 
electoral rolls, but as soon as the Bill was passed 
he would only be able to vote for one. Person­
ally, he "hould vote for the amendment, because 
he considered it was only just and fair. 

~1r. S PENOER '(Maranoa): He had voted 
for the amendment when the Bill was last before 
the Housp, and intended to do so again to-night. 
Take the case of the settlers in the \V est who 
toiled out there practically all their lives, and 
whose one ambition when they reached a cer­
tain age an,f! had made sufficient money was to 
come and reside on the coast, or in some cooler 
climate. Probably they had their families 
residing in the district, and all their sympathies 
were there ; and he failed to seo why they 
should not be allowed to exercise a vote for that 
particular electorate. Last night the hon. 
member for Clermont, when talking about the 
inmates of Dunwich, some of whom had fallen 
by the way, stated that they should be allowed 
to have a vote for the district in which they last 
resided. Surely if they were entitled to that 
privilege, the industrious, thrifty man in the 
\V est, who came to reside on the coast, was 
entitled to vote in the place where he last 
resided. On those grounds he was going to 
support the amendment. 

Mr. LESIN A : The hon. member had referred 
to his advocacy of a vote for the Dunwich 
people in a seme that it would destroy the uni­
formity of the Bill. He had advocated that the 
Dnnwich people should be included in this 
measure and be permitted to exercise a vote for 
the particular districts from which they came, 
but he had an alternative proposal that would 
obviate all the difficulty-that the Government 
'lhould introduce an old age pension scheme, 
under which people could go back to the district 
to which they belonged and vote there. That 
would obviate the whole of the difficulty. If 
property-owners could exercise their vote in the 
district in which their property was located if 
they elected to do so, how would they exercise 
that vote? Men came from the back country, 
having gathered together a competence, m1d 
settled around Brisbane, and at election times 
they did not go to those outside places where 
they had their names inscribed on the electoral 
rolls. The Government provided booths in the 
city, and they could go there and repeat the evil 
of the property vote over again. They did not 
trouble about the interests of the people in the 
district, but simply voted for the party candi­
date. 'rhey were kicking the property vote out 
at the front door and it was coming in at the 
back door under this particular amendment. 
The idea was to get back to the old principle and 
give a vote to property-owners living round 
about the city. They lived here, where they 
could put their money out to the best advantage 
and enjoy themselves to the highest possible 
pitch, but they did not want to vote here where 
there was a surplus of ]Jroperty votes, or persons 
with votes who had property here, but they 
would exercise their property vote in a district 
where they would be able to beat down the 
democratic candidate. The principle of unifor­
mity was a characteristic of this measure, and 
they should not introduce in an amended or 
modified form the property vote, which had 
hitherto been the great curse against which the 
democratic party had long fought. If they got 

[ 111 r. Gray son. 

electoral reform in Queensland, let them get it in 
the plainest and purest form, and that was to 
give to every man and woman over twenty-one 
years of age of sane mind and clean record, 
married or single, the right to exercise one vote 
in the district where they were qualified by 
residence to have their names in~cribed on a 
roll. 

Mr. HARDAORE appreciated the sympathy 
shown by the hon. member for Maranoa and 
the hon. member for Onnningham with back 
country pioneers, but did not think those hon. 
members saw the danger which might accrue 
from the adoption of the amendment. It pro­
posed to give a vote, not only to the man who 
had obtained a selection in the electorate and 
worked hard there, and had then come down to 
Brisbane to live, but also to the man who owned 
property in the electorate, who had bought that 
property for speculative purpose3, and had 
never seen the district. In the political history 
of Queensland, elections had frequently been 
decided by a few votes. On one occasion the 
sitting member for JYiaranoa was defeated hy 
15 votes; at the last general election the Rose­
wood seat was determined by the casting vote 
of the returning officer ; on one occasion the 
South Brisbane seat had been won by 7 votes; 
the Townsville election was once decided by 1 
vote; the Burnett election was won by 3 votes ; 
Gym pie by 31 votes, and at the last election the 
member for Cook was returned by a majority 
of 2 votes. How easy it would be for property­
owners outside an electorate to combine in such 
cases, and swamp the bona .fide residents of the 
constituency. It had been alleged that allowing 
members of the Assembly to vote for the elector­
ates which they represented involved a similar 
principle to that contained in the amendment, 
and he admitted that position, but the reason 
was that members were compelled, in the per­
formance of their parliamentary duties, to reside 
outside their electorates, and on more than one 
occasion in the past that had resulted in their 
having their names erased from the roll. The 
fundamental objection to the amendment was 
that it set up a principle of inequality, and only 
allowed property-owners to choose where they 
would record their votes. \Vhy should not the 
man with the residence qualification on the same 
principle be allowed to exe1·cise his vote for 
whichever constituency he had a predilection? 
He could not support the amendment. 

• Mr. P. J. LEAHY: There was very little in 
the argument that property-owners outside an 
electorate might combine at the time of an 
election to prevent a particular candidate from 
being returned. There were comparatively few 
electors for JYiaranoa or any other \V estern 
electorate who resided outside the electorate, 
and if they were to combine the~ would n_ot 
materially affect the result of the votmg. \Vh1le 
he thought the amendment was eminently fair 
and just, and would support it, he was of 
opinion that the object in view would be better 
attained by amending the amendment so as to 
permit any man becoming registered in the first 
instance for the place where his property was 
situated. If the amendment was rejected a 
very grave injustice would be done to many 
persons. A man wh_o had very lar!ie interc.sts 
in the Valley and ltved 3 or 4 miles outs1de 
the Y alley would not be permitted to vote in 
the Valley where his interests were, but ha~ the 
ri~ht to vote in the district where he resided. 
A~ long as the principle of one man one vote 
was not vitiated, he did not see why there 
should be any objection to thE: amendment; bl!t, 
though the balance of argument was m Its 
favour, he supposed the balance of votes would 
be against it. 
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Mr. CAMERON said he was a supporter of 
the n1easure before the Committee. He believed 
in one n1an one vote and one woman one vote, 
and was going to stand to that. [Mr. KERR : 
You were not always of that opinion.] He might 
have held a different opinion many years ago, 
but it was only a fool who could not change his 
opinions. (Hear, hear!) He was not >tfraid to 

change his opinions when he saw 
[9 p.m.] good cause for so doing. He was a 

supporter of the Bill, but at the 
same time he was thoroughly in favour of the 
amendment. He could use as an illustration his 
own case. All his interests lay in a certain 
portion of Queensland where he had toiled for 
thirty consecutive years, and he wished to 
exercise the franchise in that particular district 
by virtue of his leasehold qualification. He 
certainly thought he should be allowed to 
exercise his one vote for any qualification he 
possessed. He would support the amendment. 

Question-That the words proposed to be 
inserted (Hon. R. Philp's amendment) be so 
inserted-put ; and the Committee divided:--

~fr. Cameron 
, Campbell 

I 1'orrest 
l•1orsyth 
:Fox 

AYES, 15. 
Mr. J. Leahy 

,. P. J. Leahy 
, , ::\.1acartney 
,, Paget 
,, Philp 
, Spencer 

Stodart 
, Grayson 

Jenkinson 
Keogh 

1'ellei~s : )Jr. Fox and lilT. Paget. 

3'Ir. Airey 
Barton 
Bell 

, Bowman 
,, Bridges 

l~nrrows 
., Cowap 

Diblev 
Dunsfor1l 

, Fndg(· 
, <~mnt 

Hamilton 
Hard acre 
Joues 
Kerr 
Kids ton 
Lan<\ 

NoEs, 33. 
Mr. Lesina 

::\!ann 
::\'Iartin 

., Maughan 
, MeDonnell 
,, :\Iitchell 
, :J.Iorgan 
~' ::\1ulcahy 

·,, Murphy 
Kiebon 

.. Xorman 
,, Reinhold 

Rvlund 
,, SOmerset 
,, rrurner 

Woods 

Tellers: Mr. Cowap and :.\Ir. Xiel~on. 

PAtR~. 

Ayes-}lr. Uanran, :M:r. Petrie. and Mr. Barncs. 
~oes-l\lr. J\1ax,vell, Mr. !Jenham, ftnd .:.\:Ir. Blair. 

Resolved in the negative. 
Clause 3 put and passed. 
On clause 4, as follows:-
No person who is of unsound mind, and no person 

attainted of treason, or who has been convicted and is 
under sentence or subject to be sentPnced for any 
offencB punishable under the law of any part of the 
King's dominions by imprisonment, shall be entitled to 
vote at any election of members of the Legislative 
Assembly 

No aboriginal native of Australia, Asia. Africa, or the 
islands of the l'acific sha.ll be entitled to have his name 
placed on an electoral roll. 

Ho!>. R. PHILP: Last Bession he moved the 
omission of the :word "Australia," and he now 
moved the same amendment. The native Aus­
tralians were as much entitled to a vote as any 
member of the House. Their country had been 
forcibly taken from them, but there were now 
schools and mission stations at which the young 
people were being taught to read and write, and 
they would thus be qualified to vote. Queens­
land was the only State in all Australia which 
Jeprived the native Australians of a vote. \Vhy, 
in New Zealand the Maoris had representatives 

in the House. [Mr. HAMILTON : A different 
people.] He knew some natives of Queens­
land who were better educated than the hon. 
member for Gregory, and who were just as 
much entitled to vote and sit in the House 
as he was. [Mr. HAiiiiLTON: You would give 
a vote to the wild blacks of the Mulligan.] 
No; if the amendment was carried he would 
follow it up with a motion that the qualification 
be ability to read and write. There were 1,000 
black children going to the various schools pro­
vided by the t-ltate at the present time, and 
when they became of age they should be able to 
rank with the other people of Queensland if they 
could read and write. Every State in the 
Commonwealth but Queensland gave them a 
vote. The stronge•t argument used last year in 
favour of the amendment was that urged by the 
hon. member for Bulloo, that if the aboriginals 
had a vote Queensland would be entitled to 
another member in the :Federal Parliament. 

The HOME SECRETARY: The amendment 
of the hon. gentleman with its qualification 
would enfranchise only a very small proportion 
of the aboriginals of Queensland. Besides, he 
was introducing a new qualification into our 
electoral law-an educational qualification. By 
the Elections Act of 1885 it was expressly pro­
vided that no aboriginal native of Australia 
should be entitled to be entered on a roll except 
on a freehold qualification. The hon. member 
proposed a qualification which was at variance 
with that. \\'ith regard to the effect that the 
putting of a number of aboriginals on the rolls 
would have on the representation of (~ueensland 
in the I•'ederal Parliament, the hon. metnber 
must know that according to the 12/th section of 
the Constitution Act it was expressly provided 
that in reckoning the number of people in a 
State the aboriginal natives i>hould not be 
counted. The same matter was brought up some 
time ago, when Mr. Deakin was the Attorney­
General of the Commonwealth, and Mr. Deakin 
was looked upon as a very able politician and a 
good lawyer. His opinion waR asked upon the 
question, and it was most decidedly against that 
put forward by the hon. member. There were 
20,000 to 25,000 aboriginals estimated to be in 
the State, and the hon. member proposed to 
enfranchise only those few of them who could 
read and write. The thing carried absurdity 
stamped on its very face. The hon. gentleman 
must also know that Sir Arthur Rutledge, in 
dealing with the matter, showed quite conclu­
Bively that, taking the most favourable view, 
Queensland was not entitled to another member 
on that acconnt. Perhaps it would interest hon. 
members to hear the opinion of the late Attorney­
General-

Department of Justice, 
Brisbane, l:Jth }lay, l908. 

:.\lemorandmn for the Honourable the Chief Secretary. 
By section 25 of the Commonwealth Constitution Act 

H i~ provided that, for the purposes of section 24 of 
that Act, if, by the law of any ~tate. all persons of any 
race are disqualified from Yoth1g at elections for the 
more numerous House of the I'arliament of the SLate, 
then, in reckoning the number of the people of the 
State or of the Commonwealth, persons of that raee 
resident in that State shall not be connted. 

In Queensland there are, in addition to people or 
European race, considerable numbers. amounting ~n the 
aggregate to several thousands, of persons belongmg to 
the coloured races, inclncling Australian aboriginals, 
natives of His l\Tajesty's Indian Empire, Japanes~, 
Chinese, and Sonth Sea Islanders. Xow, all the abon­
ginals, and all the natives of India, together w1th a 
certain proportion of the Chinese who have come fr01n 
Hongkong, are natural·born subjects of the British 
Crown, while, with regard to the other Asiatics, pr~vi­
sion is made hy the Aliens Act for their becoming 
naturalised, if they so desin, upon the fulfihnent by 
them of the preseribed conditions. 

Hon. P . .Airey.] 
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I understand that the Federal Government contend 
that in reckoning the populatic>n for the purpose of 
determining the number of members of the House ot 
Representatives to which this State is entitled all people 
of all tbese coloured races arc to be exclndeU, and the 
question is 1vhetller t.hat contention is well founded. 
E~cept in the case of Australian ahoriginals, the only 
ground upon which SlH'h a. contention can be ba~ed is 
the existence of some l:tw in Queensland disqualifying 
all peJ'SOI/8 of the..;e several races respectively from 
voting at eleetions for the IJegislative Assembly. and 
the question therefore 1s, whether. by any law in 
Queensland, sucil universal disqualitication has been 
imposed. The law which tleclares the 11Uali1ications 
necessary to entitle persons resident in Queen~ land to 
be entered npon the roll of electors is contained in 
Part II. of the Ele<·tions Act of 1885 as amended by tbc 
Elections Act of 1897. By section 6 of that _let it is pro· 
vided that every man of the age of twenty-one years being 
a natural born or naturalised British subject, if he has 
resided for the presc1·ibed period in the elect;oral dis­
trict upon the roll of which he claims to ha"e his name 
entered, or has a. freehold of the specified vHlue, or is a 
householder occupying: a building of a certain annual 
value, or is posse~sed of some one of the other qualifica­
tions mentioned. ana is not disqualified or incapacitated 
for any of the caw~es speci1ied in the Act shall, subject to 
the provisions of the Act, be entitled to be entered on the 
roll of elertors for the eleetoral district in respect of 
which he is so qualified. To that section there is a 
proviso in the following words :-"Provided that no 
aboriginal nath·e of Australia, India, China, or of the 
South Sea Islands shall be entitled to be entered on the 
roll except in respect of H freellohi qualification!' 

So far, therefore, from all or any adult male abori­
ginal natives of Australia. India, China, or of the South 
Sea Islands, living in Quumslancl, being disqualified 
from voting at elections for the Legislative Assembly 
because they are sneh natives, it is clear that every one 
of them, if the posses:-:or or a freeholcl of the requisite 
value, is entitled to be enrolled as au elector, and. 
therefore, to vote at parliamentary elections. lit will 
be observed that the possession of a freehold is not an 
essential trualiti< atiou in the case of those natives of 
Japan who may ba\·e become naturalised.! 'rhe ques­
tion then arises: Is there any law in force in (Jueens­
lancl which prohibits any of suuh aboriginal natives from 
acquiring a freehold qualification? 

So far as regards aboriginal natives of Australia and 
India-who are all natura! born subjects of the King­
the ans\ver is that there is none. rrhere are, and pro­
bably always have been, a few aboriginal natiYes of 
Australia who, having teceived a certain auwunt of 
education, have preferred to adopt the habit:s and 
customs of civilised life, and it: is not uulikely that, 
under the prt.:;ent humane administration of recent 
legislation for the protection of aboriginals, this num­
ber may be increased. If any ot these hav6 invested, 
or should hereafter desire to invest, their earnings in 
the acqui8ition of freeholds, or if any of them should be 
fortunate enough to become the devisees of freeholds, 
why should they not? There is no law which denies 
to them the right to so acquire or to take. 

If, therefore, the only limitation with respect to the 
reckoning of the population of any State were that im­
posed by section 25, I think there can be no doubt that 
the wbole of the aboriginal natives of Australia living in 
Queensland would have to be so counted, but by section 
127 of the Constitution Act it is enacted that, "In 
reckoning the numbers of the people of the Common­
wealth or of a State, aboriginal natives shall not be 
counted.'' Conformably to this re11uirement the Re­
gistrar~General, in stating the population of Queens­
land !'or the purpooes of section 24, to be 498,129, has, 1 
understand, excluded from computation every full­
blooded aboriginal of Australia, no matter what his 
social conditio11, and in this I am of opinion that he 
has acted rightly. · 

With regard to natiYes of India,, it may be saicl that 
ju respect of intelligence and education very many of 
them now in Queensland may claim to be the equals of 
the average European, and there is nothiug to prevent 
them from at any rime acquiring or holding land in fee­
simple in Queensland. while, as to the nativr~ of China 
and the people of the other Asiatic races, it is provided 
by the Aliens ctct. passed in 1867, that upon the condi­
tions therein .specified they may become naturalised, as 
indeed a considerable nnmber of' thPm already have. 
Once naturalised, every one of them may, if he pleases, 
acquire a freehold, and if that freehold is of the re­
quired valne, and no valid objection on other grounds 
exists, he will be entitled, by Yirtne of hi.;,; freehold 
qualitlcation. to be entered on the ro11 of electors for 
the electoral district in respect of \Vhich he is so 
11ualified. 

[Hon.P. Airey. 

The aboriginal nativ-2s of the Sonth Sea Islands stand 
upon a different footing. l!nlike Asiati~ and Af1:i?an 
aliens their existence recc1ves no speCial recognitiOn 
from t'tle Aliens Act, which contains no provision for 
their naturalisation. 

That being so, I am of opinion that they are incapable· 
of ac(1uiring a freehold, and, as a result of that inca­
pacity, anttnot by reason of their colour or nationality, 
are within the contemplation of section 35 of the Com­
monwealth Constitution Act-" persons of" a "raee 
disqualified from voting at elections for the more 
numerous House of the Parliament of the State," and 
therefore shoulfl not be counted in reckoning the 
number of the people of Queensland :!or the pnrposes of 
~ectiou 2 t of that Act. 

\Vhen Iirst approached by a representative of the 
Press, within half an hour of my leaving Brisbane on a 
visit to the Downs, a.nd without having had an oppor­
tunitY of conferring with the Registrar-General as to 
.:the basis upon which he had proceeded in calculating 
the population and consequent proportion of r~pre­
~;entation of the State in the House of Representatives, 
I verbally expressed my concurrence in that officer's 
contention that the number of such representatives 
should in futute be ten instead of nine ; but, ~ince 
my return I have, for the pnrposes of thi.s opinion, 
made proper inquiry, and have ascertamed that 
the whole number, totalling about 9,000 of South 
Sea Islanders, in Queensland are included in the 
statement submitted by the Registrar-General to 
the Chief Secre1ary. If from -!93,129, stated to be the 
popnlation of Queensland, there is deducted that 
seetion of the population which consists of South Sea 
Islanders, it w11l be seen ~.t once that, after dividing 
the population of Queensland by the statutory quota of 
.52,416 (\vhich is obtained by dividing the population 
of the Commonwealth by lwice the number of senators) 
the l'emainder is only 17,:385, or 9,000 less than half 
or the quota. 

I am of opinion, thm·efore, that this State is not 
vet entitled to an increase in the number or its repre­
~entative~. 

[Hon. R. PHILP: \Vhy c.annot a. kan<tka. be 
naturalised?] That IS provided for m the Ahens 
Act of 1R67. [Hon. R. Pmr,p : It is because he 
has no king.] He had read those opinions for 
the purpose of showing that aborie;inal natives ?f 
Au.tralia were debarred from bemg counted m 
Queensland by section 127 of the Commonwe!l~th 
Constitution Act. He had other authonties 
whom he could quote if necessary. 

Mr. ;r. LBAHY : All the hon. gentleman had 
done was to tell them that there was a conflict of 
opinion. [The HOME SECRETARY : Sir Arthnr 
Rutledge and Mr. Deakin agree.] He had 
discussed the matter with Sir Arthur Rntledge 
before he gave his opinion, and he was exceed­
ingly doubtful about it. As to the opinion of 
lYir. Deakin on the matter, he was in exactly 
the same position as the J?resent Pr~mier .of 
Queensland. He hn,d a dictator behmrl. him 
who made him do exactly what he was told. 
[Mr. MuHPHY : What about section 127 of the 
Commonwealth Constitution Act?] That related 
to an entirely different thing. It related to new 
expenditure and things of that kind which were 
debited to the various States on a population 
ba;is and it would be most unfair to Queensland 
to in~lnde people who produced nothing :vhen 
eRtimating her share of •uch new ex pend1ture. 
He went further than his leader in this matter. 
In addition to 5,000 or 6,000 aborigines, there 
were about 22,000 other persons who were not 
allowed to vote. Some were kanakas and some 
were not. That was a very large number of 
people, and, if they could .n;cei ve any benefitfro;n 
them in the shape of additiOnal representatiOn m 
the Federal Parliament, every point should be­
strained to free themselves from the unfortunate 
position in which they found t~emselves ~t 
present in the Commonwealth of bemg got at .m 
every direction. Such a provision did not eXIst 
in any other State in Australia. They ~ere 
being constantly told that they should comfl .m to 
line with the other States, and here was a direc­
tion in which they might come into line. If a 
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man was good enough to be allowed to come 
here and to become naturalised, he ought to be 
good enough to exercise the franchise. It was a 
degradation and a stultification of his manhood 
to deny him that privilege. At one time they 
were told that because those people had skins of 
a different colour to their own, they were inferior 
races ; but the scales had fallen from the eyes 
?f. ma'?y ,persons about some of tho,ce so-cafled 

mfenor races. Some of these races appeared 
to be the mo't intelligent men in the world, and 
great soldiers. After what happened the other 

day, could anybody say that the 
[U.30 p.m.] Japanese were an inferior race? 

He was not advocating the Japanese 
coming here, but there were a few here who 
happened to be naturalised, and would anybody 
say that they were not qualified to exercise the 
franchise? This was the most narrow construc­
tion that could be put upon it by persons who 
talked about extending tho franchise, when they 
said that they would only extend it to those 
persons who sympathised with themselves. It 
all depended upon whether they marched to the 
drum of the Trades Hall ; that was the test 
whether they should get the franchise or not. 
There was not a member of the Labour 
party who, if he thought the kanakas would 
march to the drum of the Tra<les Hall, would 
not say they were "men and brothers." (Go­
vernment laughter.) He was not advocating 
the franchise for these people, but he believed 
there were some ,,f them in the State who had 
been admitted to the status of citizenship, and 
they should not be deprived of it now. ·what 
could be wrong in allowing this thing in Queens­
land when all the other States of Australia had 
agreed to it without a word of dissent'? How 
did the hon. gentleman justify the restriction of 
the franchise in that direction? He "aid it was 
P.stablishing a new principle. The proposal of 
the leader of the Opposition was not establish­
ing a new principlP. Yet the Minister got 
up in the coolest possiblE~ manner and said it 
was included in the amendment. [The HmiE 
SECRETARY: I did not.] He said the amendment 
introduced a new franchise. [The HmiE SECRE­
TARY: An educational qualification.] He wished 
to show the unscrupulous manner in which the 
Home Secretary twisted the arguments and state­
ments which were made in that Chamber. The 
hon. gentleman got up and said this was part of the 
proposal of the leader of the Opposition, and yet 
the whole of the amendment only consisted in 
striking out the word "Australia.;, Here was a 
provision which every State in Australia and 
even New Zealand, was against, and vet the 
hon. gentleman insisted upon retaining i't. Did 
not that mighty Republic, which was supposed 
to have the greatest freedom in the world, under 
one of its articles, give the franchise to every 
race of the world? If a man was a man other­
wise, his colour did not debar him from having 
the franchise. This view of the question might 
be unpopular, but if the thing was right he was 
going to ad vacate it regardless of the conse­
quence«. He thought it was a disgrace to the 
Bill, and should be struck out. 

The HOME SECRETARY: It must be 
borne in mind that the leader of the Opposition 
proposed to leave out the word "Australia." 
He could only take the amendment as it stood, 
without any of the verbal qualifications that he 
had made in the conrse of his speech; and the 
only conclusion to which he could come was that 
by leaving out the word "Australia" he pro­
posed to give this privilege to all the aboriginals 
of Queensland. It might be asked if it was not 
a very wrong thing on the part of the Common­
wealth to accept the interpretation given by 1\Ir. 
Deakin in the speech he had quoted, in whic;h he 

had expreseP.d the opinion that the coloured 
people could not be counted in the quota. \V hat 
did it amount to? He had bad a search made 
some time ago through the most likely districts 
in Queensland, in which he expected to find the 
names of Chinese and Japanese aliens. Six dis­
tricts were taken in which they were supposed 
to be the most numerous, and only five were 
found that they could conclude to be those of 
Chinese or :Japanese aliens. [::\Ir. J. LEAHY: If 
there was only one man, why should you 
deprive him of his right?) \V ere they to argue 
that because in the whole of Queensland there 
were possibly a dozen Chinese on the roll, the 
whole of the Chinese should be exempted from 
this racial restriction? He preferred to quote 
the opinions of men who were authorities on the 
subject as their opinions wonld have more 
weight 'than those of any member in the House. 
:\Ir. R R. Garran, when examined by the 
Federal Select Committee on Electoral Act 
administration, was asked-

Do you still think that the Consti~ut.i~n exclud.es all 
}Jersons of the Chinese race from bemg Included 111 the 
calcnlation of the population for the purpose of ascer­
taining the quota:- I think it does, because the per­
sons of that ra(·e do not possess t11e full qualification. 
The Can~titntion should be broadly interpreted. 

A little fnrther down he r,aid-

I think. howevc1·, that if yon fully qualified any per­
sons of that race to vote under the State laws, the 
whole of the members of that race could not be dis­
qualified b: the State laws, 'vi thin the meaning of t~1e 
Constitution. If. however, you conferred only a partial 
11 ualilication, the constitutional prohibition would 
apply. 

You say that if the whole of the memhers of a race 
are not to ha Ye full rights in the same way as other 
people, but are to be entitled to only m~e f~n·m ?t 
speeial qualification, the terms of the Const1tutwn w1ll 
apply to the whole of the members of that race~ I 
think so. 

He went on to refer to ::'\ir Arthur Rutledge's 
opinion, and was asked-

In the t~ase of Queeu.-.land, would the rights of 
a Chinaman, who had a property qn~litication at the 
time of the passing of l·lle ConstitutiOn, be presP,rved 
under that section {s:Jr:tion 25;·? I should regard it 
as rather doubtful. 

You mean that, in order to vote at a federal election, 
an elector must have the full qualification enjoyed 
by ordinary British subjects? I think that, on the 
whole, that is the p1·oper interpretation; but I admit 
that the question is not free t'rom difticulty. 

But the most important contribution on this 
subject was that m t.he speech of Sir Alfred 
Deakin, as reported in the .Federal Hansard of 
1902, page 2H62-

As I read section 25, the words, "for the purposr-c.:; of 
the last section, if by the law of any State all persons of 
anv race are disqnalilied from voting at elections," 
mean that if those persons are disqualified on racial 
grounds th<-y are to he excluded. Bnt the impot·tant 
consideration, which I think practically con?ludes the 
matter, is that when this provision :'Tas mtroduced 
there were only two laws in existence 111 the States to 
·whieh reference was made in t,he convention. and at 
which this section was aimed.. One of the provisions in 
question existed, and still exists, in the '\Vestern Aus­
tralian Act, and tht: other in the Queensland Act. 
Both are identical in phraseology. 'l'he consequence is 
that this section was drawn "\Vith the dis<1ualitications 
impoEed b.v these laws in view, and in view of nothing­
else. ~ext, if it cloes not mean a disqualification on 
racial grounds it means nothing. . . . To say that 
no race is to be excluded from the calculation under 
this section, unle:-.s no member of that race, under any 
conceivable circumstances as to place of birth, acquisi­
tion of proverty, or natm;alisation, could succeed in 
getting un an electoral roll, would be to render the 
section nugatory. 

He thought that Sir Alfred Deakin on that 
particular point was on sound ground. 

Hon. F. Airey.] 
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HoN. R. PHILP : The hon. gentleman had 
travelled all round the subject, and talked a!Jout 
Chinese, Japanese, and other aliens, but harl not 
dealt with the amendment, which was simply to 
omit the word "Australia." To his mind, the 
Constitution of the Commonwealth was quite 
clear on the matter of aboriginals. In a com,er­
sation that afternoon with Mr. Fisher, one of 
the Queensland representatives in the Federal 
Parliament, that gentleman told him that 
Quee'_lsland would have got another representa­
tiVe m the Federal Parliament if Sir Arthur 
Rutledge had not backed down. In any case, 
there was no doubt that if they included abori­
ginals it would not make a difference of fifty 
votes in the whole of the State. At the same 
time, they must bear in mind that they were 
educating aboriginals and teaching them to read 
and write, and that in due time they would 
desire to become more civilised. As to Chine .• e, 
he remembered receiving a petition at one time 
signed by two prominent Labour men in Cairns, 
in which it was stated that the Chinese were the 
backbone of that district. Aboriginal natives 
were entitled to vote in K ew South \V ales, Vic­
toria, Western Australia, and Kew Zealand, 
and why should they be excluded in (~ueensland? 
Besides, if those persons were allowed to vote, 
·Queensland would get another federal member. 
That might be either a good or bad thing, but at 
all events there would be more representation. 
The Home Secretary said he wanted a uniform 
Bill, and, if he accepted the amendment, he 
would have a measure uniform with every other 
State in Australia. If the aboriginals were 
worth caring for-·and an attempt was now being 
made to care for them and educate them-then 
they should have votes as citizens of Queensland 
if they were fit to exercise them. 

Mr. MANK sympathised with the leader of 
the Opposition. He did not consider his seat in 
Townsville safe, and was now getting his friends 
to hunt up the aboriginals to support him at the 
next election. The hon. gentleman said that he 
-(Mr. Manu) represented more Chinamen and 
kanakas than any man in the House. He was 
not aware that he represented Chinese or 
kanakas, who had a much better feeling towards 
the hon. member than they had towards him. 
The Chinese never presented him with an album. 

Mr. KEOGH was pleased to support the 
amendment. It was a poor return that members 
opposite were giving the unfortunate aboriginals, 
whose land they had taken when they refused to 
$ive _t_hem a vote. Hitherto the aboriginals had 
mtel!Jgently recorded their Yotes in the other 
States and in Queensland, and now the Bill pro­
posed to take away their rights. He believed 
the consensus of opinion outsidP would be in 
favour. of allowing the aboriginals to exercise the 
franch1se, and he hoped the hon. gentleman in 
charge of the Bill would accept the amendment. 

Amendment (Hon. R. Philp's) put and 
negatived. 

Clause 4 put and passed. 
On clause 5, as follows :-
:Xo persQn who is an inmate of any public charitable 

institution for the reception, maintenance, and care of 
indig-ent persons other than a hospital established 
under the ~tatutes relating to lJO~pitals shall be 
entitled to vote at any election of member~ of the 
Legislative Assembly. 

Mr. J. LEAHY: That was a very important 
clause, and considering the stand some members 
had taken upon it, it was remarkable that they 
were now shirking the position. They had 
shirked it on a former occasion when he gave 
them an opportunity of voting on the subject and 
he felt very much inclined to give them an~ther 
opportunity. \Vhile he wa" in favour of extend-

[Hon. R. Philp. 

ing the franchise, he thought there was a certain 
class to which it should not be extended. The 
franchise of New South \Vales was very eloquent 
in regard to the peraons it disfranchised. Their 
Act disqualified every person who-

(a) Is of lUlsOm1d mind; 
(b) Is in receipt of aid from any public charitable 

institution, except as a patient under treatment for 
accident or disease at a hospital; 

(c) Is in prison under any conviction; 
(rl) Has been convicted of any crime or offence 

wherever committed. for which, if the same had 1Jeen 
~ommitted in "New South ·wales, he might have been 
sentenced to death or penal servitude, and has not 
received a free pardon therefor, or served the sentence 
passed on him ; 

(e) During six months preceding the sitting of the 
revision court has been imprisoned without the option 
of a fine for an aggregate period of three months; 

(f) Within one year prior to the sitting of the said 
revision conrt has been convicted of bribery, intimida­
tion, impersonation, or any similar offence at any 
election; 

(g) During one year prior to the sitting of the said 
revision court has been convicted of being an habitual 
drunkard, an idle or disorderly person, or incorrigible 
rogue, or a rogue and vagabond. 

Other persons disqualified were men who had 
against them an unsatisfied order of any court 

for the maintenance of their wives 
[10 p.m.] and children, whether legitimate or 

illegitimate, or had been convicted 
of having committed aggravated assaults upon 
their wives within one year. Those were very 
useful disqualifications, and it would be inter­
esting to know why they had not been inserted 
in the Bill now before the Committee. And it 
must be remembered that that Act represented 
the views of the Labour party in New South 
\Vales. If the hour had been earlier, he would 
have tested the Committee on some of I those dis­
qmtlifications ; but he would content himself 
with protesting against their omission. 

Mr. MACARTNEY: Perhaps it would not 
be a bad thing to have the matter tested. Last 
session the hon. member for Barcoo a:sked the 
.1\Iinister whether he was prepared to accept an 
amendment giving the inmates of Dunwich a 
vote. The hon. member had preached that 
gospel all over the country, but when he had a 
chance of carrying an amAnclment giving those 
people a vote he refused to avail himself of the 
opportunity. At the present moment, with the 
exception of the hon. member for Carnarvon, 
every member nresent on the Government side, 
and every Jl.1inister present, were members of the 
Labour party, and they could carry such an 
amendment with the greatest ease if they were 
really honest in the opinions they had so often 
expressed. He had been informed that if the 
hon. member for Clermont, who had the courage 
of his convictions, ventured to assert his prin­
ciples on that question he would be hunted out 
of the House. [An honourable member: That 
is not true.] 

Mr. KERR : The hon. member for Toowong, 
in stating that he had gone about the country 
advocating that the Dunwich inmates should 
be placed on the roll, knew he was making a 
wilful misstatement. 

The CHAIRMAN : Order! The hon. mem­
ber is not in order in saying that a member ha3 
made a wilful misstatement. 

Mr. KERR: He would withdraw "wilful" 
and substitute "ingenious." If the hon. mem­
ber for Toowong thought that the party with 
which he (Mr. Kerr) was connected was going to 
play his little game, he was very much mistaken. 
The Bill went a long way in the direction asked 
for by the people of the State for a number of 
years. It was going to enfranchise a very large 
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number of men in the West and North who had 
never had the- privilege of exercising a vote 
except at the recent federal election. It was 
estimated that there were over 130,000 persons, 
including women, who had never had their 
names on the State electoral rolls. To all those 
the fmnchise would be given by this Bill. [Mr. 
J. LEAHY: After two years.] They waited for 
ten years for it from the hon. gentleman's 
party, and they never got it. If the hon. mem­
ber for Toowong thought that the Labour 
party were going to "pull the chestnuts out of 
the fire" for him and wreck the Bill by including 
the inmates of Dunwich, he was very much 
mistaken. If the hon. member moved the 
amendment, he would vote against it. 

Ho:". R. PHILP: The leader of the Labour 
party had made a statement that was untrue 
when he said that for ten years that side of the 
House had promiRed the women a vote. He 
had brought in a Bill three years ago that was 
opposed so strongly by the hon. member's party 
that be could not go on with it. [The TREASUHER: 
vVas that the "Baby" Bill?] He proposed to 
give every man and every woman a vote, and to 
give every man who was the father of two 
children a second vote. In :0J ew South \Vales 
they prohibited a man from voting who bad 
again~t hin1 an unsati,sfied order of any court 
for the 1naintenance of his wife or chi1dren, 
whether legitimate or illegitimate. 1.Ien of that 
sort should not be allowed a ,1te. ~Many of 
them were prominent IJo!itical agitator,, [:\Ir. 
BowMA:-1: ~What-in the Xational Liberal 
L:nion:] [::\fr .. J. LJCAHY: There are probably 
some on both sides, but it is no credit to them.] 
He moved the insertion, after the word 
"hospitals," in line 13, of the words-
or has against him an nnsati.-:.tiecl ord'T of any conrt for 
the maintenance of Iris wife or children, whether 
legitimate or illegitimate. 

The HO:\IE SECRETARY could not treat 
the amendment seriou,ly, and he did not think 
the hon. mPmber meant it seriom;ly. If the hon. 
Inember was going to introduce qne~tions of that 
kind, the best thing they could do woulcl be to 
sit down and draw out a schedule of ulieml~rs 
and disrtualify the whole Jot of them. 

Ho:~". R. PHILP : He was quite serious in 
the matter. The Bill wac, only passed in ~ew 
South \Vales last year, and included, in addition 
to the class o.f offenders specified by his amend­
rnent, "habitual drunkards, rogues and vagaM 
bonds." It was very hard to define what consti­
tuted a "rogue and vagabond"; but, if the 
Home Secretary thought tho>e peoJJle nugbt to 
be allowed to vote, he was sorry for the mora!~ 
of the hon. gentleman and hi; party. He in­
tended to press the amendment to a division. 

:\Ir. LESIXA understood that during his 
temporary absence from the Chamber the hon. 
member for Toowong hacl stated that certain 
persons hacl gone into the Clermont electorate to 
damage him (:\Ir. Lesina) on account of his 
attitude in connection with one or two matters 
which had engaged the attention of the Chamber 
last ses.<ion, and particularly in connection with 
this matter. 

The CHAIRMAX: I think the hon. member 
should ask leave to make a personal explanation. 
If not, he should confine himself to the amend­
ment before the Committee. 

:Mr. LESI::'< A : He would like to have the 
option of making a personal explanation. (Hear, 
bear!) The hon. member made a statement that 
certain members of the Labour part:v had laid 
themselves out to undermine him (Mr. Lesina) 
in his constituency, because he had differed from 
them on one or two matters last session, parti­
cularly on the Dunwich vote, and to bound him 

out of the party. He could assure the hon. 
member for Toowong that it was news to him, 
and he had not heard that the party had made 
such a charge. There had been little differences 
between them, but, so far as he knew, they had 
not gone that length. As far as he was per­
sonally concerned, they would never have reason 
to make that statement. [Mr. KEOGH: Are 
you going to make the amende honorable ?] He 
was prepared to take the full consequences of 
what he had done. If he did wrong, the men 
of his district were so well informed that 
they would deal with him. He made this state­
ment publicly, and he resented tbe statement 
of the hon. member for Toowong, which, as 
far as his perwnal knowledge went, was in­
correct. He presumed the hon. gentleman had 
m.;de the statement on information received, and, 
if so, he had been deceived. [Mr. MACARTNEY: 
I am prepared to give you the name of my 
informant privately.] He contradicted the 
statement, as otherwise it would work injustice 
to the party and to himself. \Vith regard to the 
inclusion of the Dunwich voto in the Bill, the 
matter was one that he had been so mew hat 
enamoured of. [Hon. R. PHILP: The amend­
ment does not refer to the Dnnwich vote.] 

The CHAIR:\IA='f : I would ren,ind the hon. 
member that the quc>.<tion of the Dunwich vote 
is not now before the Committee, hut the per­
sonal explanation of the hon. member. 

:\Ir. MACART::'<EY: He could assure the 
hon. mernbee for Clerrnont that he would not 
have made the statement if he had not received 
the information, and he would be very happy to 
snppl.y the hon. member prhately with the 
name of his informant. The statement was 
apJJarently borne ont by the attitude that had 
been adoJJted towards the bon. member by the 
L"bonr po,rty. 

lc/uestion-That the words proposed to he 
insertecl (Hon. R. l'hilp's arnenducnt) be ~o 
inserted-put ; and the Committee divided :-

An;:-:;, 10. 
:~1r. C'ameron :J.I1·. P. J. Leahy 

.. Fox ,. l\faf':1ttney 

., J-enkinson , Pagct 
" Keogh )' Philp 
., J. Leally ,. Stodart 

Tl!lle: ": J.Ir. P. J. I..e~hy and :J.Ir. :I\Iacartney~ 

Xm::-:::, :m. 
:\fr. A irey :Hr. J ones 
, Rarton Kenna. 

Bell , Kcrr 
Bowman Kidston 
Bridges r~and 
Bnrrows J.~esina 
Cmvap Linclley 
DiiJlP\' :Jtiann 
Dnn.:-tord ::uaughan 

, Fudge -'iorgan 
)• Grant )furphy 
.. Graysnn Rei.nhold 
.. IIamllton Somer~et 

Har<laere Tnrnet· 
, Har,!lrf'aves \Voods 

Tellei'·": Mr. Land and ::\Ir. I.~esina. 
PAIRS. 

Ayes·-)lr. Hanran, ).fr. PLtrie, and ~Ir. BarneS~. 
Noes-Mr. Maxwcll, ).fr. Denllam, and .Jir. Blair. 
Resolved in the negative. 
::\fr. LESIXA said he wished to make a per­

sonal explanation with regard to the Dunwich 
vote. He had strongly adroc~ted extending the 
franchiae to the inmates of Dunwicb, but after 

looking the matter fairly in tbe face 
[10.30 p.m.] he had come to the conclusion that 

any attempt to load the Bill with 
such a provision might imperial the passage of 
the Bill in another place, and as tbe party to 
which he belonged bad determined to put the 
Bill through in its present form, and so avoid 
complications in another place, he felt that he 

Mr. Lesina.] 
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must be loyal to his party, and that his logical 
and consistent course was to refrain from press­
ing for the introduction of a provision giving 
a vote to the inmates of Dunwich Asylum. 
There were about 1,000 men and women in 
that institution, and the Bill, if pa•·,sed, would 
er.franchise 140,000 persons who had hitherto 
been excluded from any participation in the 
selection of members ot the Assembly; and if 
he had to choose between the 1,000 and the 
140,000 persons he would select the 140,000. He 
had always been a warm advocate of adult 
suffrage, and was one of the first in New South 
\Vales to start an orga.nisation whose leading 
plank was adult suffrage He had ad mcated 
that plank from kerosine boxes, nndle boxes. 
the tails of c.>rts, and from public-house balco­
nies, and they had no\\' got adult suffrage in 
New South \Vales. He very much deplored 
the limitations of the present Bill; but he 
regarded it as one step in the direction of 
political freedom, and would support it c ,·en 
with its limitations, in the hope that, if p:ased, 
they would subsequently get a more advanced 
measure which would include the people of Dlln­
'dcb. 

Clause put and passed. 
On clause fi~" One adult one vote"~ 

:\Ir. LESIX A said tile Constitution Act 
Amendment Act of Yictoria contained a similar 
provision, which read: ''No elector shall ,·ote 
more than once at the c., me election." That 
had been interpreted by the courts to mean, not 
one elector one vote, b;,t that no eledor should 
vote more than once in the same eledorate. 
[The HmiE SECRETARY : The nmcUnery Bill 
deab with that matter. i 

HoN. R. l'HJLP thonght that to make the 
position quitP safe they should add to the clan··e 
the word~, ''unless he hfl-.., bt--en a support :r t\f 
the :\lorgan Government." (Laughter.) 

Clause put and passed. 

The House re8nmed. The CHAlR~:A~ repnrted 
the Bill without :unendJCCtent. 

The third readin;:; of the Bin wap madt' an 
Order of the Da~· for Monda;: next. 

The House adjourned at fourt:;een minP.te.s to 
11 o'clock. 




