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538 Papers. [ASSEMBLY.] Questions. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

TUESDAY, 3 SEPTEMBER, 1907. 

The SPEAKER {Hon. John Leahy, Bulloo) took 
the chair at half-past 3 o'clock. 

PAPERS. 

The following papers, laid on the tablP, were 
ordered to be printed :--

{1) Report of the Official Trustee in Insol­
vency, Townsville, for the year 1906. 

[Hon. A. H. Barlow. 

{2) Rule of the Supreme Court of Queens-
land, as of Friday, the second day of 
August, 1907. 

(3) 

(4) 

Return to an Order, relative to business 
of the Supreme Court, Rockhampton, 
made by the House, on motion of Mr. 
Bouchard, on 22nd August. 

Return to an Order, relative to moneys 
paid to barristers and solicitors, made by 
the House, on motion . of Mr. Lesina, 
on the 30th July. 

(5) Order relative to statistics concerning 
W oolooga Estate, made by the House, 
on motion of Mr. Philp, on 29th August. 

QUESTIONS. 
RAILWAY WORKSHOPS, IPSWICH. 

Mr. MAUGHAN {Ipswich) asked the Secre­
tary for Railways-

!. Date of completion of the State Railway Work­
shops, Ipswich? 

2. Cost of buildings to date? 

3. Cost o! new machinery (including electrical power) 
to date? 

4. :Number of wagons and: carriages constructed to 
date? 

5. ::\!"umber or locomotives construrted to date, and 
cost per ton of same? 

The SIWRETARY FOR RAILWAYS 
(Hon. G. Kerr, Barcoo) replied-

!. 30th September, 1904 . 
. 2. £281,700 2s. 6d. 

3. £146,134 12s. 3d. 
4. 582 wagons, 50 carriages, and 20 goods bralw vans. 

5. Nine. 'l'he cost per ton for the first seven varies 
from £5ll 7s. 9d. to £59 3s. 7d., but these figures cannot 
be taken as correct, as it appears that in the past 
enough has not been added for n Shop Charges "-i.e. 1 

power, use of machinery, supervislon, etc. It is at 
present impossible to say what is the E-xact cost of the 
two engines turned out last month, as the debits so far 
made refer to other engines as well which are being 
built simultaneously. 

ABORIGINALS WORKING AT LEPER STATIONS. 

Mr. HARDAORE (Leichhardt) asked the 
Home Secretary-

l. How many aboriginals from My ora Station are, or 
have recently been, working at Peel Island Leper 
Station? 

2. How many aboriginals from Barambah are, or have 
recently been, working at Peel Island Leper Station? 

3. ·what are the names, occupations, and wages of 
the above aboriginals (if any), and do they get rations? 

4. Are they working amongst the lepers; and, if so, 
are they allowed to return to Dun wich and Myora on 
Saturdays, Thursdays, und S;.ndays with their wives 
and families P 

5. Is C. Moreton, an aboriginal, working at Peel 
Island Leper Station, and has be a brother a leper con­
fined in tb e lazaret ? 

6. Is it true that two cases of lepro~y have occurred 
on Stradbroke Island? 

7. Is it true that three white women, much against 
their will, were tftken from the women's ward at Dun­
wich over to Peel Island to wash the clothes of the 
lepers? 

8. What amount has been paid to aboriginals· in cash 
or rations for putting up hark gunyahs on Peel Island? 

9. How long have they been at the work, and when 
will the work be finished? 

10. Were any ol the Barambab blacks working on 
Peel Island allowed to come up to Brisbane lately? If 
so, how many ? 
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how comes it that, having been ~assed in New 
Zealand seven years ago, it has never been 
repealed? 8urely the excessive amount of liti. 
gation which is anticipated here would have 
occurred ~here!. .And I can. only find in the 
.Australasian Digest about six or seven cases 
which have been brought before the courts in 
New Zealand for decision. With the experience 
of N<:w Z_eala,nd before them, the Legislature 
of V wtona, m December last passed a Bill 
which admits this principle. It is not a mea­
sure that I approve of, because its benefits are 
limited to children under twenty-one years of 
age, but there is an instance of the most con­
servative body in .Australia adopting this prin­
ciple that is condemned as an innovation here. 
.As to interfering with the liberty of the sub­
ject, we have heard of that objection before. 
.A man with a few pounds deserts his illegiti­
mate children; he does not see why the liberty 
of the subject should be interfered with, or why 
he should not do what he likes with the few 
pounds he has. When we are told that a man 
should do what he likes with his own, the ques­
tion arises, Is "his own" his wife's and his 
children's or is it his property? The remark 
savours of olden times when a wife and children 
were the slaves of the husband in the same 
sense as his ox and his ass. Let hon. gentlemen 
reverse the case. Supposing a woman leaves 
her property, not to her infant children and her 
husband, but to another man. Would hon. 
members defend that on the ground that she 
should be allowed to do what she likes with her 
own? 

Hon. P. MuRPRY: This will not prevent it. 
HoN. M. JENSEN: Then I claim the hon. 

member's vote on that ground:. He argues 
that the measure will not effect its purpose. 
Then why vote against it? Many of the 
arguments have been adduced against an 
imaginary Bill. We have heard about the 
Prodigal Son and the spendthrift son who 
has already received his share of the estate. 
·what comideration, I ask, could that son 
possibly receive from any judge? We are told 

that the judge need not make 
[5 p.m.) an order if the character or con-

duct of the applicant disentitles 
him, so that if the son is a prodigal, or a 
drunkard, or a spendthrift, or a criminal, his 
application would not be entertained. H<Y11. 
members may rely upon it that others will be 
interested in bringing forward all the facts 
that will defeat his application. When hon. 
gentlemen oppose this Bill, let the position be 
clearly stated. I circulated an amending 
clause to this effect-

Notwithstanding anyt.hing herein contained. where a 
man devises or bequeaths at least three-fourths of his 
property to his widow, no application shall be made 
under this Act by the children of such widow, or by 
any person on their behalf. :Xotwithstanding any­
thing herein contained, wh~re a woman devises or 
bequeaths at le~st three-fourths of her property to her 
husband no application shall be made under this Act by. 
the children of such husband, or by any person on their 
behalf. 
So that to a great extent the ground is taken 
from under the feet of the opponents of this 
Bill. It seems to me that no man should be 
allowed to disinherit his infant child, or per­
haps invalided wife, and leave them to the 
care of strangers. We are told that it is the 
bounden duty of the oourt to give effect to the 
wishes of a t-esta.tor, but, as the Hon. Mr. Davey 
pointed out, no oourt would give effect to the 
wishes of a testator during his lifetime if he 
decided that he would not support his wife and 
child, and why the court should aid him in 
being unjust after his death I fail to see, espe­
cially if his wishes are inhuman and unjust. 
The Hon. Mr. Macpherson mentioned that if a 

testator disinherited his wife and children, with 
whom he was living on the best terms, this 
action would be evidence of insanity, but I 
must beg leave to differ from the hon. gentle­
man. The onus of proof is on those who assert 
undue influence. If a client makes a present 
to a lawyer, it is not for the client to 
show the bona fides of the transaction. The 
lawyer must prove that, and the same thing 
applies also in the case of a patient making 
a present to his medical attendant. When an 
unfortunate wife and children attack a 
will made in favour of a stranger, the onus 
of proof is on them. If there was no other 
evidence than that the husband and wife lived 
on good terms, the widow wpuld certainly be 
non-suited., andl would lose her case. The 
chi-ef objection advanced by the Hon. Mr. 
Thynne was that this measure would lead to 
too much litigation. Now, in the first in­
stance the solictor will do his duty, I presume. 
When he makes a will for a man who 
wants to disinherit his wife and children, he 
will point out the danger of such a will being 
contested. Then, again, if such a will is made, 
in many cases there will be .a compromise. 
Take the case of a stranger who is the bene­
ficiary. He would be ashamed to go into court 
and contend that no allowance should be mad~ 
to the children or widow. One case in New 
Zealand resulted in the wife securing an allow­
ance of £104 a year out of an estate worth £300 
a year. There was an application made to the 
court, but not by the widow. So that, to pre­
vent costly litigation, there will, first of all, be 
the warning of the solicitor who draws· up the 
will, and in the second case there will 
be the possibility of a compromise, even 
if an unjust will is made. But I claim 
the Hon. Mr. Macpherson as a supporter of my 
argument, because on the last occasion when 
the Bill was before the Council he pointed 
out that a husband frequently left the whole 
of his estate to his widow in the case of a 
small estate, because, he argued-and I agree 
with him-that the husband thought it unwise 
to cut up so small an estate. I think the 
majority of wills in small estates are of that 
character. The addition I propose to make to 
the Bill meets that case, so that all the solici­
tor need tell the man is to let his widow have 
three-fourths of the estate. If hon. gentle­
men say three-fourths is too much, it would 
be easy to make it one-half. We are told that 
the expenses will be very great under the 
Bill, but if it passes its second reading I will 
ask hon. gentlemen to allow me to add' a 
clause from the Victorian .Act providing that 
the costs of all proceedings are to be m the 
discretion of the judge who hears the case; but 
to this I will add, with power to make the 
solicitor pay the whole or any part of the costs, 
if he is of the opinion that the solicitor has 
taken up the ca-se without good: grounds. 
That will go a long way to prevent any specu­
lative case. The Hon. Mr. Murphy avers that 
the Bill will not effect its object, and for that 
reason I claim his vote. The hon. gentle­
man says that testators will distribute most 
of their estates beforehand, but as a matter 
of fact that will seldom be done. The ordin­
ary t-estator who wishes to disinherit his wife 
and children is the last man in the world 
to part with any of his property during his 
lifetime. If the hon. gentleman's argument 
is correct, how is it that the .Act has not 
failed in New Zealand? Finally, I would point 
out that the rejection of the Bill means that 
a testator haB the absolute right to send his 
infant children to an orphanage, and his in­
valid wife to the Diamantina .Asylum, while 
leaving his property to a stranger. 

Hon. M. J ensen.] 
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The HOME SECRETARY (Hon. A. G. C. 
Hawthorn, Enoggera) replied-

1. Seven altogether-six at present. 
2. Seventeen. 
3. Myora Boys­

Oharles Moreton 
Tommy Dalton 
:Richard Dalton 
W. Nuggan 
A.mos Blow 
Newpong ... 
Richard Wainright 

Barambak. Boys­
,J. Fiddler 
J. Bond 
Bulgi 
Boh White ... 
Charles Samuel 
Tommy Tomahawk 
J.Mimi 
Torn Bligh ... 
George Weasel 
Sonny 
Jerry 
J. Robertson .. 
Alf. Maryborough 
Bob Lake 
D~rkey 
Franzey ... 
Ohristie Williams 

They also receive ra-tions. 

overseer £3 a month. 
labourer . . lOs. a week. 

lOs. 
lOs. 

... lOs. 
lOs. 
lOs. 

labourer ... Ss. a week. 
Ss. 
Ss. 
Ss. 
Ss. 
Ss. 

... Ss. 
Ss. 
Ss. 

... Ss. 
Ss. 

... Ss. 
Ss. 
Ss. 
Ss. 

... Ss. 
Ss. 

4. The aboriginals are not. working amongst the 
lepers, though orcasionally some of them have to carry 
water tor the use of the lazaret. They are never in 
contact with the lepers, and are camped about a quar­
ter of a mile from the buildings. Thev are allowed to 
visit Dunwich or Myortt on Saturday , afternoons and 
return to Peel Island on Sunda;r. Every precaution is 
taken to prevent them from contracting thA disease. 
and no one is allowed to enter the lazaret without the 
doctor's written order. The aboriginals are not work­
ing at the lazaret, but are employed outside it, getting 
posts for fences and altering and extending jetty at the 
old quarantine station. 

5. Charles Moreton is working on Peel Island. He 
has a half-brother who is a leper, but he is confined at 
the old lazaret at Stradbroke Island, and has never been 
on Peel Island yet. 

6. An inmate of Dunwich was discovered to be suffer~ 
ing from leprosy in March. 1902, and was sent to the 
Iaz·3..ret. He had previously been an inmate of Dunwich 
at various times for thirteen years. He died at the 
lazaret oulst January, 1905. 

A second inmate who was admitted to Dunwich 
on llth ~eptember, 1903, was discovered to be 
suffering from leprosy on 21st Novomber, 1903. Con­
sequently he must have contracted the di~ease before 
coming to Dunwich, as this disease develops very 
slowly. He is now an inmate of Peel Island !Jazaret. . 

A. third person who lived at Myora, Stradbroke 
Island, was discovered to be a leper in October, 1904. 
Previous to this discovery he had lived in "arious parts 
of Moreton Bay as well as at Myora. He is at present 
in the lazaret .. 

7. No. A.n.v work done for the inmates of the lazaret 
was done by persons who volunteered for the work, and 
for which they are paid. 

8. Cash, £75 ; rations, £41 ; total, £ll6. 
9. Charles :ll:oreton starte.d work on 22nd April, and 

three My ora boys on 9th May. Six Barambah boys 
started work on 16th May, and eleven more on 20th 
June. Two more Myora boys started work on 25th 
June, and another on 28th June. The erection of huts 
took from 16th May to 23rd July, Since that time the 
aboriginals have been employed carrying water, pro­
curing posts for fencing 160 acres, and repairmg and 
extending jetty, Quarantine Station, Peel Island. It 
will take three or four months to complete the work 
required at Peel Island. 

10. Twelve of the Barambah hoys were allowed to go 
to Brisbane on 13th August, and returned on 15th 
August., after consultation between the Medical Super~ 
iBtendent and the Commissioner of Public Health. 

RE-OLASSH'YING OF TRAFFIC WAGE-EARNERS. 

Mr. MAUGHAN asked the Secretary for 
Railways-

Is it a fact that the railway traffic authorities are 
re-classifying certain gradr<l1! of traffic wage-earners, 

including night officers, porters, and signalmen, into 
salaried employe~s, with a view of neutralising the good 
effects of the eight-hour system? 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS 
replied-

No. On the 7th January last a deputation from the 
Operating Porters' Association waited upon the Oom~ 
missioner to ask that they be plac~d on the salaried 
staff. This was approved of on 25th January, but 
could not be given effect to at once, because the 
increased expenditure involved had not been provided 
for. It is included in the Estimates for 1907-S, how­
ever, and the change has now been carried out. 

DAwsoN CoAL-ADMIRALTY TEST. 

Mr. HARDACRE asked the Chief Secre­
tary-

What is the nature of the unsatisfactory result ·ot 
the recent Admiralty test of the Dawson coal? 

The PREMIER (Hon. W. Kidston, Rock­
hampton) replied-

The report states this coal was very slowly con­
sumed when by itself, and the quantity of ash tormed 
was abnormal. 

Mr. LESINA: Have you any idea o£:what in 
cost? 

The PREMIER: Over £2,000. 

RELIGIOUS INSTRUCTIOK IX STATE 

SCHOOLS REFERENDUl\I BILL. 

lKITIATION, 

On the motion of the HOME SECRETARY, 
it was formally resolved-

That the House will, at its next sitting, resolve itself 
into a Comudttee of the Whole to consider of tbe 'desir­
ableness of introducing a Bill to refer to the electors of 
Queensland a certain question respeding religious 
instruction in State schools. 1 

TECHNICAL INSTRUCTIOI\ BILL. 

INITIATION. 

On the motion of the ATTORNEY­
G:JJ;NERAL (Hon. J. W. Blair, Ipswich), it was 
formally resolved-

That the House will, at its next sitting, resolve itself 
into a Committee of the Whole to consider of the desir~ 
ableness of introducing a Bill to make better provision 
.for technical instruction and for other purposes. 

ACCLIMATISATION SOCIETY BILL. 

INTRODUCTION AND J!'IRST READil'iG. 

On the motion of Mr. P AG ET (Mackay), this 
Bill was introduced, read a first time, and the 
second reading made an Order of the Day for 
Thursday next. 

LOCAL AUTHORITIES ACT AMEND­
MENT BILL. 

INITIATION IN CO>!MITTEE. 

The H0:\1E SECRETARY moved-
That it is desirable that a Bill be introduced to amend 

the Local Authorities Act of 1902 in certain particulars, 
and for other purposes ·consequent thereon. 

Mr. RYLAND (Gympie) asked if it would be 
possible to deal with the question of valuations 
on that Bill? On goldfields eopecially the system 
of valuing mining properties was very unRatis­
factory. It amounted practically to a poll tax, 
as the rich mine was \'alued exactly the Rame as 
the poor mine. 

The HOME SECRETARY: There would be 
no objection to dealing "'ith the question, as it 
came in in connection with rating. 

Hon. A. G. C. Hawthorn.] 
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Mr. MAUGHAN aBked whether any pro­
vision was being made for a wider franchise in 
connection with local government? 

The HOME SECRETARY: No provision 
was being made for any alteration in the fran­
chise. 

Mr. lYIACGHAN : It is about time there was. 
It is simply in the hands of a few now. 

HON. R. PHILP: Does the Home Secretary 
intend to deal with the question of endowment 
in the Bill? 

The HOME SECRETARY: There was no 
provision in the Bill for any endowment. The 
proper place to deal with that was on the 
Estimates. 

HoN. R. PHILP : If the Committee wanted 
to amend the Local AuthoritieB Act in other 
directions, they should omit the words " in 
certain particulars," and then they could move 
any amendments in the Act that they liked. 

Mr. BOUCHARD moved the omission of the 
words "in certain particulars." If they allowed 
those words to remain in the motion they would 
be committing themselves to the provisions of 
the Bill, and there were many matters which it 
was desirable to embody in the Bill. 

The HOME SECRETARY regretted that 
he could not accept the amendment. The Bill 
had been drafted in consequence of a large 
number of ncommendations submitted by the 
Local Authorities' Conference, and to remedy 
other defects in the Act. The question of 
endowment was quite outside the scope of the 
Bill. If the Committ€6 was of opinion that, the 
endowment should be restored, they could bring 
in a Bill to make special provision for that. 

Mr.' MACARTNEY regretted that the Home 
Secretary could not accept the amendment. It 
was rather a bad practice to limit the hands of 
Parliament in regard to Bills introduced by the 
Government. There might be many other 
defects in the Act besides those referred to by 
the Local Authorities' Confermce and those 
which the Government deHired to remove, and, 
if it was considered that the Act would be 
improved by such amendments, scope •hould be 
left for :>mking them. The amendment \vould 
only free the hands of the Committee to put in 
any necessary amendments. The hon. member 
for Gym pie desired a certain amendment. 

Mr. RYLAND: I am satisfied with the explana­
tion of the Home Secretary. 

Mr. MACARTNEY: When'means by which 
amendments could be made were pointed out, 
hon. members did not want it. That was rather 
an extraordinary position for their friends in the 
corner to take up. The hands of the Committee 
should not be tied. 

The PREMIER : This was a matter in which 
they had to consider how they coqld get on with 
the business of the country. The Local Authori­
ties Act was a most extenoive statute, co,·ering an 
immense amount of ground, and, if they were to 
start a general discussion on the Act, it might 
easily take up the hulk 0f the session. The local 
governing bodies dc"ired to get a certain number 
of amendments pnt into the Act for the purpose 
of making it work better, and the Government 
brought in a Bill to amend the Act in certain 
particulars. The omission of the words proposed 
to be omitted would have the effect of leaving 
the whole Act open for discussion. 

Mr. MACARTNEY : \\That is the use of Parlia­
ment? 

The PREMIER: The use of Parliament­
although the Opvosition seemed to be unaware 
of it-was to get through some legislation. But 
if they omitted those words it would enable the 

[Mr. M aughan. 

Opposition to discuss the whole Act over .this 
little Bill, thereby blocking much useful l~gtsla· 
tion. The reason why the Government dtd not 
wish to discuss the whole of the Local Govern­
ment Act was simply that doing so would prevent 
much useful work being accomplished. The busi· 
ness of the Opposition was to prevent the Govern­
ment doing useful work. 

Mr. MACARTNEY: You cannot mention a 
single instance where anything of that sort has 
been done. 

The PREMIER : The business of those who 
wanted reform was to enable the Government to 
get through business. The Government adopted 
the present quite usual course as the mos~ expe· 
ditious way of dealing with a matter which, al­
though important in itself, was a comparatively 
small matter. He hoped the Committee would 
not strike out those words, otherwise they would 
simply have to leave the Bill alone altogether and 
~et on with other work. It was very desirable 
that some of the amendments incorporated in the 
Bill should be adopted. 

HoN. R. PHILP: The Premier, of course, 
raised the bogey that the Opposition were ~rying 
to obstruct business. As a matter of fact, It was 

one of the hon. gentleman's own 
[4 p.m.] supporters who raised the question. 

It would simplify matterH very 
much if the Home Secretary would give a 
synopsis of the Bill, and let them know what they 
were going to discuss. It might nut be worth 
diocussing at all. They knew that the Local 
Authorities' Conference had met in Brisbane, and 
had asked for a great number of things. There 
was just as much knowledge of local government 
on the Opposition side as on the .Government 
side. The junior member for Fortitude Valley, 
Mr. McMaster, knew more about localgovern· 
ment than any other man in the House ; certainly 
as much as the Home Secretary. The House 
should know what the Home Secretary meant to 
give them under this particular Bill. 

The PREMIER: You will know when you see 
the Bill. 

HoN. R. PHILP : It would be too latP then 
to move amendments. The Government simply 
said, "There is the Bill; take it ur leave .it." 

Mr. KENNA: You used to do the same thing. 
HoN. R. PHILP : The Government said, 

"There is our Bill ; if you do· not like it we will 
withdraw it," but that was not the way to treat 
members. Every member of the Committee had 
just as much right to speak as the Premier; that 
hon. gentleman was only a mencber of the Com· 
mittee, although he was Premier of the country. 

The PREMIER: Did you discover that since 
you crossed over? (Laughter.) 

HoN. R. PHILP: This discussion might have 
been saved if the Home Secretary had stated 
what the Bill contained, and in what way it was 
proposed to alter the present Act. 

The PREMIER : Did your Minister ever do that 
in tl).e first place ? 

HoN. R. PHILP: Yes. He had often done 
it himself. He had heard hon. gentlemen on the 
Treasury bench give explanations-very neces­
sary explanations-because, as they knew, if an 
amendment was not within the scope of the Bill 
they could not discuss it. He was anxious to see 
business gone on with, and it would facilitate 
business now if the Home Secretary would tell 
the Committee exactly what the Bill contained. 

Mr. BARNES (Bulimba): He would be very 
sorry if the House should do anything to prevent 
legislation in the direction desired by the Local 
Authorities' Association. This morning a deputa­
tion asked the Home Secretary for financial 
assistance, leaving the question of whether it was 
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endowment under the name of endowment or 
some other assistance, to the Government. He 
took it from the reply of the Home Secretary 
that there was not much chance of their getting 
any assistance there. If this amendment was 
not carried, they knew that they would be blocked 
from bringing in any amendments. 

The PREMIER: But you are not blocked from 
bringing in a Bill of your own. (Laughter.) 

Mr. BARNES: He was surprised at a gen­
tleman of the Premier's experience suggesting 
that a private member should bring in a Bill of 
his own to deal with this subject. He had 
already said that if the scope of the Bill was 
enlarged they might take the whole of the 
session over it, and then he could quietly tell 
them that there was nothing to prevent a private 
member bringing in a Bill of his own. His 
words carried their own answer. He might say 
that the Local Authorities' Association-and he 
thought these facts ought to be made known­
represented 137 local authorities, the number of 
delegates being 215, including many members of 
this House. Would this be a fair thing to men 
who were anxious that assistance should be 
given to the local authorities, and upon whom 
there had been cast increasing burdens ? Very 
often there was a decreasing rating capacity by 
reason of the fact that much of the unimproved 
land ha.d fallen in value. It was stated this 
morning that in the city of Brisbane alone since 
the endowment had been taken away the un­
improved valu" of the land had fallen by about 
.£2,000,000. That simply meant increasing the 
difficulties for the local authorities, and now 
they were going to be blocke.d, apparently, by 
the limited scope of the measure, from taking in 
hand what they believed in just as sincerely as 
hon. members on the other side believed should 
be donA. 

Mr. RYLAND : Do you want to do away with 
rates altogether? 

Mr. BARNES: No; but it was their duty to 
do their very best for this large section of the 
public who were practicallv in a smaller sense 
carrying on the government of the couHtry. 
Surely they were not going to say that the local 
authorities were of no interest in the State ! He 
maintained they were doing a great work, which 
commended itself to their notice. 

The HmiE SECRETARY : The Government have 
recognised that. 

Mr. BARNES: Yes; but they did not recog­
nise it to the extent of allowing members to 
make amendments with the view of removing 
some of the disabilities they were labouring 
under. 

The PREMIER: We recognise that it is much 
better that any representative body spending 
money should also raise that money themselves. 

Mr. BARNES : The hon. gentleman in charge 
of the measure had only recently said that local 
authorities were able to spend their money 
wisely ; and he thought he was doing the hon. 
gentleman no injustice when he pointed out that 
this morning the hon. gentleman had said that 
he believed, under ordinary circumstances, they 
could easily spend it better than the Govern­
ment. He did not wish to misquote him. 

The HoME SECRETARY: I say they have pro­
bably a better knowledge of the actual needs of 
the district they spend the money in. 

Mr. BARNES: The inference was, that being 
so, that they could spend it better. 

The PREMIER: They can spend it better when 
it is their own money. 

Mr. BARNES : The Government forgot that 
all along the line they had been putting increased 

burdens on the local authorities. He wanted to 
emphasise the fact that when the endowment 
was withdrawn the conditions were entirely 
different to what they were to-day. The Go­
vernment of the day were forced to withdraw 
the endowment. In the present state of things 
the local authorities had some claim to ask for 
amending legislation in this direction. He hoped 
the hon. member for Brisbane South would 
press his amendment to a division. 

Mr. GRANT (Rockhampton): The hon. mem­
ber for Toowong had said there was no precedent 
for this course, implying that the late Govern­
ment never introduced Bills in this manner. In 
1902 they introduced a Railway' Act Amend­
ment Bill. 

::Yir. MAOARTNEY : I said nothing of the sort ; 
I said it was a very bad practice. 

Mr. GRANT understood the hon. member to 
say so. In 1902 a Bill was introducecl to amend 
the Railways Act in certain particular", and the 
Minister for Railways, speaking on the matter, 
said--

Hon. R. PHILP : vVhat are you quoting from? 
Mr. GRANT: From Hansard for 1902, 

page 510-
I may point ant that our Railway Acts are lengthy, anfl 

that amending them is tluite a different thing from 
amending the Brisbane \Yater Snpply Act, where there 
are only two or three matters of importance to be dealt 
with. 

Then he went on to say-
The Govemment must be the judge• of the Bills they 

introduce, and they cannot allow the business of intro­
ducing them to be taken out of their hands. I shall 
oppose strongly any attempt on the part of the leader of 
the Opposition to take the management of business out 
of the hands of the Government. 

Then the Attorney-General, speaking on the 
matter on behalf of the Government of the day, 
said-

\i\'~hy s:hould the Government be asked to introduce 
something that they do not wish to introduce, and the 
Minister in charge of a Billrnust be allowed to be the 
judge as to the extent to which be think-. legislation 
ought to be carried in the direction he desires. I hope 
the hon. member will withdraw his motion, because I 
can assure him that it is not because the :Jfinister for 
Railways will not accept the suggestion of the leader 
of the Opposition. It is not that at all; but there 
must be some control over measures of this kind which 
are introduced into this Chamber in order to avoid 
unnecessary discussion. 

He had not wanted to speak on the matter, but 
he wished to bring the hon. member for Toowong 
to his bearinf(s as to there being no precedent for 
this step. There were other Bills besides the one 
he had mentioned. 

Mr. MAOARTNEY: The hon. member said 
that he wished to call attention to the spuech of 
the late Secretary for Rail ways to show the hon.' 
member for Toowong that he was wrong in 
stating that there was no precedent for the title 
of a Bill of thie description, but he could only 
tell the hon. member that he made no such 
statement. 

Mr. GRANT: I understood you to do so. 
Mr. MAOARTNEY i He did say it was a 

very bad practice. The hlm. member for Rock­
hampton had succeeded in showing that the 
hon. member for Brisbane South was in very 
excellent company; apparentlv there was a 
motion moved by the present Premier of abso­
lutely the same nature. 

The PREMIER : He was in Opposition then. 
It makes all the difference. (Laughter.) 

Mr. MAOARTNEY: Sometimes it was very 
good to refer to what had taken place in Opposi­
tion. He would read the hon. gentleman's 
speech for the edification of the House, inasmuch 

Mr. Macartney.] 
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as the junior member for Rockhampton omitted 
to do so, although he had it in front of him. It 
was at page 510 of Hansard for 1902-

Mr. KIDSTO~: I called "Not formal" to this motion, 
not to interlere with its passing, but simply for the 
purpose of having it amended. Unlike the two pre·· 
vious Bills introduced by the Secretary for Railways, 
this motion contains the words "in certain particulars.', 

* * * * * * I think it is better, in passing the order of leave, that 
we should leave the matter at least an open question, 
so that the hands of the House will not be tied when 
we come to discuss the Bill. With that view I move 
that the motion be amended by the omission o! the 
words " in certain particulars." 

The PREMIER: You will spoil it by adding 
anything to it. (Laughter.) 

Mr. MACARTNEY: The Premier was 
actually moving the very amendment to which 
he now objected, and giving identical reasons in 
support. Although the Premier and himself 
frequently disagreed, he thought the Premier 
was right on that occasion. It was not right for 
the Ministry of the day to endeavour to tie ap 
the House by introducing a Bill under an order 
of leave of this sort. Although it might appear 
highly desirable that an important amendment 
should be mo,ed, they were not at liberty to do 

,it, and were met with the objection that the 
amendment was not within the order of leave. 
Particularly at a time like the present, when 
there were very many different opinions on 
matters connected with local government, it was 
desirable to leave it an open question, in order 
that amendments might be made ; and certainly 
for that reason, if the bon. member for Brisbane 
South would not call for a division on his amend­
ment, he (Mr. Macartney) would. 

The PREMIER: The hon. member had just 
read rather a neat little speech of his (Mr. 
Kidston's). He supported the Rame motion 
as bad just now been moved by the hon. mem­
ber for Brisbane South, and had explained 
the whole situation by saying that he was then 
sitting on the Opposition side of the House. 
·when speaking before, he expb.ined that the 
Opposition were trying to obstruct the Go­
vernment from getting on with business. He 
wa. not particularly condemning them. It might 
not be patriotic, but that was the way the Oppo­
sition had to carry on. In spite of the good 
arguments he gave on that occasion-(laugbter) 
-he found by simply turning over the page that 
the hon. member for Toowong voted against 
him o'n that occasion-(loud laughter)-and now 
he got up and tried to "sool" on the hon. 
member for Brisbane South to get the words 
struck out. ,Just as when a private member 
introduced a Bill he •ettled beforehand what he 
wanted to do, so did the Government before in­
troducing a Bill settle what they wanted to do. 
It was nnde,irable to waste time by further dis­
cussion on the amendment, and the hon. member 
for Brisbane :::Iouth ought to take a vote on the 
proposal to strike out the words. 

Mr. MAUGHAN: His reason for askmg a 
question a few nwments ago was that in lYiarch 
last, at the Rockhampton Labour Convention, a 
unanimous resolution was passed to the effect 
that the time had come when the Local Govern­
ment Act now in operation should be radically 
amended, and amongst other reforms proposed 
was that of adult suffrage. He would like to 
ask the hon. member, for Brisbane South, who 
was moving the omission of the words "in certain 
particulars," if he was prepared, along with the 
Opposition party, to support a proposition emanat­
ing from the Labour party in the direction of 
adult suffrage? If the hon. member agreed with 
that proposition, he might get a certain amount 
of support from that party; but if the Opposition 
party was not prepared to support that proposal, 

[Mr. Macartneg. 

so far as he was concerned, he was not prepared 
to support the proposal of the hon. member. 
They had heard a good deal about the Local 
Authorities' Association, but he thought when he 
said it was a body entirely out of touch with the 
great mass of the people of the country he was 
•peaking the truth. 

OPPOSITION MEMBERS: ::"<o, no! 
LABOUR MEMBERS : Yes, yes ! 
Mr. MAUGHAN: He could only •peak with 

regard to West Moreton, leaving other people to 
speak of their own locality; but, as far as they 
were concerned up there, the local authorities 
were out of touch with the great mass of the 
people. He trusted, having regard to the fact 
that no less than seven or eight different Local 
Government Bills had been brought down to the 
House at various times, that the time was not far 
off when they would have loc:tl government mea­
sures introduced providing for the important 
reform of adult suffrage, It was about time it 
was brought in, and, if the Mmister was not in a 
position to promise it this afternoon, he trusted 
that he would be able to say something with 
regard to the very near future. 

LABOUR MEMBERS: Hear, hear! 
Mr. BOUCHARD was rather surp~ised at 

the action of the Premier in refusing to trust the 
members of the Committee by di•closing the 
objects of the Bill. The hon. gentleman at­
tempted to follow a similar course some years 
ago when a Bill was introduced by the previous 
Government; and surely he should not thr?w 
all the arguments he had used on that occasion 
to the winds and vote against his (Mr. 
Bouchard's) amendment simply because he sat 
on the Treasury bench ! \Vith regard to what 
the junior member for Ipswich said, be could 
tell that hon. gentleman 'that in moving this 
amendment he had no idea of bartering with any 
member of the Committee. His object was to 
reserve to members of the Committee the rit:(ht 
to move any amendment in the Bill which they 
might think it advisable to do. 

Mr. RYLAND: It will take two month• to get 
through a Bill of that sort. 

H6n. R. PHILP : We passed the Local Autho­
rities Act in three or four weeks. 

Mr. GRANT : But it was referred to a Select 
Committee. 

Mr. BOUCHARD: The Home Secretary 
said the Bill would include a number of a~rend­
ments which had been adopted on the recom­
mendation of the Local Authorities' Association, 
but the Committee did not know how many of 
the recommendations of the Local Authorities' 
Association had been adopted by the Govern­
ment. It was clear from the speech of the hon. 
member for Bulimba that a good many of them 
had not been adopted by the Governme':'t, and 
it was therefore his desire to be able to mclude 
some of those which the Home :::lecrttary had seen 
fit to discard. The hon. member for Ipswich said 
that the Local Authorities' Association practically 
represented nobody, but they were an important 
body, as they represented the whole of the local 
authorities in the State, and had had long and 
varied experience in local government matters. 
During the last election the Premier made great 
capital out of the statement that when the leader 
of the Opposition was at the head of the Go­
vernment he took away the endowment which 
the local authorities had been receiving for years. 
But it had been stated in Parliament in the early 
part of this session that it was not the leader of 
the Opposition who had taken away the endow­
ments to local authorities. The Philp Govern­
ment only suggested that practice; but before 
they could carry it into effect the present Pre­
mier came into power, and gave effect. to the 
suggestion. So it was the present Premier who 
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took away from the local authorities the endow­
ment which they had formerly enjoyed. Every· 
body in the Committee knew full well the 
difficulties which the local authorities had to 
encounter through this endowment having been 
taken away from them. There was an implied 
contract on the part of Parliament that they 
wonld endow the local authorities, and on the 
strength of that they incurred certain liabilities, 
so that when the endowment wa• taken away 
they found themselves stranded. However, they 
showed their wisdom in not unduly increasing 
the rates on properties in the times of stress, 
when the Government were piling on tax after 
tax, and taking from the taxpayers all they could 
get. 

Mr. GRANT: And you supported them at that 
time. 

Mr. BOUCHARD: Anotherthingtheywould 
like to know was that if the Government were 
not going to restore the endowment., would they 
empower the local authorities to tax the improved 
Crown lands? They did that in other parts of 
Anstralia; it was passed in New South Wales 
two years ago, and something of that sort should 
be done here. 

Mr. GRANT: That would be a good thing for 
the towns, but a bad thing for the country 
districts. 

Mr. BOUCHARD trusted hon. members 
would not throw away their rights. There were 
grievances which the local authorities suffered 
from, and it was only right, when an amending 
Bill was being introduced, that members of 
Parliament should take the opportunity of intra· 
ducing amendments to remedy these grievances. 

Mr. ARMSTRONG (Lockyer) did not wish 
the statement to go unchallenged that was made 
by the hon. member for Ipswich, Mr. Maughan, 
that the local authorities for \V est Moreton were 
all more or less irresponsible bodies, and did not 
represent the wishes of the ratepayers· who sent 
them there. It might be unknown to the hon. 
member, but it was a fact all the same, that the 
ratepayers in that district were represented by 
men who not only gave theit· time to attending 
meetings of the shire councils once a month, but 
they, day after day, attended to the require­
ments of the district, and they did a good deal of 
work gratuitously in the interests of the rate­
payers. \Vith regard to the question before the 
Committee, were those members, particularly 
those who repr~sented the country interests, to 
be under the dictatorship of the Premier ? 

The PREMIER : What do you represent ? 

Mr. ARMSTRONG : They represented the 
country districts more cLsely than the Premier 
and his quartette of lawyers did, and yet the 
Premier and his quartette brought down legis­
lation, and said, "That is sufficient, and only 
that." \V ere the members of the Opposition to 
be of no use in the coun;;els of the country in 
regard to its legislation? 

The PREMIER : Yes, certainly. 

Mr. ARMSTRONG claimed to have had a 
fair amount of experience in regard to these 
matters, and he claimed to voice the opinions of 
the ratepayers 1n his electorate when such mat­
ters were brought before the Committee, and he 
did not see why they should be debarred from 
making amenrlments if they chose to do so. If 
Parliament was to be an institution that was to 
antend the defects which existed in their laws, 
then they should be given an opportunity of in­
troducing amendments when amending Bills 
were brought before them. 

Mr. HARD ACRE (Leichhardt) : This was a 
. very important stage of this · Bill, and they 

would only realise it at a later stage of the pro­
ceedings' when, if they tried to move 

[4.30 p.m.] an amendment, they would find that 
they would be blocked, because it 

was not in the order of leave, and they could only 
intrnduce amendn,ents which were absolutely and 
specifically within the scope of th" Bill as intro­
duced. There were a large number of burning ques­
tions concerning local authorities, such as the en­
dowment, altering the franchise, and differential 
rating in country districts, and, unless they knew 
they could introduce amendments in the Bill, 
they were bound to vote against the granting of 
the order of leave. Unless the Home Secretary 
would indicate to him that the alteration of the 
franchise would be included in the Bill, he would 
feel bound to vote against the proposal. If the 
thinp:s which he had mentioned were included in 
the Bill they might let it go with the inclusion of 
the words "in certain particulars." 

Mr. BowMAN : It will take a long time to get 
a Bill through then. 

Mr. HARDACRE admitted that it wuuld 
take a long time, as members would want to go 
throu~h the whole Local Authorities Act, and 
the Government were quite right in choosing 
their own particulars. 

The PREMIER: Each member would want to 
get in his own particular alteration. 

Mr. HARDACRE : That was so. He thought 
the Home Secretary might in some way indi­
cate the particulars contained in the Bill. 

Mr. BOWMAN(Fortitude Valley) opposed the 
amendment of the hon. member for South Bris­
bane. The Local Authorities Act was one of the 
most comprehensive Acts on the statute-book, 
and it was desirable to amend it in many respects; 
butiftheywent in for a general discussion it would 
take a long time. He, for one, was not anxious 
to see the whole session taken up in discussing 
amendments of the Local Authorities Act. They 
had had a promise from the Premier that other 
measures would be introducer! this session if time 
permitted-measures which to him (Mr. Bow­
man) were of far more importance than amend­
ments to the Local Authorities Act. He referred 
to the Trade Disputes Bill--{hear, hear !)-and 
he hoped they would get it introduced this ses­
sion. He could say that his party would not 
hamper the Government in connection with the 
amended legislation sought by certain members 
of the Opposition merely to enable them to block 
the Government in trying to get through legisla­
tion. 

HoN. R. PHILP askPd the leader of the 
Labour party to speak for his own followers and 
not for the members of the Opposition. 

Mr. BowMAN : I was criticising your party. 
Surely I can do that ! 

HoN. R. l'HILP: The Opposition had offered 
no objection to the Bill until the hon. member 
for G_v:mpie, Mr. Ryland, asked a question about 
the introduction of an amendment. The attitude 
taken up by the Premier himself in 1902 was on 
all-fours with the attitude of the Opposition on 
this Bill. On that occasion the hon. member 
for Rockhampton would not allow the Bill to go 
through, and called "N at formal" to it, but on 
that occasion the Minister in charge of the Bill 
said he would give any information to any 
member who wanted to know anything about 
the Bill. But the Home Secretary had not yet 
said that. 

The PREMIER: Perhaps tbe hon. member for 
Rockhampton on that occasion did not want 
the information. 

HoN. R. PHILP: They knew that the Pre­
mier himself was a past master of insincerity. 

Hon. R. Philp.] 
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The CHAIRMAN : Order, order ! 
HONOURABLE MEMBERS ! "Withdraw, with­

draw! 
Mr. LESINA: Everyb0dy know" that the 

Premier is sincere. 
HoN. R. PHILP: Tn 1902, on the occasion 

when the Premier took up the same attituJe as 
was being taken by the Opposition now, a 
division was taken on the question. The leader 
of the Labour party was not in the House then, 
or, at all events, he did not vote in that division. 
Those who voted with the hon. member for 
Rockhampton, Mr. Kidston, on that occasion 
were Mr. Armstrong--

Mr. AmiSTRONG : That shows that I am con­
sistent. 

The PREmER : But you wanted to get at the 
Secretary for Railways at that time. (Laughter.) 

HoN. R. PHILP: The others who voted with 
Mr. Kirlston on that occasion were Messrs. 
Airey, Barber, Blair, Burrows, Cowap, Cooper, 
Dibley, Dnnsford, l!'ogarty, F0x, Grant, W. 
Hamilton, Hodg~, Jackson, Kenna, Kent, ]\far­
tin, McDonnell, Mulca.hy, Ryland, Summerville, 
Turner, and ·woods. 

The PREllfiER: Just read the list of the hon. 
members who wanted to keep the objectionable 
words in the Bill. 

HoN. R. P HILP: The hon. gentleman could 
do that himself. He had read all that he wanted 
to read about the matter. As a matter of fact, 
there was no opposition to this Bill at all. The 
first member who raised any objection to it was 
Mr. Ryland, the hon. membtr for Gympie. 

Mr. RYLAND : I only asked a question. 
HoN. R. PHILP : The hon. gentleman asked 

if he could introduce this question. Then he 
(Mr. Philp) asked if the endowment conld not be 
brought in, and he was told nothing. 

The PREMIER: The !1on. member for Gym pie 
showed you your opportunity. 

HoN. R. PHILP : He did not want to block 
business. A remark had' been made by the hon. 
member for Ipswich, Mr. JYiau~han, about the 
local authorities. HP (Mr. Philp) believed the 
members of the local authorities were mnch 
more in touch with their constituents than the 
hon. member thought. They did a lot of good 
work for nothiog. He had no hesitation in say­
ing that the local authorities had a far greater 
knowledge of. the wants of the country than 
members of the House. (Hear, hear!) In 1902 
the Local Authorities Act was passed in three or 
four weeks. 

Mr RYI,AND : It took about two months. 
The Hmm SECRETARY : It was referred to a 

Select Committee. · 
HoN. R. PHILP: He would ask the Home 

Secretary if he would tell the House now what 
the Bi!l contained. It would save a lot of time 
if he dirl so. He had no wish to oppose this 
Bill. He wished to get on with the business. 
It was the l'!Iinister's own supporters who were 
opposing it, and it was started by Mr. Ryland. 

The PREMIER: He stirred up the Opposition. 
HoN. R. PHILP: The Premier was only 

sitting there by the will of the Labour party, 
and the leader of the Labour party wanted to get 
on with the work. The Labour party would 
vote for the Government in order to get the 
Trade Disputes Bill. 

Mr. Bow~IAN: A very good measure. 
HoN. R. PHILP : That apparently was the 

goal of the Labour party. The Local Authori­
ties Act might go hang so far as they were 
concerned >O long as t~tey got their little Bill 
through. 'fhey had a vV ages Boards Bill on the 

[Hon. R. Phf,lp. 

paper, and that was supposed to do away with 
all necessity for strikes, so what necessity was 
there for a Trade Disputes Bill? 

The CHAIRMAN : Order ! The hon. mem­
ber is not in order in discussing the Trade 
Disputes Bill now. He may refer to it inciden­
tally, but he is not in order in ~ontrasting it 
with the Wages Boards Bill. That is not the 
question before the Committee. 

HoN. R. PHILP: The hon. member for 
Fortitude Valley mentioned the Trade Disputes 
Bill, and surely he , .. hould he allowed to refer to 
the IV ages Boards Bill ! He hoped the Home 
Secretary would yet tell the Committee what 
the contents of the Bill were and save further 
discussion. 

The HOME SECRETARY did not think 
this was the proper time for making a second­
reading speech. He regretted that the practice 
was growing of attempting to get full informa­
tion regarding the contents of Bills on a motion 
of this kind. He told the deputation from th'e 
Local Authorities' Association this morning, as 
he told the Loc<tl Authoritie8' Conference a month 
ago, that he did not think there was any possi­
bility of the Government bringing in endowment. 
That was the great point they were harping on. 

Mr. BouoHARD: You have advocated endow­
ment. 

The HO.YH"j SECRETARY: He had advo­
cated endowment, but the Government were not 
in a position to give endowment, and did not 
intend to do it. He went through the other 
amendments th~t had been Buggested with the 
deputation, and told them the m"jority of them 
were included in the present Bill. The balance 
of them, so far as he could see, would come 
within the 8Cope of the Bill. The only question 
the Opposition seemed to be fighting over was 
endowment. They wanted it at any price, and 
were prepared to bring it up on evt ry occasion; 
but he did not, think members on the Govern­
ment side would allow them to get a victory in 
that JNay-by omitting tho&e words. The hon. 
member for South Brisbane alleged that the 
Opposition did not reduce the endowment. The 
records showed that in 1900-1 Parliament voted 
£106,000; in 1901-2 they only voted £60,000; in 
1902-3, only £30,000; and in HJ~3-4 the vote 
was omitted altogether. The Estimates of the 
late Treasurer were taken up by the present 
Government and carried. Those facts showed 
distinctly that it was not this Government that 
knocked off the endowment. 

Mr. BovcHARD : How much did this Govern­
ment give the first year? Nothing! 

Mr. HAMILTON (G·regory): The leader of 
the Opposition read out a list of those who voted 
under similar circumstances in the year 1902. 
He was of the same opinion to-day. vVhen leave 
was asked to introduce a Bill, hon. members 
should be taken into the confidence of the Go­
vernment, and if anyone wished to introduce an 
amendment that did not come within the order 
of leave, he might endeayour to have the order 
of leave extended. On the present occasion, 
however, he agreed with the leader of the Labour 
party. The question of local government was a 
very large one, and it might take up nearly the 
whole of a session; but there were a lot of measnres 
which were mentioned in the Governor's Speech 
that were badly needed, and which would occupy 
all the time at their disposal this session. He 
deplored the growing practice of introducing 
Bills in Committee to amend Acts "in certain 
particulars." That tied hon. members down. 
A worse practice still was that of asking hnn. 
members to agree to the introduction of a Bill of 
which they knew nothing. The Government; 
might indicate the direction in which it was 
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proposed to amend the Act. At the same time, he 
did not want to see the whole of the session occu­
pied in a discu~sion of the Local Authorities Act, 
and he intended to vote for the introduction of 
the Bill as it was, although he did not think it 
was going to be perfect. 

Mr. PAULL (CharteJ's Towus) would very 
much like to hear a short explanation of the 
Bill. At the conference of local authorities two 
resolutions proposed by himself were carried 
unanimously, and he would like to know whether 
they were embodied in the Bill or whether it 
would he necessary to endeaNOtlr to extend the 
scope of the Bill. On the 3rd October, 1906, at 
an even earlier stage of the Closer Settlement 
Bill, Mr. J. Leahy asked, "Can't you give us 
some idea of what the principles of the Bill are?" 
Then the Secretary for l,ands gave a J'esume _of 
the contents of the Bill. 

The PRgiiJIER : A very bad practice. 

Mr. PAULL: One or two other members 
said a few words, and, to show how satiEfied 
the hon. members were, Mr. J. Leahy said-

The hon. gentleman in charge of this measure gave 
us a very clear explanation of the measure, which we 
thoroughly understand, and which is as much as we can 
expEct at this stage. 

The PRE:IIIER : Just a mere waste of time. 
Mr. PAULL: Again, on the -16th October, 

the leader of the Opposition asked at thiR very 
stage of the same Bill for further particulars, 
and the Secretary for Lands very nicely told him 
that he had gi ,·en full particulars on the initia­
tory sta~e of the Bill. If the Home ~ecretary 
had not been quite eo obstinate, there would not 
have been so much delay on the present occasion. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS 
had not Hcmsard by him to refer to the discus­

-sion to which the hon. member had just alluded, 
but he should be surprised if on that occasion he 
did not make some protest against the practice 
which the Opposition was endeavouring to initiate 
of raising a discussion at this period in the life 
of a Bill. Unquestionably the stttge e,t which 
au explanation of the content• oi a Biil shouid 
be given was on the second reading. It was 
obvious that, if they permitted the habit to grow 
of allowing really a second-reading debate to 
take place on the initiatory stages of a measure, 
they were c1ogging the wheel~ of the parlia­
mentary vehicle. 

Mr. ARiiiSTRoNG: \Ve do not ask for a debate. 
We only want some indication of the contents of 
the Bill. 

TheSECRETARYFOR PUBLIC LANDS: 
But they knew what followed. 'rhe Premier 
had just pointed out to him what he said 
on the 3rd October, 1906, on the occasion alluded 
to by the hon. member for Charters Towers. 
The leader of the Opposition interjected-

At ,this stage your colleague debated the Bill for six 
weeks. 

Then he said-
It has never yet been assertelt that on the two 

ordinary stages at which a debate takes place there 
have been inadequate opportunities for the discussion 
of a measure. 

He went on to say-
! am very sorry that hon. members, when they 

crossed from the Government side of the House to the 
Opposition benches, did not carry with them the same 
principles of procedure. 

Mr. ARMSTRONG : That cap fits you admirably 
for 1902. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: 
No; he was going to vote on exactly the same 
principles as those which governed his vote in 
1902. He should be one of the very few con­
sistent individuals in the Committee, ·The whole 

1907-2 M 

of the Oppo~ition would be inconsistent, and he 
was afraid some of his colleagues would be the 
same ; but he would be probably one of the half­
dozen consistent members. He rather thought 
t~e hon. member for Lockyer woulq be with 
hrm. 

Mr. AmiSTRONG: No; I was with your leader 
in 1902. 

The PREMIER: Now he dissents. 
The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: 

He was afraid there was some doubt pas_,ed upon 
the absolute purity of the hon. member's motives 
in regard to the vote he gave in 1902, Perhaps 
there was no justification for that doubt. 

Mr. AR}JSTRONG : If you read my speech you 
will see that I gave my reasons. ' 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS : 
An hon. member's epeech was not necessarily his 
reasons. There was an expressed apprehension 
that Parliament might lose its control of legisla­
tion, and that legislation might be in the hands 
of the Ministry; but they should realise that in 
all Parliaments' strict discipline, stern procedure, 
and the curtailment of debate were absolutely 
necessary if the parliamentary machine was to 
do its work. \Vhen a Government came forward 
with legislative proposals they had to keep the 
discussion upon those proposnl; as closely as they 
could to their original intention. 

Mr. LESINA: The Government have not to do 
anything of the sort. Our Standing Orders 
provide that the Chairman or the Speaker is the 
person to direct procedure. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS 
did not see the relevancy of the interjection. He 
appealed to the prHctice which had been 
followed in all British Parliaments of keeping 
as strictly as possible to the Standing Orders in 
order to curtail debate. If it was said that this 
would give too much power to a :Ministry and 
enable it to encroach on the pri vilegeR of Parlia­
ment--

Mr. LESINA: Th>tt power is inherent in the 
House. The House makes the Standing Orders 
-11ot ~hB 1fiili~Lty. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS 
was quite delighted that, for perhaps the first time 
in his parliamentary experience, he found himself 
in the position of agreeing with "' proposition of 
the hon. member for Clermont. (Laughter.) 
He subscribed to that dogma most heartily. It 
was the House which was master; and, if the 
House came to the conclusion that a Ministry 
were unfairly restricting the rights of the House 
to discuss amendments to any of the statutes, 
all they had to do was to move a vote of want of 
confidence, and say that the Government were 
not conducting the business properly, and ge,t a 
fresh Government. That was the answer to the 
main point in the contention of the Opposition 
-that the Government were restricting the 
Committee. The answer of the Government was 
that they had a programme to carry out during 
the session, and they had to keep debate within 
ree,sonable limits if they were to succeed in 
carrying it out. If, in their endeavours to do 
that, they showed a lack of consideration, all 
the House had to do was to get rid of them. He 
commended the attitude taken up by the leader 
of the Labour party, who recognised the diffi­
culties the Government were in-that they had 
a number of propositions to' put before the 
House, and that, if they were going at that 
period of the session to enter upon an inter­
minable discussion on such a measure as tho 
Local Authorities Act, it meant saying "good­
bye " to the chance of bringing in fresh legisla­
tion. 

Mr. BARNES asked if it was a fair thing for 
the Home Secretary to indicate to a deputation 

Mr. Barnes.] 
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the nature- of some of the amendm;nts he pro­
posed to make in the Act and then refuse to give 
any information to members of the Committee? 
Where they to go to a paper such as the Obs;r~•er 
to get that informati<•n? According to the 
Observer, the matter of making the voters' quali­
fications the •ame in towns as in cities would be 
considered. That was one point mentioned by 
the hon. genolemau. Another matter which he 
promised to deal with was that of pests. 

The PREMIER: Is that what you are appre­
hensive about? (Laughter.) 

::\k BARNES: Not at all. If he were at all 
apprehensive on that score, he should be afraid 
that the front Treasury bench would be affected. 

The Ho11rE SECRETARY : Did not I tell you 
that Mr, Pound had been put on the job about 
pests? You referred particularly to ticks? 

l\ir. BARNES: Yes. Mr. Pound was to be 
given a free, hand to deol effectively with pests. 

A" the hon. gentleman seemed to 
[5 p. m.] doubt his statement that he said 

loc •l authorities were better able to 
spend money than the Government, he would 
read exactly what the hon. gentleman said, 
according to the Obsm·ver-

Mr. Hawthorn, in reply, said he recognised that the 
as~ociation was one that was doing very good work-

The HmfE SECRETARY: Had not the same 
intimate knowledge, I said. 

Mr. BARNES : He would read on, as he 
would not in any way misquote the hon. gentle-
man-
and he considered that local authorities wt::re in a 
better position to spend the money than were the 
Government, who had not the same intimate local 
knowledge. 
The Premier had laid emphasis on the fact that 
what they were after this afternoon was endow­
ment, but the Local Authorities' Association had 
not laid before the Home Secretary any parti­
cular requrs\ as to the form the assistance should 
take. It did seem an extraordinary thing that 
the Home Secretary refused to give them a sum­
mary of what the Bill was likely to contain. He 
might not know it all himself-he might be 
giving consideration to some things-but it 
seemed extraordinary that they could go to the 
newspaper to get the information, and the hon. 
genlleman declined to give them any informa­
tion. He asked if that was the correct position 
to take up? He hoped the bun. gentleman 
would, even at this stage, give them the informa­
tion they desired. 

::\Ir. BLOCKSIDGE (Woolloongabba): Mr; 
Chairman--

¥•· MANN interjected. 
Mr. BLOCKSIDGE: When he came to the 

House he expected to meet gentlemen. 
The CHAIRMAN: Order ! 
Mr. BLOOKSIDGE : He might say that if 

the hon. gentleman attempted to interrupt him 
as he did some hon. members he wonld get paid 
back in his own coin. Being a local authority's 
representative he desired to know whether it 
was intended under these proposals to amend 
the present Act by making provision for local 
authorities to put a reserve on lands to be sold 
for arrears of rates. As the law now stood, 
when the local authorities took action to sell 
land for rates they had no power to fix any 
reserve to recoup themselves for the amount of 
rates anr:l the expenses in connection with the 
sale. He did not know whether the hon. gentle­
man had included a provision for that purpose, 
but it was a matter that ought to be taken into 
consideration, so that local authorities might be 
able to place a reserve upon the lands they were 

[Mr. Barnes-

' selling to the extent of the rates and expenses 
that were due. Another matter he w<>uld like 
some information about wa. in connection with 
loans. At present any ratepayer who was a 
property-owner, whether he had paid his rates 
or not, was al!ow<d to vote on a loan proposal, 
but any ratepayer who rlid not happen to be a 
property-owner was debarred. He thought that 
was wrong. 

Mr. MAUGHAN : Why should they not all vote? 

Mr. BLOCKSIDGE: His own opinion was 
that all ratepayers should vote on a loan matter. 
(Hear, hear!) He strongly held the opinion that 
provision should be made in ~ny ampndment of 
the Act to allow local authorities to put a reserve 
on the lanrls sold for rates to the extent of the 
amount due and the expenses incurred. He 
knew a number of cases where lands had been 
sold not only below their value, but very much 
below the amount of the rates owing on them. 
Be knew a case where there was .£26 owing 
for rates in South Brisbane, and the land was 
sold for .£1 10s., and the man who owned the 
allotment alongside valued his land at £56. That 
destroyed values,· and had a very detrimental 
effect on the localities where land was sold at 
such a low price. He hoped they would find 
that the Government had seen their way to incor­
porate such an amendment in the Bill when it 
can1e before them. 

Mr. KEOGH {Rose1vood): He rose for the 
purpose of objflcting tu the expressions used by 
the hon. member for Ipswich with regard to 
gentlemen composing the local authorities, who 
were as fine a claes of men as could be got in 
Queensland. He would like, tn see the Govern­
ment, if they could not give £2, at least give .£1 
endowment, because it was very necessary that 
good roa.ds should be provided in far!lling electo­
rates, so that people should have access to 
market. In his electorate good roads were a 
necessity, and, by giving assistance to divisional 
boards and shire councils, it would materially 
arlvance those places. He would like to ask the 
Home Secretary whether any provision was 
going to be made in the Bill for giving free 
passes to shire councillors, as in some of these 
places memb~rs had to travel a long distance, 
and they were entitled to free pas•es. That 
provision ought certainly to be included in the 
Bill, and he trusted that the Mfnister would 
have it put in. If the matter came to a division 
he should certainly vote for the amendment. 

Mr. LESINA (Clernwnt): The question of 
local government was a very mucli more im­
portant one than many ·members appeared to 
recognise. He believed local government was of 
much more importance than any plank of the 
Labour platform-{Hear, hea.r! and laughter)­
although latterly it had been placed in the 
Labour platform. He did not think that any of 
the planks of their platform, with the exception 
of the one dealing with the land question, 
brought before this Chamber were in any way 
equal in importance to that of local govern­
ment. 

0PPOSa'ION MEMBERS: Hear, hear! 
Mr. LESINA: His reading of some of the 

advanced works dealing with socialism led him 
to believe that development of ci \'ilisation in the 
future would largely be on the lines of local 
gov-ernment. He thought our State Govern­
ments would gradually dwindle down, and more 
power would be placed in the bands of the local 
authorities to raise loan taxation and expend it 
in their own way, and that members of those 
bodies would be elected on adult suffrage. 
Therefore he was inclined to consider any prorosi­
tion to deal with the present Local Government 
Acts as transcending in importance any other 
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legislation. In this he was bound to differ from 
some members sitting on this side of the Cham­
ber. He believed before many years were passed 
socialism was going to secure some of its wide­
reaching triumphs through tbe extention of the 
punctions of local government by enlarging their 
fowers dealing with industry and trade. There­
fore, he felt that the introduction of a measure of 
this kind should be wider in its scope than it 
was. He did not know what the scope of the 
measure was. He was practically in the position 
of being asked to buy a pig in a poke, and if he 
bought it without seeing it it might turn out to 
be a dog, not a pig at all-perhaps an ungrateful 
dog. (Laughter.) 

The PREMmR : What you are asking is to 
allow the poke to come off the pig, so that you 
can see what it is, and then you can oay whether 
you will buy it or not. 

Mr. LESI::\fA : The Premier varied his illus­
tration. What he wanted to do was to take the 
poke off the pig in order that he might examine 
it. They knew that according to the Standing 
Orders the order <•f leave fixed the scope of the 
measure irrevocably. They could not go beyond 
the scope of the resolution as they carried it, and 
it was because of that that the Premier in past 
days was ~o anxious to see that the hands of 
Parliament should not be tied. He had always 
been led to believe that Parliament was supreme 
-that the Cabinet was merely an accident. It 
had charge of Cabinet measures, but Parliament 
was supreme, and once a measure was laid on the 
table and distributed to members it becnme the 
property of members to do what they liked. 
Sydney Low pointed out-and his teachings had 
been popularised almost every day by the most 
powerful leading journal in Australia-the Mel­
bourne Age-which in almost every issue dealt 
with this question-that the Cabinet was a 
parasitic growth on the Constitution; a legal 
fiction that had become superimposed on the Con­
stitution. Under the present system the Home 
Secretary came down with a Bill to amend the 
Local GovP.rnment Act, and they naturally 
sought information of the way he would propose 
to amend the Act, because only recently there sat 
in Brisbane a most representative convention of 
delegates and authorities !;.hat Queensland had 
ever had since local government had been estab­
lished. (Hear, hear!) It was a splendid body 
of representatives of the citizens-men who did 
fine work in opening up the country and adminis­
tering the Act under which they had been brought 
into existence. Some of these n1en had done this 
work in some cases for twenty or thirty years 
without receiving a penny in the way of payment 
for their services. One man in his district, who 
was a strong political opponent of his, had 
worked for thirty years without receiving a 
penny for his services, and when he and scores 
of other representatives drew up resolutions and 
asked for an amendment of the Local Authori­
ties Act they should receive fair treatment at 
the hands of the Government of the day. There 
were certain things he wanted to see in the Bill. 
He wanted to see a provision made for endow­
ment and a provision for rating Crown land. 
(Hear, hear !) He was prepared to support 
sunilry other propositions which were carried by 
the Local Authorities' Convention. At the ore­
sent time he did not know whether any pr~vi­
sion was made for thesE> important requirements 
in the measure; and if the resolution passed in 
its present form they could not make any propo­
sition to include provisions in this Bill, as they 
were tied by the resolution to certain points. 
Those points were already prepared. They had 
been adopted by .the Cabinet. They were in­
cluded in the measure-it was now in print; but 
they knew nothing about it. The Minister for 

Lands made a speech in 1906 when he introduced 
a small Bill, and .the Hon . .John Leahy asked 
him whether he would give some informa­
tion bearing on the scope of the measure. 
The Minister for Lands jumped up and said, "I 
shall make an effort to satisfy the insatiable desire 
of the hon. member f,lf Bulloo for information," 
and the hon. member then proceeded to briefly 
sketch some of the leading principles of the Bill 
which he had introduced. The hnn. gentleman 
used some qualifying adjective that afternoon 
about the habit which was growing np of giving 
preliminary information on Bills brought down, 
but he (Mr. Lesina) was inclined t•> disagree 
with the Minister for Lands when he said it 
was a bad practice, and also with the Premier for 
echoing that it was a bad practice. It was not a 
bad practice at all. It appeared that the Premier 
gave information to the members of the local 
authorities which he denied to members of the 
House. He unrlerstood. the Standing Orders 
were framed for governing debate, and keeping 
members to the point, and facilitating debate. 
These Standing Orders were framed by the 
House, and provided for the proper conduct of 
debate when a measure came before them. The 
Minister for Lands, in making reference to that 
a moment ago, suggested that the Government 
of the day were empowered by the House to do 
that kind of thing. The Government were nob 
empowered by the House to limit debate in any 
way. The debate would not have taken place 
that afternoon had the Home Secretary briefly 
informed them of the points within the scope of 
the Bill which he now held in his hands. He 
regretted that the Minister could not see his 
way clear to widen the scope of the measure. 
Under the circumstances, he did not feel that he 
could vote for the measure unless he knew the 
principles it contained. Therefore he should 
vote against the introduction of the Bill in its 
present form. 

Mr. CREAGH (Croydon) could not let the 
occasion pass without saying a word or two on 
the subject, because at the recent Local Autho­
rities' Conference he attended as the delegate 
from the CroyduP Town Council and Croydon 
Shire Council, and he also had the honour of 
being an alderman of the Croydon Town Coun­
cil and chairman of that body, and thought it 
his duty to speak. When the hon. gentleman 
behind him, Mr. Ryland, had a little more 
experience on local authority. matters he would 
know as much as he did. 

Mr. RYLAND: You are not the only man in 
Queensland who has been a mayor. (Laughter.) 

Mr. CREAGH: And the junior member for 
Gym pie was not the only man who had been a 
member of Parliament. The attitude of the 
junior member for Gympie was diametrically 
opposed to the attitude which he took up when 
the Local Authorities Act of 1902 was intro­
duced. He had just been reading through the 
speeches which were delivered on that occasion. 
The Premier moved that the Bill be referred to 
a Sel,Q& Committee to go intG the facts of the 
case, and the junior member for Gympie was 
appointed a mgmber of that committee. The 
Select Committee went into the clauses care­
fully, and Mr. Ryland seemed to be the reac­
tionary member of that committee. Even when 
the Home Secretary introduced the title of the 
Bill, the hon. member, Mr. Ryland, took the 
opportunity of poi~ting out that it was abso­
lutely necessary that there should be a full dis­
cussion on all these matters. That was rather a 
different posit:on to which the hon. gentleman 
took up at the present time. He (Mr. Creagh) 
wanted the position to be clearly understood. 
He was not there to take up an attitude of 
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opposition against the GovernmPnt because they 
introduced this Bill. He was there to support 
the Government to carry out the provisions of 
that Bill, if good. When the Local Authorities' 
Conference met a few weeks ago, there were 
about 215 members present. The Home Secre­
tary, on that occasion, led them to understand 
very clearly in effect, if he did not say so in so 
many words, that the Government did not intend 
to give the local authorities the endowment on 
this occasion ; but the hon. gentleman said on 
that occasion that he trusted that the Govern· 
ment would eee their way clear to offer some 
amendments that would be suitable to the whole 
State and to the local authorities in particular. 
He (Mr. Creagh) took the opportunity of speak­
ing at that conference, which was attended hy 
215 delegates representing the people of Queens­
land. 

Mr, MAUGHAN: A section of them. 
Mr. CREAGH: A very big section of them. 

It was the hnn. junior member for Ipswich who 
also interjected a few moments ago that every 
person at that Local Authorities' Conference 
was a reactionary. That might be so, but he 
could tell the hon. gentleman that at that con­
ference there were representatives belonging to 
the two parties in the House, or rather the 
three parties, or if they liked they could say 
the four parties, as all parties in the H0use 
were represent' d at that conference. On look­
ing round the Chamber that afternoon, he could' 
put hi,; hand on hon. members of the Opposi­
tion, hon. members of the Labour party, and 
hon. members of the Government party who 
were present at that Local Authorities' Con­
ference. After what those gentlemen had said 
at the conference they should be prepared to 
stand up in the Chamber that day and point 
out what amendments they thought should be 
included in the Act. Why did not these 
mBmbers gee up now and raise their voices 
as to certain things that they required in the 
Act~ If they were not at the conference as 
toys or puppets for the time being, let them now 
assert the position they then took np. If these 
members were true in their intentions to bring 
in amendments when they spoke at the confer­
ence, let them show it that day just as they 
showed it then. \Vhether this Government or 
any other Government brought in the measure, 
they should look at it from a sensible point of 
view. One of the Opposition members twitted 
the Government with having a quartette of 
lawyers in the Cabinet. He did not speak of 
them in that way. There were men in the Go­
vernment who were very capable men, and 
there were men on the Opposition side of the 
House who were also capable men. But he did 
not think that the Government, consisting of six 
or seven members, should take it on themselves 
to say that they knew the wants of the whole 
of the local authorities of Queensland, He did 
not think the Government would say that., 

Mr. MAXWELL: But they say what they are 
going to give them. 

Mr. CREAGH: And the Committee wanted 
to know what they were going to get in the 
Bill from the Government before they voted on 
this question. He thought the members of any 
Government in Queensland, or any democratic 
Government, should allow the members of the 
Rouse, who were the representatives of the 
people, to say whether they agreed to certain 
clauses or certain amendments proposed to be 
put into the Act or not before they granted the 
order of leave. He did not think it was a fair 
thing for the Go_vern!llent to say, "Here is the 
Bill, and we Will bmd you to two or three 
clauses before you see the provisions." The Bill 
should be introduced in the ordinary way, and the 
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members should have the opportnity of intro­
ducing amendments which they t.hought should 
be put into the Act. He had a number of 
amendments himself which he would like to 
introduce. He felt one or two of them would be 
defeated, but he had one or two which he hoped 
would be carried when the members had come 
to consider them properly. The junior member 
for Gym pie asked something about the powers 
of rating under this Bill. He (Mr. Creagh} had 
the honour of introducing a deputation to the 
Premier when the latter gentleman paid a visit 
to Croydon some ·time ago, and the matter of 
rating was one of the quegtions tbey had touched 

upon. The Premier promised that a 
[5.30 p.m.] Bill would be introduced, and some 

provi,ion should be made for that 
sort of thing. He was noo aware whether 
any provision was made for it in this Bill or 
not. He would rf'ad what took place at that 
deputation at Croydon--

An HoNOURABLE MEMBER : \Vhat are you 
quoting from? 

Mr. CREAGH: From the Croydon iliining 
Record. He wight point out that it was ju;t at 
this time that the Croydon JJiining News office 
and plant was burnt down, but this was the · 
correct report of what took place. The Croydon 
iliming Record said-

JiuKICil'AL ~L-\.1'Tl.:US. 

The mayor brought before lhe Premier the difficulties 
under which municipalities on goldfields, where the land 
was all leasehold, suffered in regHrd to valuation and 
rating, and asked that the Government should amend 
the present Act so as to meet the difficulties. 

Mr. _\Varam also spoke, strtting that the shires suffered 
also considerable loss of revenue from the same cause. 

::i\fr. Kidston said, in reply, he was distinctly opposed 
to the endowment system, which would not be again 
reverted to so long as he had any say in the matter .. 
He said the local authorities should bear in mind that 
the whole ·of the money ea me out of the pockets of the 
taxpayers, whether the money was paid in rates or by 
way of endowment, and he was of opinion that the local 
bodies should raise their own rates without any assist­
ance from the Government. His opinion was that those 
who had the spending of money in municipalities and 
shires should also have any odium which might attach 
to the raisi.ng of that rnoney. 

The mayor reminded the Premier that no objection 
was made to this, and no request had been made by 
him for a continuance of the endowment system. All 
he wanted to do was to sugge"t an alteration in the law 
so as to give 1ocal bodies on goldfields power to levy 
rates which would place them on an equality with 
bodies in places where the land was freehold. 

After further discussion, the Premier said if the 
matter WPre laid before him by the mining members 
of the House it would be carefully considered. He cer­
tainly sympathised with the reasons which prompted 
the mayor in bringing the matter forward. 

Alderman G. Pass referred to the difficulties which 
bad been experienced in repasing loan molley redemp~ 
tion and interest, owing to the depreciation in values 
and the inability of the council to levy rates. 

::tlr. Kidston said they could not .expect to be relieved 
of their liability in regard to overdue loans. He could 
not take tbe amount off the shoulders of the Croydon 
ratepayers and put it on to the people of some other 
place. The Government had to pay the interest on the 
State debt to the bondhoiders, who held out their hand 
therefor with "Presbyterian regularity." However, 
they would try and remedy the defects in the Act com­
plained of. 

They would see that the Premier was very 
straight in his answer about the endowment, and 
he gave him all th.e credit for it if he thought so, 
He was sure that those words used by the 
Premier on that occasion would not be forgotten 
by him. He was very glad that an hon. gentle­
man of the standing of Mr. Bouchard, who 
understood the legal phraseology, had taken the 
opportunity to move an amendment to delete 
the words " in certain particulars" in this pro­
posal. He contended that it was not a right 
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thing, nor a democratic thing, that they should 
have to agree to a measure without knowing 
what was in it. As the hon. member for Cler· 
mont had stated, they were sent there as the 
representatives of their electors to discuss 
certain matters introduced by the Govern­
!llent. _\Vhatever Government was in power, 
1t was JUSt the same. He would endeavour 
to do all he could to introduce a clause provid­
ing for the payment of endowment to local 
authorities. If he could not get that in 
he would try to-get in some clause whereby th~ 
lands belonging to the Crown might be taxed or 
rated. The local authorities. had hundreds of 
miles of roads to attend to, and if they were 
allowed to tax the improved Crown lands it 
would help them to pay for this work. Of 
cour.;e, as an hon. member interjected, the 
Crown could have representatives on these local 
bodies in accordance with the amount they paid. 
It was only the man who paid his rates who was 
entitled to vote. He would never agree to allow­
ing any man, whether in Croydon or anywhere 
else, to have a vote unless he had his rates paid. 
The junior member for Ipswich said he was not 
in favour of a proposal to rate Crown lands, butJ 
that he would rather see " land tax imposed. 
'Vel!, the Premier, in speaking at Toowoomba, 
pointed out that that was a land tax. He would 
like to see the amendment carried and he would 
support it for the particular reason that he would 
like to get some amendments introduced when 
the Bill was before the House. Probably the 
amendments of the Act which were proposed by 
the Home Secretary would meet with the ap­
proval of the members of the House, but, if they 
accepted the Bill in its present form without 
knowmg what the amendments were their hands 
would be tied and they would not b~ able to do 
anything later. Therefore he would vote against 
the proposal to grant leave to introduce the Bill 
under the present conditions. 

Mr. ;yiAUGHAN: The hon. gentleman who 
had just resumed his seat seemed to think that 
the Local Authorities' Association was a very 
democratic association. 

Mr. CREAG.H : So it is. 
Mr. MAUGHAN: TherA was no more re­

actionary conglomeration of units in Queens­
land than the Local Authorities' Association. 
(Laughter.) 

Mr. CREAGH: 'Vhy, you have some of them 
here. 

Mr. M.AUGHAN: It was quite true that the 
member for Carpentaria, l\1r. Nevitt, was pre­
sent at that conference. 

An HONOtiRABLE MEMBER: So was Mr. May. 
Mr. MAUGHAN: He understood Mr. May 

was also present. But the larger proportion of 
the members of that conference were men who 
were remarkable for their reactionary politics. 
They were men who were past masters in the art 
of leaning on the Government by way of endow­
ment, grants, and loans. In fact, from begin­
ning to end the whole proceedings of that con­
ference might bP boiled down : How best can we 
lean on the Government, how best can we mulct 
the public Treasury, and how can we escape our 
own particular responsibilities? 

Mr. BARNES : That is not correct. 
Mr. MAUGHAN: He was glad that the 

Home Secretary had stiffened hi5 back that 
morning when the local authorities' representa­
tives, headed by the hon. member for Bulimba, 
waited upon him, and he was glad that the 
Minister was determined upon ignoring their 
plea for endowments. He was very glad of that. 
If the local authorities of Queensland were hard 
up, if they were on the verge of bankruptcy and 
were experiencing the results of bad seasons 

which would have affected their revenues, it 
would have been a different matter, and he 
could have understood ·their request for endow­
ment. But what were the facts? The facts 
were that the local authorities of Queensland 
did not take advantage of the privileges already 
given to them by law to collect their revenues. 

Mr. BARNES: They do. 
Mr. MAUGHAN: He was quite sure the 

hon. member for Bulimba would not wilfully 
speak an untruth. But if the hon. member 
investigated the statistics of Queensland having 
reference to local government he would find thatJ 
so far as these local bodies were concerned they 
were very lax in collecting their revenues. The 
local authorities of Queensland had already on 
their hands all the machinery for raising a 
tremendous revenue without any new Act what­
ever. He expected members of the Opposition 
would object to that statement. He would give 
them the figurt>s which had been supplied by 
the Government Statistician, showing the rates 
which had been uncollected by the local authori­
ties of Queensland for the five years ended 3lsb 
December last-
QuEENSLAND Lor~L AUTHORITIES-ARREARS OF R·ATES. 

31st December, 1902- £ £ 
Municipal boroughs 49,116 
::11unicipal shires ... 9,315 
::11unicipal divisions... 67,063 

125,494 
31st December, 1993-

Citie~S 17,772 
Towns ... 38,330 
Shires ... 78,303 

134,405 
31st December, 1904-

Cities 21,105 
Towns ... 36,080 
Shires ... 79,346 

136,531 
31st Dec11mber, 1905-

Cities 24,065 
Towns ... 30,608 
Shires ... 79,000 

133,673 
31st December, 1906-

Cities . .. 22,464 
'rowns ... . .. 30,306 
Shires ... 88,146 

140,916 
And yet the Local Authorities' Association had 
the audacity to approach the Treasurer and the 
Home Secretary, and plead with them to re verb 
to the old system of endowment. He spoke with 
8xperience upon this question, having had the 
honour to be on a local authority for some years, 
and he knew the majority of the members of that 
council were always approaching the Treasurer 
of the day seeking State assistance, when all the 
time they had sufficient power to raise all the 
revenue they needed. The hon. member for 
Croydon had practically implied that the local 
authorities were being conducted on democratic 
lines. How was it possible that that could be 
the case, considering· the very limited franchise? 
The members of the Legislative Assembly were 
elected on rolls upon which were something like 
220,000 electors. The "ame applied to the Com­
monwealth electoral rolls, but he found, accord­
ing to the return he had been quoting from, that 
there were only 22,000 electors on the local 
authorities' rolls for cities, 13,000 on the rolls for 
towns, and 64,000 on the rolls for shire coun­
cils, making a total of 99,000, and yet the hon. 
member for Croydon called that a democratic 
franchise ; and when he was asked if he would 
support adult suffrage, he resorted to a mere sub­
terfuge. He(Mr. Manghan) could not support the 
proposition moved by the hon. member for South' 
Brisbant>. He regretted they were not to have 
a more liberal local government measure pre­
sented to them. Surely if an institution like the 
Local Authorities' Association had the right to 

Mr. Maughan.J 
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go to the Home Secretary, and pra~tically dictate 
to him as to what provisions the measure should 
contain, then surely members of the Committee 
should have an equal right. (Hear, hear!) He 
hoped the time was not far off when our system 
of government would be amended, whereby pri­
vate members could have the same rights and 
privileges of amending Bills as Ministers of the 
Crown. (Hear, hear!) 

Mr. }I[ACARTNEY: Since the amendment 
was moved the question had assumed a somewhat 
different aspect. It was not so much a question 
of the omission of the words as it was the refusal 
of the Minister to give something like a synopsis 
or. some particulars of the Bill he proposed to 
introduce. 

The PREMIER : That is not the question. 
Mr. MACARTNEY: He understood that the 

real question before the Committee was the 
omission of the words, but the Minister had 
actually refused to give particulars of the Bill 
w~ich he proposed to introduce, and the Com­
mittee was bemg asked to pass a resolution that 
it was desirable to introduce a Bill to amend 
the Local Authority Act in certain particulars 
without any information at all as to what those 
particulars were. 

The PREMIER: That is the case with every Bill. 
.lVIr. MACARTNEY: It showed the absurdity 

of putting to the Committee a rcsoluti<>n of that 
sort., to which every member of the Committee 
was bound, having voted for the contents of that 
Bill and nothing elsP. That seemed to be an 
absurd position. Several times last session in­
formation had bee.l asked for, and it had been 
courteou_sly supplied by the Minister in charge 
of the Blll, whoever the Minister was. It was 
done once when the Speaker was in the chair 

·and several times in Committee. It was a matte~ 
of material importance, and he thou~ht it was an 
extraordinary thing that the Gover~ment should 
refuse the information. The Minister informed 
the junior m em her for Gym pie that there was 
some provision in the Bill touching upon rates ; 
and ~~ tbo~ght i_t was very probable that that 
provisiOn m1ght give the hon. member for Gym pie 
an opportunity of introducing his proposal. He 
thought the bon. gentleman should go a little 
fn!ther-he •hould be called upon to tell the Com­
mittee what those provisions were with reo-ard to 
~ating power, in order that the Committee" might 
JUdl{e whether the hon. member for Gym pie was 
safe in that particular matter. He (Mr. Macart­
ney) thought. the bon. member for Gympie 
would find that the Bill was actually introducing 
amendments of such a trivial nature that he 
would be unable to get in what was a com­
prehensive alteration to the scheme of rating in 
connection with goldfield tenure, and the hon. 
!llember would find out too late that the Bill as 
mtroduced would not give him the opportunity 
he wanted. It seemed rather an extraordinary 
thing that, when an amendment was moved that 
tended to extend the liberties of members of the 
Committee, they found hon. members who were 
always harping on the subject of liberty and the 
rights of this House standing in the way of an 
amendn,ent which would secure to members 
those rights. The hon. member for Ipswich was 
anxious to extend the franchise, and the amend­
r.>ent, as had been pointed out, would permit of 
that boing done, and yet the hon. member 
because he did not want to hurt the Government' 
was forced to swallow his principles once more. ' 

Mr. MAUGHAN : Would you support such an 
amendment? 

Mr. MACARTNEY: That was not the ques­
tion, The bon. member wished to extend the 
franchise, and he could not do that unless the 
amendment were passed, and yet the hon. mem­
ber did not want it now because he found it 

[Mr. Maughan. 

would interfere with the Government. He 
thought it would be as well if they understood 
the position of members who got up and ad vacated 
certain principles. It was pointed out by the 
Premier at an earlier stage of the afternoon that 
he (Mr. Macartney) had voted against the view 
which he had expressed that afternoon, and he 
must confess that was perfectly true. But in 
that cas" there was a strong difference. The 
Minister in that case was prepared, and did give 
accurate information as to what the contents of 
that Bill were, and we were able to judge as to 
whether its contents agreed with our epinions or 
not. If be had been desirous of getting an 
amendment in that Railway Bill he would not 
have cast his vote against the amendment on 
that occasion, 

The PREMIER: No, no! (Laughter.) 
Mr. MACARTNEY: The hon. member for 

Lockyer and the hon. member for Normanby 
both voted against the view he took on that occa­
sion, and voted wi~h the hon. i(entleman. They 
wanted amenclments in the Railway Bill, and 
that was the view they naturally took. How­
ever his (Mr. Macartney's) vote was cast against 
the amendment on that occa"ion, and he thought 
he had the right to claim the vote of the hon. 
member for Bnndaberg, l'IIr. Barber, on the 
amendment before the Committee, who on that 
occasion voted for the amendment moved by the 
Premier. He claimed abo the vote of the 
Attorney-General, who on that 0ccasion 8Up­
pQrted the Premier's amendment-that the words 
should be omitted. He claimed also the vote of 
the hon. member for Ipswich. 

'fhe PREMIER: I claim the vote of the hon. 
metnber fllr Toowong. 

Mr. :\IACARTNEY: The Premier was not 
going to get the vote of the bon. member for 
Toowong, and he gave very good reasons for it. 
They had heard no reasons from the Attorney­
General why be should not vote for the amend­
ment, and they bad had no explanation 
from the hon. member for Fitzroy, nor the hon. 
member for Burrum. He found also he was 
Pntitled to ask for the vot' of the junior mem­
ber for R ·ckbampton, also for the vote of the 
hon. member for Gregory, and, itlso, he was 
'entitled to ask for the Chairman's vote, if he 
were at liberty to vote, and if it came to a 
casting vote he would certainly look for it. He 
was also Pntitled to the votes of the two mem, 
bers for Gympie, Mr. Ryland and Mr. Mulcahy, 
and last, but not least, he bad the right to ask for 
the vote of the hon. member for Woothakata. 
He thought with that amount of talent the 
amendment would be carried. 

Mr. HARD ACRE : The discussion had gone 
all over the shop. They had had expressions of 
opinion for the endowment and against the 
endowment, ann for increased rating power and 
against increased rating power, and so nu, and 
that had all belperl to befog the issue. He did 
not know what the Bill was about, except that it 
was going to have something to do with the local 
authorities. Through some mistaken idea, the 
Home Secretary and the Premier would not give 
the Committee any information. 

Mr. MAXWELL: You have voted br the same 
thing many time8. 

Mr. HARD ACRE : He bad never done so in 
that House, and did not intend to do so. 

The PREMIER : On the second reading of the 
Bill you say whether you are going to have it or 
not. 

Mr. HARD ACRE: They rlid nnt know the 
particular way it was going to amend the Act, 
but they know the subject, and that was the 
whole question. 

The PREMIER: You know the subject this Bill 
proposes to deal with. 
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• Mr. HARD ACRE: There were lOO subjects 
m the Local Authorities Act, and, seeino- that 
a certain number of important question~ had 
been agitatin~ local auohorities, the Committee 
ha? the r!ght of knowing whether the Bill was 
gomg: to g1ve ~h~ House an -opportunity of ex­
pressmg an opmwn on those matters. 

The PREMIER: The proper time to do that is 
on the second reading. 

Mr. HARD ACRE :It would be too late then 
He would vote agamst the motion unless th~ 
Home Secretary told him what subjects the Bill 
dealt with. 

Question-That the wordo proposed to be 
omitted (M1·. Bouchard's amendment) stand part 
of the questwn - put ; and the Committee 
divided:-

Mr.Adamson 
, ·· G. P. Barber 
,, Bell 
,, Blair 
, Bowman 
, Brennan 
, Cowap 
,, Douglas 
,. Grant 
,, Grayson 
,, Gunn 
11 Hamilton 
,, Hawthorn 
, Hunter 
, Jones 
,, Kenna 
,, Kerr 

AYEs, 33. 
::lir. Kidston 
, Laud 
, Lennon 

).facl,;intosh 
,, :Manu 

Maugban 
, Maxwell 
, llitchell 

:Nevitt 
Payne 

,, Rankin 
Redwood 
Roberts 
Ryland 

,, Snmner 
·woods 

Pellers: :Mr. Manu and Mr. Max,vell. 

Mr. Armstrong 
, Barnes 
, , Block.sidge 
, Bouchard 
, Oampbel! 
, Creagh 
, Cribb 

Den ham 
,, Forrest 

Fox 
Hanran 

,, Hardacre 
,, Keogh 

No~o;s, 25. 
:Mr. Lesina 

JY!acartney 
, McMaster 

::\ioore 
,, Paget 

Paul! 
Petrie 
Philp 

, Somerset 
Stodart 
Swayne 
White 

Tellers: 3Ir. Bouchard and ~~r. Barnes. 

~ PAIRS. 

Ayes-Mr. O'Sullivan and Mr. ::I;I~Intyre. 
:Noes-JY!r. Millican and Mr. Stephet:s. 
Resolved in the affirmativeL 
Original question put and passed. 
[7 p.m.] 
The House resumed. The UHAIRMAN reported 

the resolution to the House, and the report was 
adopted. 

FIRST READING. 

On the motion of the HOME SECRETARY 
the . Bill was read a first time. The second 
readmg was made an Order of the Day for to­
morrow. 

ELECTIOXS ACTS AMENDMENT BILL. 
RESUMPTION m' CoMMITTEE. 

HoN. R. PHII..P moved the insertion of the 
following new clause :-

Voting by Post. 
4, (78K.]-

(i.) Any female elector who resides at least three 
miles by the nearest practicable road from the 
nearest polling-place appointed for the district 
for which she is enrolled· 

(ii.) Any male or female elector who believes that, 
by reason of age. infirmity, or m health, be or 
she will be unable on polling-day to attend at a 
polling-place to vote; and . 

(iii.) Any male or female elector who has reason to 
believe that on polling-day he or she will be 
travelling at sea or absent from the State­

may, not later than the second day preceding polling­
~:~tii:'J'J~ to the returning officer for a postal vote 

No sucb application by a voter who cannot write bis 
or her own name shall be granted. 

Such application shall be in the following form, or to 
the like effect:-

Application for Poslal Vote Certificate. 
To the Returning Officer, Electoral District of 

I [here state name in full, place Q[ residence, and occu~ 
pation] do hereby declare as follows, that is to say:-

1. I am an elector enrolled for the Electoral District 
of , and am now entitled to vote. 

2. I reside at the :tbove address. and have within tbe 
last preceding seven months been bona fide re•ident 
within tbe said Electoral District for a period of one 
month. Or [in the case of a. membe;• of tile Assembly 
who is enrolled for the district he rPpre,oents instead of 
the district in which h~ resldes] I am enrolled as a mem­
ber of the Legislative Assembly for the said Electoral 
District. 

(This clause does not apply to electors who are enrolled 
in respect to freehold or leasehold property.) 

3. I [hPre insert the grounds on which the certijicaJe is 
applied for], and therefore malre tbis application to 
entitle me to vote by post. 

4. I request that the necessary certificate and poPtal 
ballot-paper be forwarded to me at the above address 
[or to (.>fate other address where voter may be fou,.d)]. 
(lj the application is made in person~ tlds ctaw;e need 
not be filled up.) 

(Signed) C.D. 
Signed in my presence and declared befvre me at 

this day of , 19 . 
A. B. 

[Returning Officer or Rlecto1~ for the abovenwned 
District.] 

The application must be signed by the applicant with 
hisorherown hand, in the presence of and must be 
declared before and attested by the ret,urning officer 
or an elector of the same district for which the appli­
cant is enrolled. 

Any false statement in this app1ication is punishable 
by a penalty not exceeding one hundred pounds or by 
imprisonment, with or withont hard labour, not exceed· 
ing six months. 

The application must be signed by the applicant with 
his or her own hand, in the presence of and must b6 
declared before and attested by the returning officer or 
an elector of the same district for which the applicant 
is enrolled, each of whom is hereby authorised tu take 
such declaration: 

rrovided that no person who is a candidate at the 
election or is a member of tbe Assembly shall be corn· 
petent to take or attest any such declaration. 

Any person who makes in any such applicati011 any 
statement which in any material particular is to his 
or her knowledge false shall be liable to a 11enalty uot 
exceeding one hundred pounds or to imprisonment 
with or without hard labour for an.}~ period not exceed-

. ing six months. ~ 
[78L.] Upon receipt of the application the returning 

officer, if satisfied that the name of the applicant is 
entered on the roll and that he or she is otherwise 
entitled to vote, shall grant the certificate, which 
shall be duly endorsed upon an envelope, and shall be 
in the following form :-

Postal Vote Certificate. 

No. on Roll: 
ELJ<~CTORAL DISTRTCT OF 

I certify that of is entitled to 
for the Legislative vote at the ensuing election 

Assembly .. 
posted to me on or before tho The vote must be 

day of 
Dated the 

Signature of voter : 

, 19 
day of '19 . 

Returning Officer. 

on the day of in the presence of 
Postmastet• [or Police }Iagistrate, or !lead Teacher 
of State or Provisional School, or Police Officer 
of or above the rank o! Senior Constable, or Justice 
of the Peace]. 

[78M.] The returning ofllcer shall deliver or cause to 
be sent to the voter-

(a) The certificate endorsed upon an envelope ; 
(b) An envelope addressed to the returning offi.cer 

at the principal polling-place; and 
(c) A postal ballot-paper. 

Every postal ballot-paper shall be of snch material 

Hon. R. PhiZp.] 
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and opacity that the voter may effectually conceal the 
name of the person for whom he or she has voted and 
shall be in the following form :- ' 

[Front Page.] 

POSTAL BALLOT-PAPE.R. 

lNSTRUCTIO~S-
(i.) You must deliver 

to ~postmaster, or 
police magistrate, 
or head teacher of 
a State or provi­
sional school, or 
police officer of or 
above the rank of 
senior constable, 
or justice of the 
peace for the State 
of Queensland the 
postal ballot-paper 
and the two enve­
lopes in the same 
condition in which 
they were issued. 

(ii.) You must then sign 
your name upon 
the certificate, and 
the person before 
whom you are vot­
ing must then and 
there attest your 
signature. 

(iiL) The person before 
whmn JOU are vot­
ing mnst then de­
liver the postal 
ballot- paper to 
you, but must re~ 
tain the two enve­
lopes. 

(iv.) You must then in 
the presence of;· 
but not in the 
sight of, the person 
before whom you 
are voting record 
your vote by writ~ 
ing on the second 
page of the ballot­
vaper the name of 
the candidate or 
the name* of the 
candidates for 
whom you vote. 

(v.) You must then 
fold up the ballot­
paper so as to con~ 
ceal the name or 
names of the can~ 
didate or candi~ 
dates, and deliver 
it to the person 
before whom you 
are voting. 

(vi.) '£he person before 
whom you are vot~ 
ing must then, 
without unfolding 
the ballot-paper, 
place it in the en~ 
velope which is 
endorsed with the 
certificate, and 
fasten up the Bn~ 
velope. 

(vii.) The person before 
whom you are vat~ 
ing must ,then 
place such enve~ 
lope in the enve~ 
lope addressed to 
the returning offi~ 
cer, and upon re~ 
ceipt from you of 
the proper postage 
stamps must in 
your pre~ence affix 
them t{) the enve­
lope. 

[Second Page.] 

How TO Vono. 

Below write the name 
of the candidate you vote 
for. H two members are 
to be chosen you may 
write the name of one or 
the names of two candi~ 
dates. You may vote 
contingently if you choose 
to do so by writing the 
names one below the 
other to denote the order 
of your preference. 

No elector who has received any such certificate 
shall be entitled to vote except by means of a postal 
ballot-pAper. 

(Hon. R. Philp. 

[78N.] The returning officer shall keep and number 
the applications in consecutive numerical order. 

Before the issue of the ballot-paper to the voter the 
returning officer shall mark the same on the front page 
thereof with his initials in ink or pencil, and shall write 
upon the certificate and also upon the back of the right­
hand upper corner of the second .Page of the ballot~ paper 
in ink or pencil the number set against the name of the 
voter in the roll, and the returning officer shall fold 
down the corner o! the ballot-paper so as entirely to 
conceal the numbe:r so written, and shall securely 
fasten the fold with gum or otherwise in such a manner 
that the number cannot be diseovered without nu­
fastening the fold. 

[78P.] (l.} In the presence of any postmaster, or police 
magistrate, or head teacher of a State 9r provisional 
school, or police officer of or above the rank of senior 
constable, or justice of the peace for the State of Queens· 
land, and of no other person, the voter may, on or be­
fore the second day p1·eceding. polling-day, but not 
aftei·wards, vote in manner following and not other­
wise:-

(i.) The voter shall deliver to the person before 
whom the voter is votmg tbe postal ballot-paper 
and the two envelopes aforesaid, in the same 
condition in which they were issued; 

(ii.) The voter shall then sign his or her name upou 
the certificate, and the person before whom the 
voter is voting shall then and there attest the 
signature; 

(iii.) The person be!or" whom the voter is voting 
shall then deliver the postal ballot-paper to the 
voter, but shall retain the two envelopes afore­
said; 

(iv.) The voter shall then in the presence of, but 
not in the sight of, the person before whom the 
voter is voting vote by writing on the second 
page of the ballot-paper the name of the candi­
date or the names of the candidates for whom 
the voter votes; 

(v.) The voter shall then fold up the ballot-paper 
so as to conceal the name or names of the candi .. 
date or randidates, and deliver it to the person 
before whom' the voter is voting; 

(vi.) The person before whom the voter is voting 
shall then, without unfolding the ballot-paper, 
place it in the envelope which is endorsed with 
the certificate, and shall fasten up the envelope; 

(vii.) The person before whom the voter ·is voting 
shall then place such envelope in the envelope 
addressed to the returning officer. and upon 
receipt from the voter of the proper postage 
stamps shall, in the presence of the voter, 
affix them to the envelope. I! the postmaster 
has attested the vote, he shall forthwith post 
the vote in the post office. If any other person 
as aforesaid hab attested the vote, he shall 
forthwith deliver it to the voter for posting; 

(viii.) For the purposes of contingent voting the 
voter may write the names of the candidates 
or of any candidates upon the ballot-paper, 
one below the other, and the order in which 
the voter has so written them shall denote the 
order in which the voter de::.ires the vote or 
votes to be counted. 

(3.) No candidate or duly appointed agent of a candi­
date shall atte:-;t or receive or take from a voter any 
postal vote or envelope containing a 11ostal vote. 

Any such person who so attests, receives, or takes a 
postal vote or envelOlJe containing a postal vote shall 
be liable to a penalty not Pxceeding one hundred 
pounds, and the election of a candidate who, or whose 
agent to the knowledge of the candidate, so attests 
or receives or takes such postal vote or envelope shall 
be void. 

[78Q.] (1.) The person before whom the vorer votes 
shall not look at the name of any canclidate for whom 
the voter votes. In any case where a postmaster has 
no letter stamp de'tigned to show the name of the post 
office or receiving office with the date, the postmaster 
may, instead of stamping with the letter stamp and 
date where hereiube!ore required, write in ink the 
name of the post office or receiving oftice and the date 
in figures together with his or her ~nitials. 

(2.) If any person before whom a voter votes in the 
discharge of his duties under this Act learns for what 
candidate such voter has voted. he shall not, by word 
or act or any other means whatsoever, directly or 
indirectly, divulge or discover, or aid in divulging or 
discovering, the fact, save in answer to some question 
which he is legally bound to answer. Any such person 
guily of a breach of this subsection shall be liable to a 
penalty not exceeding one hundred pounds or to be 
imprisoned for any period not exceeding one year. 
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[78R.] The returning officer shall on all copies of rolls 
as used by him for use. at the election make a note 
against the name of every elector to whom a postal 
vote certificate has been issued. 

I! there is not time to conveniently note the facts 
aforesaid on the rolls, the returning officer shall 
immediately advise all presiding officers of such issue 
in such manner as he thinks fit. 

A signature upon a postal vote certificate purporting 
to be the f"ignature of a voter shall, upon a scrutiny, 
without further proof, be prlrna facie evidence that 
such voter voted by post at.the election. 

The d,ate upon such certificate purporting to be 
the date on which the voter's signature is attP$ted 
shall, upon a scrutiny, without further proof, be p1~ima 
facie evidence of the date· on which such voter voted 
by post. 

The number marked upon the back of the ballot­
paper as aforesaid shall, upon a scrutiny, be prima facie 
evidence that such ballot-paper was issued to and used 
by the person to whom the vostal vote certificate 
bearing the same number was issued. 

[7Bs.j At the scrutiny the returning officer shall pro­
duce, unopened, all voters' envelopes received up to the 
close of the poll, and the outer envelopes shall be 
opened, and the enclosures shall be dealt with as 
follows:-

(i.) The returning officer shall produce the voters' 
applications; 

(ii.) The returning officer, without opening the 
envelope endorsed with the certificate, shall 
compare the signature of the voter with t,he 
signature to the application, and allow the 
scrutineers who are present to inspect the 
same, and shall determine whether the signa­
ture on such envelope is that of the applicant. 
He shall also determine whether the vote was 
recorded wi.thi.tl the time prescribed, and shall 
disallow all votes which have not been so 
recorded; 

(iii.) If the vote is allowed, the returning officer 
shall open the envelope and insert the postal 
ballot-paper in the ballot-box. He shall also 
forthwith attach the said envelope by gum or 
otherwise to the application relating thereto; 

(iv.) Xo postal bnllot-paper shall be allowed at the 
scrutiny which i~ not enclosed in an envelope 
endorsed with the certificate duly signed, 
attested, and dated under this Act; 

(v.) If the returning officer disallows the vote, then 
the envelope endorsed with the certificate, un­
opened. and the application relating thereto 
shall be nttached together by gum'or otherwise, 
and sh~tll be set aside for separate custody. 

[78T.] Any mistake in spelling of the name of any 
candidate, where the intention of the voter is clear, 
shall not render such vote informal. It shall suffice, 
when no two candidate~ have the same snrname, for the 
voter to write the surname only of the candidate for 
whom he votes. 

[78u.] Xothing herein contained shaH be d.eemed to 
take away the right to appeal to the Elections Tribunal 
from the decision of the returning officer as to the 
11,llowance or disallowance of a postal vote. 

There might be some reason for objecting to a 
female voter living in town, and who was in good 
health, voting by post ; but there could be no 
possible reason for preventing a female elector 
living more than 3 miles out of town voting 
by post if she desired to do so. In the country 
there were female electors living 20 and 30 
miles from a polling-booth, who could not 
possibly get in to vote if their husbands went. 
Then there was no possible reason why male or 
female electors who were sick should be deprived 
of the right to vote by post. At every election 
the hospitals were scoured for votes, and unfor­
tunate people were frequently dragged to the poll 
when they were unfit to go. He supposed that 
on the average there must be 2,000 people in the 
hospitals in Queensland every day in the year, 
and probably there was an equal number of sick 
people who were not in hospitals, so that there 
were very likely 3,000 or 4,000 people who were 
unable to vote through ill-health, and perhaps 
some of them were more anxious to vote than 
people who were well. Then, again, there were 
numbers of people who were travelling at sea on 
polling-day, including the officers and crews of 

vessels. It was not possible for every vessel to 
be proclaimed a polling-place, but that was no 
reason why all travellers at sea should be prac­
tically disfranchised. The penalties he proposed 
should prevent infringements of the provisions 
of voting by post, as they were very severe, and 
it would not be worth anybody's while to try to 
evade the law. The clause would do away with 
the travelling justice of the peace, as no justice 
of the peace would dare to go about collecting 
votes if the amendment were passed. Some 
members might conscientiously object to females 
in town voting by post if they were able to go to 
the poll; but they could not object to the clause, 
unless they wished to disfranchise all electors 
coming under· any of the three categories 
specified in the clause. At the recent elections 
over 13,000 persons voted by post out of a total 
of 130,000 votes-that was, one-tenth of the 
whole number voted by pest. That was a big 
percentage, and some means ough(to'be adopted 
to prevent those people being disfranchised. 
This is not a party question at all. It was 
simply an endeavour ,to get as many electors to 
vote as possible. He would like to have seen the 
~ystem of postal voting carried out as before, 
imposing stringent penalties to prevent fraud. 
He knew it was not possible to prevent fraud 
altogether, because at every election there were 
cases of impersonation, despite the punishment 
to which those ~;uilty of personation rendered 
themselves liable. He believed that under the 
clause there would be fewer cases of fraud than 
there were at present. He hoped the Committee 
would accept the clause, and not disfranchise 
the 13,000 people who voted by post at the last 
election. 

Mr. GRANT: How many of those 13,000 could 
not have gone to the poll? 

HoN. R. PHILP : He had no wish to labour 
the matter. They had a big discussion the other 
night, and he was prepared to go to a vote at 
once. He hoped the Committee would discuss it 
fairly and free from party considerations. No­
body knew for whom those people were going to 
vote, and under the amendment it would not be 
possible to canvass any more than could be done 
now. It was all nonsense saying it would inter­
fere with the secrecy of the ballot if they can­
vassed ·for votes. At every election votes were 
canvassed. In some cases there was a house-to­
house canvass, and a great many people were not 
afraid to say how they were going to vote. It 
was astonishing how near some of the party 
organisations got in their estimate of the votes 
polled for their candidates. Of course every 
party had its organisation, the members of which 
canvassed the electors, got promises, and then 
totted up how many votes they were going to 
get, and frequently they were very near to the 
actual result. He now moved the amendment 
standing in his name. 

The HOME SECRETARY could not see his 
way to accept the amendment. He did not pro­
pose to go into the question at any length, 
because postal voting was fully discussed last 
week, but he just wished to say that this amend• 
ment appeared to him to be more objectionable 
than the old clause. 

LABOUR MEMBERS: Hear, hear ! 
Hon. R. PHILP: In what way? 

The R0:\1E SECRETARY: In many ways. 
It enlarged the scope of the people entitled to 
witness the postal vote. 

Hon. R. PHILP : Ob, no ! Only the appli­
cation. 

The HOME SECRETARY : It still kept in 
the old syRtem of sending certificate and ballot· 
paper to some address, not the address of the 

Hon. A. G. C. Hawthorn.] 
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voter, which was a most objectionable clause, 
and it provided for people voting outside> the 
State; that was in addition to the old system. 

Hon. R. PHILP: Qh, no ! They did it before. 
The HOME SECRETARY: The beginning 

of the section was somewhat on the lines of the 
Commonwealth section 109 ; and he would jnst 
like to read, as to the operation of tha~ Act, the 
report of a committee which inquired into the 
Federal elections in 1904. They said-

Without concluding that undue influence was used 
in connection with the postal vote, the evidence 
adduced shows that, under the pre~ent subsection, 
advantage may be taken to destroy the free and secret 
exercise of the franchise. 'fhe application forms may 
be witnessed in blank, and these forms may be taken 
in numbers by agents far candidat.es when canvassing. 
and pressure brought to bea.i' upon persons ~hose 
names are on the roll. The evidence justifies your 
committee in finding that mnny persons who voted by 
post had not reason to believe that they would be more 
than 5 miles from tbeir polling-place on the day of elec- · 
tion, and were on that day within that limit. It would 
appear that the voting facilities provided have been 
used contrary to the· intention of the Act. 

Mr. MACARTNEY : Your predecessor quoted 
that when he introduced the po,tal vote. 

The HOME SECRETARY: He quoted that 
for the purpose of showing what the result of 
section 109 had been in the Federal election. It 
had met there with entire disapproval, and he 
considered, by consenting to this clause going in, 
they would be emphasising their disapproval and 
the necessity for doing away wit,h the postal 
vote. He could not accept the amendment. 

Mr. GUNN (Carna1·von): He was one of those 
who voted against the Government the other 
night, because he thought the postal vote should 
not be done away with altogether. Hn thought 
it was only just that both men and women 
should be able to vote. At the same t.iml', he 
did not see that the amendment would be an 
advantage in the way it was drawn, and unless 
it was very materially altered he could not 
support it. The first clause, with regard to 
females voter• residing over 3 miles away 
from a polling-booth, was inteni!ed for those 
voters who lived in the country districts away 
from polling-booths. His experience was that 
those people would go to a polling-booth just the 
same as anybody else. (Hear, hear!) They 
went 20 or 30 miles to a race meeting, and they 
wonld go to a polling-booth if they wanted to. 

Mr. KEOGH: That is not my experience. 
Mr. GUNN: He had had a good deal nf ex­

perience in the bush. At the ll1st election he 
could not call to mind a single country elector in 
his own electorate who used the pootal vote­
they were all used by town electors. 

Hon. E. B. FoRREST : Scores of them did not 
vote. 

Mr. GUNN: It appeared that there were 
1,300 postal votes not accounted for ; they got 
astray somehow or other, That might be 
accounted for in this way : His brother was 
living in Brisbane at the time, and was qualified 
to vote in respect of a grazing farm he had in the 
Warrego district. He applied for a postal certi· 
ficate, bnt by the time he got it ic was too late to 
catch the Western mail, which left two or three 
hours before it came in. Consequently, that vote 
was useless. He would like to see male and female 
sick people haVe a VOte, and also those 01l the 
sea. Subclauses 2 and 3 he would like to see 
passed, but subclause 1 ought to be struck ont. 
Then, as to the application for a postal vote, it 
was r>roposed by the amendment that any elector 
could witness it, and he believed that was quite 
right. Then the next thing, which was the vital 
part of the whole matter, was as to who should 
witnefs the postal certificate. It had been 
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suggested that a police magistrate, or a head 
teacher, or a police officer should witness 
them, but if any of our .women folk were 
sick in bed they did not want those persons to 
witness them. He thought, if it was to be of 
any use at all to sick people, it would have to be 
witnessed by two electors. When a man 
made a will it was a\;tested by two ordinary 
signatures, and he did not see why two ordinary 
signatures would not do in this case. He could 
not see that it would lead to fraud. If it was 
arranged that way, the vote could be witnessed 
by members of the family ; it would not matter 
if they each knew how the other voted. If the 
amendment was to be of any nse at all, it should 
provide that two respectable witnesses should be 
allowed to witness the vote. 

Mr. GRAYSON ICunningha1n) could not see 
his way to vote for the amendment. He had no 
reason to find fault with the postal vr•te. The 
number recorded in his electorate was 170, out of 
which 100 were recorded for him, and 70 for 
his opponent. At the same time, he could see 
that it was liable to be abused by un:;crupul­
ous persons with plenty of money at their back. 
The postal vote was all right if it had been 
properly used, but there were many justices of 
the peace who were very anxious to have their 
own candidate elected, and they used every 
mean•-unscrnpulous means-in order to obtain 
postal votes for their candidate. At the declara· 
tion of the poll for Cunningham, he stated 
emphatically that he would use every means in 
his power to abolish the postal vote. 

Mr. MACARTNEY: That was afLer the poll. 
(Laughter.) · 

Mr. G RA YSON: That was after the poll. 
He was present at the declaration of the poll at 
the Warwick election, when he beard the present 
member state that he wa~ opposed to the postal 
vote, and would do his utmost to have it 
abolished. He also beard his opponent, Mr. 
Barnes, who was equally emphatic in his objec· 
tion to the postal vote, say he hoped it would be 
abolished at the first opportunity. He had 
heard the hon. member for Bnlimba, when 
speaking about the Warwick election, state that 
the postal vote was used entirely in favour of the 
present member foi Warwick. 

Mr. BARNES : I never said so. 
Mr. G RA YSON : At the vVarwick election 

the Hon. T. O'Sullivan received at the first 
count 384 pmtal votes, and Mr. Barnes 393. 
On the second count Mr. O'Snllivan received 
382 and Mr. Barnes 397. Hon. members would 
understand that the Opposition candidate, not­
withstanding the rema1ks of the hon. member 
for Bultinba, received more postal votes than 
Mr. O'Sullivan. 

Mr. BoUCHARD : vVhat has that to do with it? 

Mr. GRAYSON: This was a little informa· 
tion that hon. members on the Opposition side 
did not like to hear. It was as well that the 
truth should be told. 

Mr. KEOGH: 'I'he six justices of the peace did 
not do very much. 

Mr. GRAYSON: In reference to those jus­
tices of the peace, he might say that at the 
time of the election it was found by the sup· 
porters of the present member for Warwick that 
nearly all the justices of the peace were on the 
side of the Opposition candidate.~ (Laughter.) 
There were only two available justices of the 
peace to witness signatures of voters on Mr. 
O'Sullivan's · side, and the hon. tuember for 
Warwick was quite justified in nominating 
further justices in order to witmss pcstal ballot· 
papers during the contest. The hon. member for 
Bulimba made certain charges against reputable 
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gen~lemen in Warwick, that they had exercised 
thmr full functions of magistracy before being 
sworn in. That was a deliberate untruth. 

Mr. BARNES : I say it is perfectly true. 

HoN. R. PHILP asked if the hon. member 
was in order in making a statement that another 
hon. gentleman bad spoken a deliberate untruth. 

The CHAIRMAN : The hon. geatleman is 
distinctly out of order. He can say the bon. 
gentleman is not correct. 

Mr. GRAYSON: He would say that the hon. 
member was decidedly incorrect. The hon 
member for Bulimba also stated that they bad 
fraudulently and unlawfully attested documents 
in connection with the postal vote before they 
were sworn in "M justices of the peace. 

:Mr. BARNES: "Hear, hear! 

Mr. GRAYSON: On behalf of the men 
against whom the libel was uttered the Warwick 
Argu,~, in its issue of 27th August,' published an 
absolute and unqualified denial of the charges, 
and challenged the hoo. member for Bulimba to 
come to Warwick and from the public platform 
repeat and substantiate the charo-e which he 
!'Dade under privilege, and allow the ~ight of reply 
m defence. Had he done so? No. A copy of 
the Warwick Argus was posted to the hon. mem­
ber for Bulimba; and he. asked that hon. gentle­
man now if he had replied to tho -e charges. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: No. He has 
got another charge now. 

Mr. GRA YSON : .The hon. member for 
Bulimba, und~r the cloak of the privileges of 

the House, made a charge against 
[7.30 p.m.] some of the most reputable citizens 

of Warwick. 
Mr. BARNE~ : It is perfectly correct. 
Mr. GRAYSON: The hon. member further 

made a charge to the effect that "the son of a 
man who is said to be one of the leading demo­
~rats in Queensland was going round in the 
mterests of the member for Warwick and in the 
case of illiterates, guiding their hand; and seeing 
their votEs were sent in." 

Mr. BARNES : Hear, hear 

Mr. GRAYSON: He could say that it was 
absolutely incorrect. 

Mr. BARNES: WCJre you behind the justices of 
the peace all the time ? 

Mr. GRAYSON: He had been a resident of 
Warwick for forty years, and he was sure the 
members of the Committee would give him credit 
for knowing what he was talking about. The 
statements which he was making were perfectly 
correct, as he had made strict inquiries, and he 
would not make those statements before the 
Committe~ unless he knew they were correct. 
The a!luswn made by the hon. memller for 
Bulimba was to Mr. A. C. Morgan, and to this the 
Argus, in its issue of 27th August, also published 
an absolute and unqualified denial of the chara-e 
and challenged the hon. member for Bulimb• "t~ 
come to Warwick and from the public. platform 
repeat and substantiate the charge made under 
privilege; and, further, in order that the denials 
and challenge should be brought under t~Je 
notice of the hon. member a marked copy of the 
paper wa~ forwarded to him. With respect to 
the hon. member's allegation, he bad neither 
substantiated his statements, refuted the denials 
nor accepted the cha1leuge, but resorted t~ 
the cowardly expedient of making further 
charges .und~r ~he privilege aff,>rded by the 
House, tmpltcatmg other gentlemen by im­
puting motives of malpractice. What he wanted 
to know was whether the hon member for 

Bulimba intended to reply to that-whether 
he intended to go to Warwick and speak on a 
public floor and substantiate the charges which 
he made on the floor of the House. He thought 
he had said sufficient to refute the charges that 
had been made against some of the citizens of 
Warwick, charges that were unworthy of the 
hon. member who made them. 

The CHAIRMAN : Order ! I would like to 
call the attention of the hon. member to the fact 
that he is not debating the question before the 
Committee. He has wandered away pretty con­
siderably, and I shall have to call him to order 
if he continues to do it. 

Mr. GRAYSON: He hoped the hon. member 
for Bulimba would go to \Varwick to substan­
tiate the charges he had made. With regard to 
the amendment of the le1der of the Opposition, 
he saw ~ufficient during the late election to con-

, vince him that, if the postal vote were allowed to 
remain in the Act, it would again be very largely 
abused. The electioneering agents had just got 
properly educated up to it, and if they had an 
election in the near future--

The Ho>!E SECRETARY : It will be all postal 
voteH. 

Mr. GRAYSON: It would be abused as it 
was at the last election, and more so. He 
would like to see some means adopted whereby 
invalids-both male and female-nnd inmates of 
hospitals, and others, conld record their Yotes at 
electione. If the amendment of the leader of 
the Opposition were adopted, it would widen the 
scope, and the postal vote could be abused in a 
similar way as it was in the past. 

Hon. R. PHILP: You have not read it. 
Mr. GRA.YSON: He had read it. 
Hon. R. PHILP : \V ell, yon do not understand 

it. 
Mr. GRAYSON: The difficulty could be 

minimised by the Government establishing more 
polling-booths. Tne £3,000 or £4,000 which had 

~ been expended in advertising the names of 
electors who had been put on the ro:l could be 
more judiciously spent on having more ·palling­
booths, so that females could have opportunities 
of recording their votes on ele0tion clay. He 
agreed with the hon. memher for Carnarvon, 
Mr. Gunn, that in a country electorate both 
males and females would record their votes much 
more freely at the po:ls than in the metropolitan 
areas. 

The HoME SECRETARY : The figures at the last 
electiun show that. 

Mr. GRAYSON: The postal vote was used 
more freely in the towns than in the country at 
the lasL el<ction. In the Cunning ham electorate 
there were only 170 postal votes recorded out of 
the 4,100 cast. That showed that only a small 
proportion of the electors of Cunning ham took the 
trouble to nse the postal vote. After carefully 
reading the amendment of the leader of the 
Opposition, he had come to the conclusion that 
he could not support it. 

Mr. DJ<]NHAM ( Oxley) : The arguments used 
by tbe hon. member who had just sat down were 
very singular. The hon. gentleman based his 
objection to the amendment on the ground that 
there was a greater proportion of postal votes cast 
in the large towns than there were in the country 
districts. That proved that a greater number of 
the electors in the towns a.vailed themselves of 
the vote than in the country, but it did not prove 
that the postal vote was deprc ciated by the 
country electors. Anyone Woho voted against the 
amendment of the Hon. R. Philp had no 
sympathy whatever with the female vote. 

GOVERN1!ENT and LABOUR MEMBERS : Oh, 
oh! (Laughter.) 

Mr. Denham.] 
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Mr. RYLAND : Ring off. 
Hon. E. B. FoRREST : They do not like to be 

told that. 
Mr. DENHAM: The>re would be an obliga­

tion imposed on every woman twenty-one years 
of age to cast her vote at the ballot-box. They 
knew very well that there were many circum· 
~tances under which it was impossible for women 
to avail themselves of that obligation. They 
had the care of young children, and it was 
ridiculous for the member for Carnarvon to talk 
about a circus attracting these people. How 
many women were there in the country who 
would leave their homes to go to a circus? 

Mr. GuxN : They take their youngsters with 
them. 

Mr. DENHAM : If any hon. member voted 
against the amendment, which provided that 
any woman living at a distance of 3 miles from 
the polling-booth, could exercise her right by 
postal ballot, he was doing that -which was 
against the best interests of this State, by put­
ting an impediment in the way of women going 
to the ballot-box. The argument used by the 
hon. member for Cunningham merely showed 
that in the town of -Warwick the vote was used 
extensively, and there it was appreciated evi· 
dently by both sides, because it was about equally 
divided. Re could not understand the attitude 
of the hon. member for Carnarvon. That hon. 
member voted for the retention of the postal vote 
throughout the whole State, and yet he was not 
in favour of giving the postal vote for the 3-mile 
area. In the very short time that the hon. 
member had been in the House he had got him­
self into such a ludicrous position as bad never 
before been taken up by any hon. gentleman. 

Mr. ]}fAXWELL: There have been a lot of 
changes in this House. 

M_r. DENHAM: He had seen many changes, 
bnt It was remarkable that the bon. gentleman 

/should, at so early a stage in the session, be 
amenable to the control of the whip under whose 
advice he was acting. The hon. member for 
Burke who just interjected would never yet be 
called a gond man by any person in the State. 

Mr. M,\NN: He nsed to be when he was sup­
porting yon. 

Mr. DENHAM: He never appreciated sup­
port from such an individual as the hon. member 
for Cairns, at any rate. 

The CHAIRMAN: Order, order ! 

Mr. DEN HAM: The amendment had been 
introduced by the leader of the Opposition in 
very clear terms-showing what an advantage it 
_would be to our women. Already those hon. 
gentlemen advocated that it should be available 
to the sick and infirm or to absent voters, snch 
as those tra veiling at sea. If they were prepared 
to confer that privilPge nnder those circum­
stances they certainly should be prepared to 
confPr it on their womanhood who, by reason of 
their distance from the polling-booth and from 
homely cares and responsibilities, were unable to 
attend to their duties and gd to the poll, and 
there should not be any objection to the witness­
ing of their postal ballots. Any objection there 
might hB wonld be freely met by allowing the 
postal certificate to be witnessed by the same 
person who witnessed the application-either the 
returning officer or two electors of the district. 

Mr. HARD ACRE : \Vhat part rlo yon propose 
shall be witnessed ? 

Mr. DENHAM<!' The application. The 
amendment provided that the application shall 
be witnessed by the returning officer or an 
elector. The amendment made it restrictive as 
to penalties. They could make it as much more 

[Mr. Denham. 

restrictive as they liked. He did not care how 
difficult they made it for the wrong thing to be 
done, but do not let it be said that the Legisla­
tive Assembly of Queensland was so lacking in 
chivalry as to rob the womanhood of Queensland 
of their political rights. ' 

Mr. HARDACRE : He stated, when he was 
voting for the abolition of the postal system the 
other night, that he wonld be pleased to support 
some form of postal voting if some suitable 
system could be devised. He had gone carefully 
through the amendment, and he had to say that 
it was a very ingenious amendment, and very 
cleverly worked out. 

Hon. H. PHILP: What is wrong with it? 

Mr. HARD ACRE: It did credit to the care 
that had been bestowed npon it. 

Mr. RYLAND: Underground engineering. 
Mr. HARD ACRE: It· had been well done. 

It did not seem to him to meet the difficulty 
that existed in his mind. Re pointed ont before 
that any proposal that insisted upon the applica· 
tion form being witnessed by anyone was no 
good. The mail only ran once a week in every 
part of his district. 

Mr. NEVITT : It is not that often in many 
parts of my district. 

Mr. HARDACRE : There were very few 
cases where the mail ran oftener than once a 
week, and a voter would have to get an applica· 
tion form sent to him and then would have to 
have sent back to him a ballot-paper, which 
would mean at least a delay of a fortnight or 
three weeks. That would have to be the time 
that would have to be allowed before the vote 
could be secured. He had tried to think of some 
way ont of the difficulty, but he had failed to 
come to a satisfactory conclusion. The amend­
ment proposed that the postal ballot should be 
witnessed by a jugtice of the peace, State school 

_teacher, senior constable, postmaster, or others, 
and that provision, so far as the country districts 
were concerned, would be of no ad vantage. 

Mr. DENHAM : Or an elector. 
Mr. HARDACRE : That would be better, 

bnt he would point out that in the outlying 
districts there would be no justices of the ,peace, 
no postmasters, no State school teacher, and no 
senior const.able, and therefore the electors could 
not take ad vantage of the proposal of the leader 
of the Opposition. Then there was the fault 
that the amendment. made no provision that the 
justice of the peace, State school teacher, or 
postmaster, as the case may be, should incur any 
penalty if he saw the way the elector was going 
to vote. 

Hon. R. PHILP: There is a heavy fine im­
posed. 

Mr. DENHAM : The penalty is £100. 
Mr. HARD ACRE: Vlho was going 'to prove 

it, in any case? Then there was no penalty on 
the part ef the voter if he allowed anyone else to 
see the way in which he voted. If there was a 
heavy penalty on both parties, and the proposal 
was amel)ded so that the signature could be 
attested by an elector, then he would be more 
inclined to support it. He certainly desired to 
give the women in the country districts a vote; 
bnt they bad not Leen able to do it in a satis­
factory manner. 

Mr. SUMNER (Nundah): If he followed the 
logic of the hon. member for Clermont, he would 
be only too happy to wipe out the postal vote 
altogether, because he had suffered a good deal 
by it. It was his own fanlt, because he never 
dropped to it until it was too late. He only got 
in during the last day or two; bnt if he had had 
a day or two longer he wonld have got a good 
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deal more votes. The whole fault of the postal 
clauge in the present Act was due to the pos­
sibility of justices of the peace being employed 
to go round and canYass for votes; and the 
very fact that those votes were recorded prin­
cipaliy in the towns and settled districts proved 
the fact that where justices of the peace could 
get at them very easily the votes were ob· 
tained. He knew of instances where women 
wanted to go to the polling-booth, and the 
justice of the peace said, "You may not get 
there in time and you ought to vote br post," 
and he took very good care to see which way 
they voted. A good deal had been said about 
thA pos•ibility of coercion, but he did not think 
there was very much in that nowadays. 

OPPOSITION l\fE1IBERt:l: Hear, hear! 
Mr. SUMNER : At election times he thought 

everyone knew one';; colours. In his electorate 
there was a large manufacturing concern- the 
Zillmere Bacon :Factory. The managing director 
of that factory was a strong opponent of hie-he 
opposed him by money, and by his eloquence--

l\!Ir. DENHAM : There was no coercion. 

Mr. SUMNER: No. Yet he got about 90 
per cent. of the votes in the factory, and he 
never went near the place. He only went to 
Zillrnere one dark night, and never canvassed 
the place at all. That gentleman did what he 
could without coercion, and there were a good 
many men like him in Queensland. (Hear, 
bear!) Though they might ha1•e very strong 
convictions themselves, they would never try 
and cuerce , their working people .. one way or 
another. lYiany members had spoken about the 
abuses of the postal vote, and rather than have 
the abuses they would wipe out the vote 
altogether. He would rather have a little abuse 
than prevent a number of people who were 
unable to vote at the ballot from recording their 
votes by post. 

OPPOSITION MEMBERS : Hear, hear ! 

Mr. SUMNER : One of the first principles of 
democracy was to see that every man and 
woman was on the roll, and, when they were 
enrolled, to give them the utmost facility for 
recording their votes. He was going to give his 
vote to see that the women of Queensland should 
have an opportunity of recording their votes, 
even though there was a possibility of a little 
abuse creeping in. If they could stop justices 
of the peace from going round canvassing, they 
would stop nearly all the abuses that crept in 
under the clause. There would not be many 
people who would risk the penalty imposed by 
the amendment in order to try and get women 
to vote. He was going to support the amend­
ment, but he should like to further amend it so 
that an ordinary elector could witness the ballot­
pap~r as well as the application form. 

Mr. ARMSTRONG: It was quite refreshing 
to hear a speech such as·that fallen from the hon. 
member for Nundah. He had had a good deal 
of exl?erience, and for many years he had spoken 
on d1fferent Electoral Acts, but he had never 
known of any coercion. Nine-tenths of the 
employers did not care one bit. Of course they 
had their political opinions, but there was no 
coercion or attempt at coercion. He congratu­
lated the hon. member on the stand he had 
taken. The hon. member for Cunningham, in 
refutin~ the charge he made in the Chamber the 
other mght, had made a very much more serious 
one. He questioned the truth of a sworn 
declaration. In referring to the matter in the 
way he did, he was not discussing the state­
ment made by the hon. member for Bulimba, 
but he was making a very much more 
serious charge. The hop. member for Leich-

hardt was going to disfranchise or proposed 
to vote against the measure, because the 
country district be had experience of received 
a mail only once a week. \Vas a country elec­
torate such as he (Mr. Armstrong) represented, 
which had a' mail three times a week, to be 
disfranchised because of the hon. member's 
experience of his own electorate, which had a 
mail only once a week? Surely a person who 
required a postal vote should know the condi­
tions under which he should apply for it. He 
admitted that at the last election the manner in 
which the postal vote was exercised was in some 
respects objectionable; but where was the first 
wrong step taken? \Vould the Home Se0retary 
say that justices of the peace were not created 
broadcast on the eve of the election? 

The HoME SECRETARY: No; not many of 
them. 

Mr. ARMSTRONG: There were justices 
created within three weeks of the election. some 
of whom could barely ,;ign their nacnes: He 
knew of one justice who witnessed voting-roapers 
in blank before they were signed by the electors. 

Mr. MACARTNEY : They were created ten days 
before the election. 

Mr. ARMSTRONG: He did not !mow suffi­
"'cient about the \Varwick election to refer to it, 
but the fact remained that a considerable number 

of justices were created there on the 
[8 p.m.] eve of the election. The first persnn 

to apologise for the acti<m of the 
Government in creating those justices of th\) 
peace was the hon. member for Cur.ningham. 
He said that it was quite right, as ail the 
existing justices were predisposed in favour of 
the Opposition candidate, and it was only right 
that the Hon. the Secretary for Public \Vorks 
should get some of hi,; own nominees put on the 
commission of the peace. He oid not deny that 
there were abuses. Everyman who used the postal 
vote used it for all it was worth. If he did not, 
he was an ass. If the law g.we a man a certain 
weapon to use, and he did not use it, be was not 
fit to be an interpreter of the law in that Cham­
ber as long a,; he kept within the four corners of 
the law. Surely the collective wisdom of that 
Chamber was not incapable of devising some 
means of preventing abuses in the futuro, thereby 
preventing a large number of females from being 
disfranchised. Speaking as a country member, 
be said that, unless every schoolhouse was made 
a polling-booth, a very large number of female 
electors would not be able to record their votes. 
Women with household duties to attend to could 
not afford the time to travel long distances to 
polling-booths. The hon. member for Carnarvon 
said they were willing to go to sports, race meet­
ings, and circuses. That was not his experience. 
The men went to those places, but unless the 
women lived within a few miles they clid not 
attend. 

Mr. GRANT: 'The highest percentage of postal 
votes was in the towns. 

Mr. ARMSTRONG: The hon. member could 
not have read the clause, as it proposed to limit 
the right to vote by post to females who lived 
more than 3 miles out of town. He intended 
to vote in favour of the amendment. 

Mr. MANN could not support the amendment 
for the reason that there were too many loop­
holes. For instance-

Any female elector who resides at least three miles by 
the nearest practicable road from the nearest polling­
place-
might vote by post. She might reside alongside 
a railway or a tramway, and still be allowed to 
vote. Then the clause would practically allow 
anybody to ask for a postal vote on the ground 
that they might be ill on the day of the election. 

Mr. M ann.] 
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Again, any elector might ask for a .Postal vote on 
the ground that on the day ,,f electiOn they would 
be travelling at sea, while they might merely go 
on an excursion 4 miles out to sea, and claim 
that they were out of the State on !,he day of the 
electiOn, as some of them did now, and then call 
that travelling at sea. He believed in everyone 
going to the poll, as less influence could be u•ed. 
At tbe last election t:wo or three persons applied 
for postal votes in Cairns, saying that they 
would be absent from the electorate on the day 
of the poll, and those people were walking 
about Cairns on election day. Worse th.an that, 
the clause provided that applications might be 
made to the returning officer for a postal vote 
certific,tte not later than the seco!)d day pre­
ceding polling-day. 'fhat would only allow the 
returning officer two days in which to notify to 
the different presiding officers the persons to 
whom he had issued postal certificates. , In 
Cairns the returning officer sent up a list 
of the names of the last ten electors to 
whom postal certifica,tes were issued to one 
presiding officer to scr.atch off his roll, and 
that presiding officer put in a claim for 10s. 
for scratching off those names. They were going 
to have a lot of trouble over the elections if a 
returning officer could no-t notify his presiding., 
officers in time. The hon. member for Oxley 
said he did not want the support of such an indi­
vidual as he (Mr. Mann). He wondered when 
the hon. member had changed his opinion, be­
ca,use it was fresh in the minds of most hon. 
members that at the time of the Federal election 
he wanted the support of every person. He 
wanted the women of theN ational Liberal Union 
to court working pe 1ple by shaking them by the 
hand, and make friends, for the time being, of any 
sort of person in order to get their votes. When 
he was sitting on the Government side, he (Mr. 
Manu) was one of the hon. member's warmest 
supporters, and, if the hon. member came back 
again, he would be only too pleased to have him 
(Mr. Mann) supporting him again. He hoped he 
would ne~er have the political character of the 
ban. member of being false to his friends. 

The CHAIRMAN: Order ! I would point 
out to the hon. member that he is making a 
personal reflections on a member of the Com­
mittee. I know the hon. member interjected 
while the hon. member for Oxley was speaking, 
but I did not catch his interjection. The hon. 
member should not make personal reflections. 

Mr. MANN: What he had interjected was 
that one day the hon. member called, "Three 
cheers for Bob Philp, the best man in Queens­
land," and next day he voted against him. He 
hoped he would never be so false to his friends 
as that. 

The CHAIRMAN : Order ! 

Ho::\'. E. B. FORREST: They had been in­
formed that·the postal vote had been abused. 

The HOME SECRETARY : Do you deny it? 
HoN. E. B. FORREST: He thought that if 

they went very minutely into the matter they 
would find that it had been abused very much 
more on the Government side of the House than 
by supporters of the Opposition. If the postal 
vote had been abused, it had been abused more 
in Warwick ~han in any other place in Queens­
land. They bad put up a record at Warwick 
which it would take a lot to beat. But, notwith­
standing all that had been said about abuse, he 
contended that there was probably no more ' 
abuse in connection with the postal vote than 
there had been in other respects at elections. 
Everybody who had ever bad anything to do 
with an election knew that, however de,lirous 
one might be to avoid abuses, one could not avoid 
them. Member after member had talked about 

[Mr.Mann. 

the way the postal vote had been abuseJ, but not 
one single instance had been cited to show how 
it had been abused. But, if it had been abused 
in the sense in which he understood the word 
" abuse," he maintained that nothing had trans­
pired to justify the abolition of the postal vote 
and the consequent disfranchisement of thou­
sands of women in the State. Abuse of the 
postal vote was not the trouble. The fact was 
that the women had made a mistake. Had thev 
voted for the Labour party, the Commi&tee would 
never have heard all this talk about the abuse 
of the postal vote. But the women exercised 
common sense and voted for the people they 
thought most of. That was thew hole trouble, and 
all this talk about the abuse of the postal vote 
was so much humbug. There had been a lot of 
talk about not allowing the expenses of cabs and 
canvassing at elections, yet it was well known 
that in the J<'ederal elections, though there ·was a 
limit fixed to the expenses of candidates, more 
money was probably spent at those elections 
than at the State elections, not by the candidate 
perhaps, but by somebody elso who put up the 
money and spent it. He hoped the amendmenu 
would be carried. 

Mr. RANKIN (Bu1·rum) intended to support 
the amendmmt which, though possibly defective 
in one or two respects, might be improved later 
on. He disliked the parochial spirit w hi eh had 
been introduced into the discussion by men>bers 
referring to the numb~r of postal votes given in 
their several electorates. He considered that 
they should deal with the matter on broader 
grounds. Having recognised the desirability of 
extending the franchise all round, what right 
had they, by the abolition of the postal vote, to 
practically disfranchise large bodies of· electors? 
That was neither chivalrous, right, nor honest; 
and chivalry and honesty should play a big part 
in the work of any Legislature. The principle of 
the postal vote was adopted in the Federal elec­
tions and in the local authorities' elections in 
this State, and he did not think there had been 
any great abuse of the system in either case. 
The best thing they could do in the interest of 
the State was to retain the postal vote. 

Mr. MACARTNEY intended to cast his 
vote in favour of the amendment. The Govern­
ment proposed to wipe out the postal vote, 
simply because their friends in the corner, the 
smallest section in the House. had dictated to 
them what they required. That was a discredit 
to the members of the Government as men and 
as Ministers. In no electorate was the postal 
vote more abused than it was in the electorate of 
Enoggera. 

The HoME SECRETARY : I deny that. 
Mr. MACARTNEY : He had in his pocket a 

letter written by a man whom he did not know 
and had never spoken to, telling of the use made 
of the postal vote by justices of the peace iri the 
employment of the Home Secretary. The postal 
vote was worked for all it was worth by the sup­
porters of the Government, and, if there was any 
blame for abus~ in connection with it, it lay at 
the door of the Government, by "horn the postal 
vote had been introduced. If they had the 
proper position in the House, they would have 
the member for Fortitude Valley, Mr. Bowman, 
sitting on the Treasury bench in charge of this 
Bill. The amendment was a modification of the 
postal vote as contained in the Elections Act, 
and it provided safeguards which would render 
abuse of the postal vote almost impossible. There 
were three paragraphs which provided safe­
guards against abuses. The 3rd paragraph on 
page 2 provided that- ' 

Any person who makes in any such application any 
statement. which in any material particular is to his or 
her knowledge false shall be liable to a penalty not 
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exceeding one hundred pounds or to imprisonment 
with or without hard labour ror any period not exceed­
ing sh: months. 
Who was likely to make a false declaration 
when they would be liable to a penalty of that 
sort for so doing? 

An HoNOURABLE MEMBER: Who could prove 
it? 

Mr. MAOARTNEY : The declaration would 
be signed by the applicn,nt and would speak for 
itself, besides which the signature would be wit­
nessed, so that it was nonsense to say that that 
provision was not a protection against fraud. 
Then in subclause (2) on page 4 it was provided 
that-

Any such person ~ho so attests, receives, or takes a 
pos~nl vote qr envelope containing a postal vote shall 
be hable to a peualty not exceeding one hundred pounds, 
n.nd the election of a candidate who, or whose agent to 
the knowledge of tile candidate, so attests or receives 
or takes such postal vote or envelope sliall be void. 
Was that not a safeguard? Not only that, but 
there was a further paragraph which read-

If any person before whom a voter votes in the 
discharge of his duties under this Act learns for what 
candidate such voter has voted, he shall not, by word 
or act or any other means whatsoever. directly or 
indir.ectly, clivulge or discover, or aid in divulging or 
discovering, the fact, save in answer to some question 
which he is legally bound to answer. .Any such person 
guilty of a breach of this subsection shall be liable to a 
penalty not exceeding one hundred pounds or to be 
imprisoned for an:r period not exceeding one year. 

That was a very strong provision indeed, and it 
would prevent the abuses which had been 
complained of during the second reading of the 
Bill and the discussion in Committee so far as it 
had gone. It was perfectly idle for the Premier 
or the members of the front Government bench 
to say that the whole gist of this Bill-the wiping 
out of the postal vote-had reference 1 o the 
secrecy of the ballot. As a matter of fact, 
pretty well in every electora,te of the State the 
vote that every man cast was known. It was 
known to canvassers and the candidates them­
se] v<>s ; and, after all, the secrecy of the ballot 
was more or le3S a myth. He admitted there 
were some cases where therH was a secrecy 
attached to it, but they were few and far between. 
So far as it was humanly possible to preserve 
secrecy, it was provided for in this amendment, 
and he could not understand the hon. gentleman 
depriving of the ft-anchise so many sick women 
and unfortunate people, together with the people 
who travelled by sea at election times. The 
women took a material interest in this matter. 
There were some large and extensive organisa­
tions of women in Queensland. He had here a 
letter written to the Premier, which he proposed 
to read for the purpose of having it placed on 
record in Hansard. 

Mr. GRANT : \Vhat association does it repre· 
sent? 

Mr. MAOARTNEY: The letter was addressed 
by the Queensland Women's Electoral League to 
the'" Premier on li5th August-

Sir,-On behalf of the Queensland Women's Electoral 
League we beg to protest against the proposed amend­
ment in the State Elections A.ct, in so far as the elimi­
nation of the postal vote clause is concerned. While 
aware of the abuse it received at the last State elections, 
we consider that to elhninate it altogether would be dis­
franchising a very large number of electors who are 
entitled, as citizens of this State, to vote at all parlia­
mentary elections. But. though protesting against t.he 
elimination, we recognise that the clause should be 
amended so as, as far as possible, to preserve the secrecy 
of the ballot and prevent abuse of it. This we think 
possible. and respectfully suggest that the clause be 
amended so as to provide facilities for voting by post 
by those who are unable to come to the polling-booths. 
Our league bas consistently urged on all women, if 
physically fit, to come and record their votes at the 
various polling-booths. Nevertheless, there are many 
cases where through infirmity and physical disabilities 

-to say nothing of the distances in the co11ntry and 
domestic duties, such as the care of the young­
women's first and paramount duty-the fact, beyond 
argument, remains that attenda.nce at the booth in 
such cases is a sheer impossibility. 'l1his being so, our 
league iR or the opinion that, since women-and in this 
connection we speak on behalf of all the women of 
Queensland-are included in the State franchise, it is 
within their rights to ask that e-very facility for record~ 
ing t.heir votes is afforded them. We therefore respect­
fully request you to give this matter your most serious 
consideration. 

That was signed by Mrs. Oorrie on behalf of the 
Queensland Women's Electoral League. He 
thought -hon. members would admit that the 
league was a force at the last election, and that 
they would find it would be a force at the next. 
(Hear, hear !) 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: Not outside 
Brisbane. 

Mr. MAOARTNEY : He had extracted the 
following letter from a paper called the Wo1'ker, 
which showed that the women electors who sup­
ported the LabJur party in Queensland were 
just as much intere~ted in this as any o~her 
electors-

Po3TAL VOTING. 

Dear Wwke>·,-I notice that your attitude to the 
postal vote is one of hostilHyf because of the use made 
of it in certain towns. But there i:t another side of 
the shield, which is the benefit the nostal vote is to 
women electors in the country, whefe bad roads and 
distance make it an impos.:;;ibility for them to record 
their vote at the polling-booth, 

Why not retain its use for the country electors-pro~ 
hibit its use in towns, within a mile of the town boun­
dary, let the voter write direct to the Chief Electoral 
Registrar for a postal ball.,t~paper, without the applica­
tion being witne~sed. The registrur's duty will be to 
search the electoral rolls for verification of the elector's 
application, and notify the local registrar that postal 
Voting~papers have been issued to the· e elector~. who 
then would not be permitted to vote personally at the 
booths. 

Then the elector, on receiving his voting-paper, should 
fill in as he wishes, no witnessing to be requh·ed either 
in this paper, and there would be no intimldH.tion and no 
breach of secrecy. The form would be again sent to 
the Chief Registrar, and opened and counted in the 
head office. There would be no fear of consequences 
in the local district, unless the voter chooses to say 
how his or her vote is cast. Of course there will be 
extra work in the head office at such time, but it will 
be part of the day's work as in many other cases. 

The mea'- ure now before Parliament w11I be very 
carefully watched, and tbe members voting will be 
noted. I trust, sir, that you will give some thought to 
those using the postal vote honestly, as many have 
done, and not assist in their disfranchisement through 
the dishvnesty of others. 

0. E. TRUNDLB. 
Eumundi. 

That was a letter written apparently by a 
Labour woman, and it showed that some of the 
"ympathisers of their friends in the corner did 
not sympathise with them-at any rate, on that 
matter.;; It was not a matter which affected his 
own electorate in the slightest deg-ree, btcause 
out of about 3,500 or more women voters there 
were only 100 votes cast by post. He thought 
that the remarks made about the country 
electors were really correct, and that they 
were the most affected. (Hear, hear!) With 
the hon. member for Lockyer, he must say that 
he listened with a certain amount of pleasure to 
the manly speech delivered by the hon. member 
for N undah. It was refreshing to think that 
they had had a few members· in the House, on 
the other sidP, who were prepared to express 
their opinions even now, and, considering the 
change that had ,taken place last Thursday 
night in the tune of certain members, it was 
more refrebhing still to hear a manly, breezy ' 
speech, such as that delivered by the hon. member 
for Nundah. If his view was correct, we ought to 
put all the electors on the rolls of the State and 

Mr.Macartney.] 
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endeavour to induce every elector to cast their 
vote, instead of endeavouring to put difficulties 
in their way. He must "ay that he was dis­
appointed, after hearing what took place on 
Thursday night, in the hon. member for Car­
narvon. He spoke in favour of the clause then 
before the Committee, and voted against it. 
He also spoke in favour of this amendment, and 
just now indicated his intention to vote against 
it. 

Mr. GuNN: It was a mistake. I thought it 
would wive the Bill out altogether. I only 
wanted to make a protest against wiping out the 
postal vote altogether. 

Mr. MACARTNEY : He could only say 
when he heard the bon. gentleman speak this 
evening that he was under the impression he 
was acting under advice which would probably 
land him in a quandary. (L:.ughter.) Know­
ledge would rome by experience, and some hon. 
members would find out exactly where they were 
without being told by the House. 

Mr. WooDs : They do not forget 1895 and 1896 
-"Bulcocking" the rolls. 

Mr. :MACARTNEY, : He was in hopes that 
the amendment would be carried, and he hoped 
that as the hon. member for Leicbhardt had ex­
pressed an opinion favourable to the amendment 
he would act up to his opinions and support it. 
(Hear, hear !) 

Mr. BARNES : The hon. member for Cnn­
ningham stated that the remarks which he (:Mr. 
Barnes) made on the second reading of the Bill 

about the hands being guided in sign­
[8.30 p. m.] ing postal votes were untrue. HP 

(Mr. Barnes) recognised the serious 
position he was in when he made that statement, 
and he now repeated it, as he was in the posses­
sion of the true facts. 

Mr. GRAYSON: Will you make the statement 
on the Warwick platform? 

Mr. BARNES : He was going to follow that 
matter up, and he could prove that the very 
person wh0 wrote the article in the TVa1·wick 
Argus was the man who was connected with the 
sworn affidavit which he (Mr. Barnes) read the 
other night. 

HoNOURABLE MEMBERS : Ab ! 
Mr. GRAYSON: No. 

Mr. BARNES : tleeing that some hon. mem­
bers might think that he was cornered in this 
particular connection, he would tell them the 
very peroon who ;vrota the article in the 1Va,ncick 
Argus asking him to come up to Warwick and 
substantiate certain statements which he made 
on the second reading of the Bill. Did the hon. 
member contend that the sworn stateilient of 
Jane Thompson was untrue in connection with 
the Warwick election? The hon. member did 
not say so, He would read further what J ane 
Thompson gave in a sworn statement. She 
said-

That on Wednesday, 15th May, between 3 and 4 
o'clock, Mr. A. C. ~iorgan and another man called on 
me at :Mrs. Barnett's, and I then at their request wrote 
a name on a ballot-paper, and the man with :Mr. M organ 
witnessed my signature on the envelope. 

This was the gentleman who made the challenge 
to him in the paper. 

Mr. GRAYSON: Who is Jane Thompson? 

Mr. BAR!>!ES: The hon. member knew who 
Jane Thompson was. (Laughter.) 

The Hmm SECRETRAY: I understand there are 
three Jane Thompsons. 

[Mr. Macartney. 

Mr. BAR~ES: He would tell them who 
.Tane Thompson was. This was her sworn state­
ment-

I, Jane Thompson, charwoman, residing with Mrs. 
Barnett, Dragon street, hereby declare-

That about three weeks ago I was. interYiewed by a 
lady and asked if I had a vote for Warwick. I replied 
I had not. Thereupon the lady stated she would see 
m} name was put on the roll. 

That about a week later, }fr. Hagenback, justice of 
the peace, interviewed me at Mrs. Bn.rnett's house. He 
said my vote was all right. and at his request I signed a 
paper presented to me. The paper was not read over to 
me, and I did not know what it contained. 

' That on Wednesday, 15th ~Iay, between 3 and 4 
o'clock, ~ir. A. C. 11organ and another man called on 
me at :Hrs. Barnett's, and I then at their request wrote 
a name on a ballot-paper, and the man withMr.Morgan 
witnessed my signature on the envelope, 

Mr. Jliiorgan was a young democrat in \Varwick. 
I wish furthel1 to declare that I have been a resident 

of 1Varwick fnr eight weeks only, and I have never 
made a claim to llave my name placed oa the 'Varwick 
roll. 

I know now that I am not entitled to a vote for the 
Warwick electorate. I am not the person numbered 
2-t92, Jane rrhompson, Palmerin street, nor 24.93, Jane 
Thompson, Yictoria street. 

I am not entitled to a vote for 'the electoral district 
of Warwick, and hereby renounce my claim to the vote 
which I gave on the 15th. 

Signed in my presence and declared before me as 
being true and correct, at "\Varwicl\:, this 16th day of 
May, 1907. 

(Signed) JANE TUOJIP:;ON, 

Mr. GRAYSON: Mr. Morgan denies that. 

Mr. BARNES : That was her sworn declara­
tion. \Vhen this woman found that she was in a 
corner through hPr vote having been recorded as 
a postal vote, and she thought she was likely to 
get into trouble when the rightful owner had 
discovered that her vote had been given against 
her, she took the necessary proceedings, and 
that statement was made before a justice of the 
peace. He asked hon. members if he had not 
proved right up to the very hilt the statement 
which he had made the other night 

Hon. E. B. FORREST : True bill. 
Mr. GRAYSON: You have proved it to your 

own satisfaction. 

Nir. BARNES: That was a sworn statement, 
and it should satisfy every hon. member who 
was open to conviction that the statement he 
made the other night was a correct one ; and so 
was every statement he had made there in con­
nection with the Warwick election. He never 
made a statement in that House that the members 
of the Government side were the only ones 
who used the postal vote. 

Mr. GB.AYSON: You !!!~~de it by in6='rEm£?:P.. 

Mr. BARNES: No; he did not. He would 
read a copy of a letter which he bad received 
from Warwick. 

Mr. GRAYSON: \Vho from? 

Mr. BARNES : He would not give the mil'he 
of the writer. (Government laughter.) It bore 
on the appointment of the justices of the peace 
in Warwick just before the election. The leader 
of the Government, by inference, said the other 
night that the employees of the warehouse with 
which he (Mr. Barnes) had the honour to be 
associated in Warwick had been intimidated by 
that house. 

Mr. GRAYSON : I did not hear that. 
Hon. R. PHILP : The Premier did. 
Mr. BARNES: This was the letter he had 

received-
Warwick, llth Angust, 1907. 

Dear :Mr. Barnes,-I have just ,read Hansard report 
in re second reading Elections Bill. That yarn of the 
Premier's re forewoman is all moonshine. I think I 
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heard all the yarns-that were going election time about 
postal abuses, but that one I never heard. I think it is 
a canard, pure and simple. ~fr. Kidston said, also, it 
was a coincidence only-that the six justices gaZetted 
during the election in vrarwick were on O'Sullivan's 
committee. It was not so. The only coincidence about 
it was that the Premier spoke in "'rarwick on 9th May; 
he got hack to Brisbane on the lOth, and that same day 
these six names were gazetted. He took the names down 
in his pocket. 

I would like :you to devise a means to get, through 
the Home Secretary, a declaration made by one Jane 
Thompson on 16th 11ay, 1907. While the Bill is going 
along, this would be interesting to get in from your 
side and would be an answer to the Premier that the 
abuses were on our side. In this, Jane 'l'bompson de­
clared that she had been in ·warwick only eight weeks 
and she had never elaimed to be enrolled for \\""arwick. 
She knew she was not entitled to a vote for \Varwick, 
and she knew she was hot the person on the roll 2492 
or 2493 (.lane Thompsoni. A fortnight before the elec­
tion sh~ was 'vaited upon by two of O'Sullivan's agents 
(named in the declaration} and told her vote was all 
right. A week before that she told another agent that 
she had no vote. 

·whilst he recognised that abuses took pla2e on 
both sides, he would say emphatically that in 
connection with the "\V arwick election the other 
side were by no means free of abuses. Even the 
Premier, in his jud~ment, commiLted an act which 
was unworthy of his position, and that was on 
the eve of the election to come down with six 
men and appoint them as justices of the peace. 

Mr. GBAYSON ; It was done before. 
Hon. R. PHILP: It wa" never done before. 

Mr. BARNES: It had been said that gr<ater 
publicity w"s given to the postal vote than to the 
vote at the ballot. The hon. member for Too­
wong had already questioned that, and he (Mr. 
Barnes) aho questioned it. Any man who knew 
anything about electioneering could always tell 
how the .voting was going. "\Vhen he first stood 
for Bulimba his 3crntineer at Coorparoo told 
him how the voting was going there. He (Mr. 
Barnes) could not give the exact figures, but they 
·were in the same ]>roportion as the correct ones. 
His •crutineer sairl you have got so many ; if 
the number was 200, he said you have 201; and, 
as a matter of fact, when the nu m hers were 
declared, there was 200. They were one out. 

An HONOURABLE 1\fE}IBER: A good guess. 

Mr. BARNES: It was not a good guess at all 
-it was active electioneering. The majority of 
the people, as the hon. member for Nundah 
sto,ted, were not afraid to say how they were 
going to vote. Remarks had 'been made about 
employers intimidating their employees. He did 
not believe it, and he did not believe any n;an 
was worthy of the name of employer who would 
do it. 

Mr. LESINA: There are a few; not the 
majority. 

Mr. BARNES: He ventured to say there 
were men sitting on that side of the House who 
would never for a moment attempt to intimidate 
their employees, and yet if the truth were 
known they would find 99 per cent. of their 
employees voted for them. It all depended upon 
the relations between employer and employee. 
If a man were a tyrant he did not get many 
votes, and he did not deserve them ; and if the 
conditions, generally speaking, were satisfactory, 
the average man was not a strong politician, and 
appreciated the relationship between his master 
anrl himself. Coming again to the principles of 
the Bill, the first point he should like to make 
was this: Should every person have a vote? 

HONOURABLE MEMBERS : Yes. 

Mr. BARNES : He was glad that one hon. 
member in the corner said" Yes," and he hoped 
he would seal that conviction by giving his vote 
for the amendment, because if he voted against 
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it he would block some of the people from 
getting a vote. When discussing a matter of 
that kind they had to be very guarded in their 
language; but he appealed to members of the 
Committee, Was it possible for every woman 
within 3 miles of a polling-booth, or nearer, or 
further away from a polling-booth-was it p.os­
sible for every woman to vote on polling-day? 

An HoNOURABLE ME}!BRR: Neither is it pos­
sible for every man to vote. 

Mr. BARNES: Thev knew it would be death 
for some women, and some men too, to attempt 
go to the po:l and vote. And yet, while advanced 
democrats urged that every person should have 
an opportunity of voting, they were going to say 
that certain women should not vote. \Vhilst on 
the one hand they were crying out to keep the 
cradle fnll, on the other hand they were saying, 
Do not keep the cradle full, because if you do we 
will not give you a vote. If that was democracy, 
all he could say was, "Save me from it." 

JYir. GUNN: The bon. member for Toowong 
stated that he must have voted in mistake. He 
admitted that he had. He wished not to abolish 
the postal vote altogether. What. was the use 
of tbe amendment to sick ladies if they had to 
get a police magistrate or chief constable to go 
into the sick-room to witne>s the signature on 
the ballot-paper ? 

The ROME SECRETARY : The hon. mem­
ber for Toowong stated that Enoggera bad abused 
the postal vote. He (the Home Secretary) 
di&tinctly denied that. The postal vote was 
carried ont as. honestly in Enoggera as any where 
else. "\Vhen he started his campaign he dis­
tinctly told his committee not to have anything 
to do with the postal vote. He looked upon it 
as a very dangerous weapon, and he had not 
intended to use the postal vote at all until, on the 
15th April, he got a letter from the En11ggera 
branch of the \V omen's Electoral League asking 
him to obtain from the Home Secretary about 
300 or 400 application forms for postal votes. 
He tried to get the papers from the Home 
Secretary's Department, and was informed that 
they were not avaihble. 

An HONOURABLE JY1Eii!BEB : Except to their 
own supporters. 

The HOME SECRETARY: He never got a 
single paper from the Home 8ecretary's Depart­
ment or any other department-he bought all his 
forms. When he saw that they wanted 300 or 
400 for the Enoggera branch, he thought it was 
time for him to take a hand. 

GovERNJ!ENT MEMBERS: Hear, hear! 

The HOME SJWRETARY: Having five or 
six justices on his committee, he no longer re­
strained them. There were 286 postal votes 
polled in Enoggera, and he got a good number of 
them ; and, under the circnmstances, he would 
have been very foolish if he had allowed the 
other side to get in first and get all the votes. 
At the same time, he said distinctly that the 
postal vote was a very dangerous thing. 

GOVERNMENT and LABOUR ME)lBERS: Hear, 
hear! 

The HOME SECRETARY: It might prove 
a tremendous abuse at the elections. Anyone 
who took the trouble to get postal votes could 
get them long before polling-day. The hon. 
member for Touwong also accused the Govern­
ment of having introduced the postal vote. 
That was so, but they introduced it with a safe­
guard that was afterwards upset by the other 
Honse. As introduced by the Government, only 
postmasters could witness the postal vote, but it 
would be found, by a reference to page 112 of 
Hansa1·d of the special sesgion of 1905, that the 
leader of the Opposition moved an amendment 

Hon . .A. G. 0. Hawthorn.] 
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to insert the words "or justice of the peace" 
after the word " postmaster." That was not 
accepted, as it was rf'cognised by the Govern­
ment that it would introduce the tra,·elling 
justice of the peace, and enable him to get 
votes indiscriminately. In the other House, 
however, the Hon. A. ·C. Gregory moved pre­
cisely the same amendment as the leader of the 
Opposition had moved in that Chamber, and 
the words "or justice of the peace" we<e in­
serted. That was where the abuse came in. 
Had it been restricted to the postmaster only, it 
would have been all right, but the introduction 
of the justice of the peace did away entirely 
with the secrecy of the ballot. 

LABOUR MEliBEBS : Hear, hear! 
The HOME SECRETARY: They had seen 

frum the reports of the returning officers how 
the ,;ystem had been abused, and they all knew 
what possibilities of abuse there were in connec­
tion with it ; and, under the circumstance>, they 
were doing the women of Queensland no hardship 
if, by preventing a few from going to the poll, 
they restrained the abuses that were posHible 
under the syotem. A good deal had been said 
about protecting the women in remote districts, 
but he would give figures to show that it was 
not the women in the remotP country districts 
who used the postal ballot. In fourteen towns­
Brisbane North, Brisbane South, Charters 
Towers, Croydon, Drayton and Toowoomba, 
}fortitude Valley, Enoggera, Gympie, Ipswich, 
Nundah, Rockhampton, Townsville, Warwick, 
and vVoolloongabba-out of 10,781 postal votes 
polled by females, those fourteen electorates got 
7 259 or 67 per cent. of the total vote. ThA 
r~malmng 3,1\:i'2 votes by females were polled in 
forty-three electorates, and there were four elec­
toratt:s in which there was nu election. Those 
figures showed that it was in the cities .where 
polling-places were plentiful that the postal vote 
was mostly used. Tbere was no difficulty in a 
city like Brisbane in any wom;m going the sho_rt 
distance necessary to record her vote. It was m 
the country districts that there was some diffi­
culty, aud that. would be met by increasing the 
number of polling-places. 

GovERNMENT and LABOUR MEMBERS: Hear, 
hear! 

The HOME SECRETARY: The £4,000 that 
they were going to save in advertising could not 
be better spent than in providing extra polling­
places in the country districte. 

GovERNMENT and LABOUR MEMBERS : Hear, 
hear! 

HoN. R. PHILP: The Home Secretary 
seemed to be gving outside the amendment 
altogether. The hon. gentleman referred to the 
number of people who voted uy post in the big 
towns. They fought the other ride last week on 
the abolition of the postal vote, and the present 
proposal was to give those women who lived 
more th:1n 3 miles from a polling-place the right 
to vote by post. He hoped the majority of the 
Committee would give .the women of Queens­
land an opportunity to vote. At the last election 
the Government made a big boast about giving 
the women the franchise, anrl now they were 
trying to take it away from them. 

GoVERNMENT and LABOUR MEMBERS: No. 
HoN. R. PHILP: He was willing to give 

them all thA safeguards possible. Surely seventy­
two members could come to some agreement as 
to how to prevent fraud. He would tell the 
Home Secretary that but for the women of 
Enoggera he would not be where he was. It was 
the women of Enoggera who returned the hon. 
gentleman. 

The HOME SECRETARY: Not the postal vote 
party. I had a majority of 1,000 over that. 

[Hon. A. G. C. Hawthorn. 

HoN. R. PHILP.: So long as the hon. gentle­
man was there, he did not care a hang for other 
people. It nmde no difference to him (Mr. 
Philp) whether the amendment was carried or 
not, hecause the women of Townsville could not 
vote under it unless they were sick 

Mr. RYLAND: Yes, they will. Yuu will get 
them all sick. 

The CHAIR:\JAN: OrCer! 
HoN. R. PHILP : The hon. member no doubt 

spoke for himself. The women of Queensland 
were much more honourable than "''me hon. 
members, and they woulrl not make a false 
declaration saying they were sick unless they 
re~llly we<e sick. The hon. member for Gympie 
wasted two hours that afternoon through an 
interjtetion, ar.d now his partner was coming in 
to waste a little more tirne. This was not a party 
question at all. 

Mr. BAHNES rose to a point of order. \Vas 
the hon. nwmber for Gympie, Mr. Mulca.by, in 
order in saying that the leader of the Oppo8ition 
was "a peevish caL"? (Laughter.) 

The OH AIRMAN: I did not hear the inter­
jection ; but, if the hon. ,;,tmber for Gympie 
used those words, he was decidedly not in order. 

OPPOSITION MEMBERS: Withdraw! 
Mr. MULCAHY: I will withdraw the "cat." 

(Laughter.) 

HoN. R. PHILP: He did not hear the hon. 
member; and, in any case, he was not worth 
taking notice of. A number of members said 
that if the amendment was " so and so" they 
would support it. \V ell, the amendment could 
be amended to meet the wishes of the majority. 
The hon. member for Carnarvon said he wished 
the women of Queensland to get the vote, 
especially in the country, but he spoke about 
his brother in Brisbane not being able to get 
a vote. But the clause would not apply to his. 
brother. It would apply to women who resided 
3 miles from a polling-place. Women could 
not possibfy walk 3 or 4 miles to vote, although 
a man might do so. Having given the women 

a vote, every facility ought to be 
[9 p. m.] offered to them for the exercise of 

the franchise; but apparently for 
some reason or other--he would not say be­
cause the postal votes were not in favour of the 
Government-the Government had made up 
their minds that they would do away with the 
postal vote altogether. He understood that 
the postal vote was working very well in the 
Federal elections, and he knew that it had 
worked well in divisional board elections in 
Queensland for the last twenty-eight years. 
Why, then, should it not work well in Parlia­
mentary elections? He was willing to insert in 
his amendment any reasonable safeguard 
against an abuse of the system. With regard 
to the statement of the Home Secretary, that 
the abuse of the postlll vote was all caused by 
allowing justices of the peace to attest votes, he 
considered that justices of the peace were as 
reputable as any body of men in Queensland. 
If there had not been sufficient justices for the 
purpose of attesting votes, why had the Go­
vernment during the four years they ~ad been 
in office not made the necessary appomtments 
to the commission of th\l peace? The very last 
week before the elections six justices of the 
peace were appointed for the purpose of the 
Elections Act, and now the same Government 
who made those appointments brought in a 
measure to abolish the postal vote. If justices 
of the peace had done wrong, as had been 
aiieged, then they should be pnpished. With 
respect to the sworn declaration read out by 
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the hon. member for Bulimba, if he were in 
that hon. member's place he would hand the 
declaration over to the Home Secretary, as the 
matter was one in which action could be taken 
by the Minister and the police. 

The HOME SECRETARY: I have called upon 
the returning officer for a report. 

HoN. R. PHIEP: Several members had 
stat-ed that th-ey would like to give the women 
a.vot", but at the same time they found fault 
with this amendment. 'Veil, wherein could 
they imprave the amendment? Surely there 
was some genius ih the Committee who could 
devise an amendment which wauld b-e proof 
against abuses. and which would sati~fy those 
members who had not made up their mind to 
vote against the amendment. 

Mr. ·PAGET said he did not pretend to be 
a geoius. but he had a proposal ta make which 
he hoped would me·et some of the objections 
hon. members had to the amendment. Several 
hon. members had said that thev did not desire 
to see the postal vote done a;vay with alto­
gether, but v ould be glad to retain it in such 
a form as wauld ke-ep th-e secrecy of the ballot 
inviolable. It must be admitted that in a 
great· number of cases certain -electors, owing 
to ill-health, infirmity, age, or absence could 
not possibly go ta the polling-baoth. There 
was a provision in clause 4 of the Bill to 
enable voters absent from their own elec­
torates to record their vote at any polling­
booth in the district in which they happened 
to reoid-e on the day of election. This was 
giving in certain cases a very big privilege 
over the women vaters of the State now that 
the postal ballot provisions had bee~ omitted. 
Why should men who were not actually resi­
dent in the electorate for which they were en­
rolled, but were travelling about from one 
district to another in pursuit of their avoca­
tion, have privileges which some hon. mem­
bers were prepared to deny the \Vomen who 
could not possibly go to a polling-booth? To 
meet the objection to the amendment raised by 
some hon. member~, he moved that., on page 2 
in clause 78L, after the words "justice of th,; 
peace" in the postal vote certificate, there be 
mserted the words-

Or any two electors of the abovenamed district or 
in the case of electors in ill-health. a medical man.' ) 

At any rate, this would give hon. members 
who desired to assist the women of Queensland 
to cast the postal ballot vote an opportunity 
of voting for the amendment, because it was 
broadening the scheme by which a postal 
ballot certificate might be witnessed. It could 
not be said that there would be any abuses 
under this amendment, for it was not likely 
there would be two travelling electors who 
were round touting for votes; nor could it be 
said that there would be travelling medical 
men who were doing the same thing. 

Mr. RYLAND: You will ·have to get a doctor 
as can~ asser then? 

Mr. PAGET: He expected the hon. the 
junior member for Gympie probably knew 
more about travelling docto1·s than he did, as 
he had been pretty active in life insurance 
matters in his time. He would like to point 
out that where women were in ill-health and 
absolutely unable to go to the poll, or thought 
they would be unable to go to the poll, it 
would not even be necessary-if they were con­
fined to their rooms--for a male elector to 
witness their signature, because if the amend­
ment was accepted, two female electors could 
wituess the signature to the postal ballot form. 
He had taken up very little time on this Bill, 
and had not gone into the qu~stion of the 

postal ballot system, except in reply to the- hon. · 
member for Carnarvon, who said that the 
postal i:Jallot was not taken advantage of in the 
country districts. The electorate where the 
greatest proportion of the votes were polled by 
postal baliot certificates was 'Varwick, which 
was practically a country electorate. There 
was a big country district attached to it, and 
of the 2, 412 votes polled at the last election, 
which was 87.16 per cent. of the total number 
on the 'VV arwick roll, no fewer than 32.84 per 
ce!lt. were postal votes. 

The HOME SECRETARY: And your side got 
the most of them. 

Mr. PAGET: It was practically a country 
electorate. 

The HOME SECRETARY: No ; it is not. 
Mr. PAGET: The Opposition candidate got 

a few more-than thP. gentleman who was re­
turned. Before the election came on he (j\lr. 
Paget) was very st:·ongly ir! fayour of the 
postal ballot vote bemg used m h1s electorate, 
and he urged the members of his committee 
to do all they possibly could to see that the 
provision was taken advantage of l:>y the 
people in the country, not in the town. The 
reply he got from the women electors of 
Mackay, through his committee, wa~ that ~hey 
did not desire to vote bv post, but, 1f poss1ble, 
to go to the ballot-box and vote for himse:lf 
and his colleague. The postal ballot vote m 
Maclray where there was a very big poll-
78.28 pe~ cent. of the total names on the roll­
only amounted to' 3.57 per cent out of R.039 
electors. 

Mr. RYLAND (Gympie) did not l~e tJ:lis 
amendment, because the average workmg In­
dividual having the least money to take 
advantage of this vote, would have to get a 
medical certificate. 

Mr. PAGET: No; two electors can witness, 
or a medical man. 

Mr. RYLAND: It would simply mean that 
if a man had money he could get a doctor to 
go round. 

An HoNOURABLE MEMBER: Or two electors. 

Mr. RYLAND: It would be easier to send 
round a doctor than to get two electors, and 
consequently. the doctor would go round, and 
he could b-e paid to give a certificate that 
people would be sick on a certain day two or 
three weeks ahead. It was n_ot necessary . for 
a person to be sick at the t1me; .the obJect 
was to be sick at electwn day; '': fact, an 
ap"plication might even be .sent m at the 
present time for the next electwn. (Laughter.) 

Mr. PAGET: Your arguments are fallacious. 

Mr. RYLAND: There was nothin!? sp~cifi.ed 
as to when they should send the api?hcatwnTm. 
They could send it in at any t1me. v\ 1th 
money they could get anything done. Mon~y 
could drive a ooach through an Act of ~arha­
ment. .:'l.s an illustration, he mi!)ht pon;t o':'t 
that they had prohibition in c.e;-tam d1strwts m 
.America and one of the cond1t10ns was that no 
one could get drink except when .th'?Y had ,a 
doctor's certificate that they were m !11-healh 
acd wanted stimulants. The result was that 
nearly all the chemists kept. doctor~ on ~ne 
premises. (Laughter.) A good electit;neermg 
agent would treat the doctor very hberally, 
and all the certificates necessary to carry out 
an election would b-e signed. He saw great 
possibilities in connection with this amendment 
of the hon. memb-er for Mackay. The hon. 
member for Bulimba said just now, " Are we 
going to give women a '\'Ote ~" Of course they 

~ Mr. Ryland.] 
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wanted to give the men and women of Queens­
land a vote, but what was the use of giving a 
woman a vote if it was only to be used as an 
instrument of torture against herself, her 
husband, or relatives? The Elections Act 
recognised that the secrecy of the ballot was 
one of the grand things that the democracy 
had been fighting for for many years. 

The CHAIRMAN: I would point out to the 
hon. member, and to other hon. members, 
that the discucsion should be confined to the 
amendment before the Committee. The ques­
tion of the postal vote is not before us just 
Il01,V, 

Mr. RYLAND: The amendment of the hon. 
member for :Mackay was intensifying the abuse 
of the secrecy of the ballot, one of the things 

• they were all fighting for. Clause 73 of the 
Elections Acts, 1885 to 1905, provided-

No elector •hall take out ill the booth or polling-place 
.any bnJlot-p:.tper either before or after the same has 
been so marked. 

The reason of that was candidates h>td rooms 
outside, to which the elector would go, and that 
particular ballot- paper would not be sent in again 
with him. They must not allow anyone to come 
between the secrecy of the ballot and the elector. 
It did not mattel" whether it was two electors, a 
doctor, a justice of the peace, or anyone else, 
bec~nse they were all equally bad. The clause 
went on-

The elector shall fold up the paper in such a manner 
as to show . the initials of the p1·esiding .officer on the 
back thereof, and shall exhibit such initials '[jQ the pre­
siding officer before he is allowed to deposit the paper 
in the ballot-box. 

That meant that he had .to show the ballot­
paper to the presiding officer, so the presidiJ'!g 
officer could see his initiais on it, fearing he 
should have taken it outside and brought 
back some other paper, leaving the proper 
ballot-paper outside with the committee. That 
would interfere with the oecrecy of the ballot. 
If they allowed a justice of the peace or any­
bociy else to come between the elector and the 
secrecy of the ballot, that would be where the 
injury would be done. 

Hon. R. PHILP: Have you not always done 
it yourself? 

Mr. R YLAKD: It did not matter what he 
did. If he did a wrong thing, that was no 
reason why the leader of the Opposition should 
do it. He wanted to keep out every appear­
ance of evil-(laughter)-to make it easy to 
do right and hard to do wrong. But the postal 
vote made it easy to do wrong and hard to do 
right, because the tendency was to get as many 
a' possible to vote by post, and a good many 
were made to vote in a way they did not want 
to vote. 

Mr. PAGET: That is a libel on the women 
of Queensland. 

Mr. RYLAND: He did not want to deny 
the women a vote, but he was going to vote 
against all those fancy votes-like justices of 
the peace, two witnesses, doctors, or anyone 
else certifying to anyone voting. 

Mr. JENKINSON: Then your democracy is all 
gone. 

The CHAIRMAN: Order, order! 

Mr. RYLAND: They had a big fight to get 
that section into the Act. At Maryborough 
aL one time there were hundreds of votes cast 
in a way in which he had described, and there 
was nothing secret about the ballot at all .• 

[M1·. Hyland. 

Mr. KEOGH was surprised at the remarks 
of the last speaker. That hon. gentleman 
knew perfectly well, as an old electionee~ing 
man, that men often voted at the polhng­
booth openly. He had voted for the first 
Parliament fn Queensland; he had always 
voted openly, and would do so as long as 
he lived. When the late Government was in 
office they introduced an Elections Bill, which 
included what was called "the baby vote," 
which also made for giving women votes. 
The members of the Government party at the 
late election prated about giving the women 
a vote. The member for North Brisbane hit 
the nail on the head when he said that the 
women of Queensland did not vote in accord­
ance with the wishes of the Labour party. 
On this g-round they were trying to obviate 
their difficulty-by trying to curtail the women 
vote as much as possible. 

Mr. MAXWELL: What has that got to do 
with the amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN: I must ask the hon. 
member to confine his remarks to the amend· 
ment. The hon. gentleman is wandering 
away from the question. 

~\Ir. KEOGH: He was decidedly in favour 
of the amendment of the hon. member for 
~Iackay, l::ecause where a medical man was in 

attendance, he would be one of the 
[9.30 p.m.] best persons to witness the ballot-

paper. .I-Ie considered that two 
electors ,hould also have the right to witness 
the ballot-paper, and that would meet all the 
difficulties some hon. members had against the 
postal vote. The leader of the Opposition had 
forcibly shcmn the inconsistencies that took 
place in not allowing people outside the radius 
of 3 miles to vote by post. In his elec­
torate. some electors had to travel 17 miles 
to vote, which was far too great a dis­
tance for any person to have to <ro for that 
purpose. The .:Hinister in charge of the Bill 
stated ther<> would be a saving o£ £4,000 in 
advertising, and that amount would be spent 
in extra polling-booths. He welcomed that, 
and to a great extent that would give ihe 
women in the outside districts an opportunity 
of recording their votes. They should: see that 
the women who had now got the vote should 
maintain it at any cost. 

Mr. CAMPBELL (llfo,·eton): ·It did seem an 
extraordinary thing that the Government, 
after taking credit for giving the women the 
vote, should practically attempt to lmoek it 
out, and to state " under no circumstances 
shall we allow you to exercise the vote." He 
took it that it was the wish of the House that 
they should enable the postal vote to be taken 
in some way. The leader of the Opposition 
had put forward a proposition to enable the 
Committee to take the matter into considera­
tion, and if it was not acceptable to the 
majority of members, it was the duty of the 
House to so amend the Act that they would 
have some system that would be free from the 
abuses that took place at the last general elec­
tion. How would it be poPsible for a woman 
with three or five children to leave her house 
and go a distance of 10 or 12 miles, with her 
husband away on the same day, to record her 
vote? 

The CHAIRMAN: I would like to point out 
to the hon. member that the question now 
before the Committee is whether an elector or 
medical practitioner can be allowed to witness 
a vote. The hoh. member is discussing the 
'lllain question, and not the amendment. 
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Question-That the' words proposed to be 
inserted (Mr. Paget's amendment) be so in· 
serted-put; a'nd the Committee divided:-

A us, 28. 
Mr. Armstrong Mr. Macartney 
" Barnes , l\ic:Master 
.,, Blocksidge , l\ioore 
, Campbell , Paget 
, Creagh , Paull 

Cribb u Petrie 
, Denham ,, Philp 
, Forrest , Rankin 

Fox ,. Somerset 
Gunn Stodart 
Hanran ., Sumner 

, Hardacre , Swayne 
Jenkinson ,. '\i\,..alker 

, Keogh , ·white 
Tellers: :IIr. Jenkinson and )ir. Stodart. 

No>:s. 32. 
l\Ir .. \.damson :Mr. Kids ton 

., G. P. Barber ,. Land 
Bell Lennon 
Rlair Mackintosh 
Bowman )iann 
Brennan Maughan 
Cowau :llaxwell 
Douglas )Iitchell 
GTant Mulcahy 

" Gravson Nevitt 
l-Iarililton l)ayne 
Hawthorn Pluukett 

, Hunter Redwood 
Jones Roberts 
Kennu Ryland 

, Kerr Woods 
Tellers: )ir. Cowap aud ;u,·. Ryland. 

PAIRS. 

Ayes-~Ir. )1il!ic"n, ~ir. Bouchard, and Mr. Step hens .. 
Noes-Mr. O'Sullivan. ~Ir. May, and Mr. ~Iclntyre. 
Resoh·ed in the negative. 
Mr. McMASTER: It was very difficult to 

understand how the Government could call 
themselves democrats after the vote .which had 
just been given. He had always been one 
to stand by his guns. He did not shuffle be­
cause some other person told him he was to 
do so-and-so. He regretted to think that 
even the Government had to do that now, 
because his colleague was driving the team. 
Hon. members had spoken about the secrecy 
of the ballot and the necessity of protecting 
the secrecy of the ballot. If there was any 
evidence to be brought forward to prove that 
the secrecy o-f the ballo-t had been violated by 
the Government, and that their intention was 
only a pretence to preserve the secrec:y of the 
ballot, it was to be found in the statement of 
the hon. member for Ounningham. The hon. 
member stated that six justices of the peace 
were appointBd in Warwick a few days before 
the election because the Government sup­
porters found the other side had all the justices 
on their side, and the Secretary for Public 
Works got six appointed to go round and 
witness signatures for his party. Now, how 
did the hon. member know which side those 
justices were on? 

The CHAIRMAN: Order! I would like 
the hon. member to connect his remarks with 
the clause before the Committee. I cannot see 
their bearing. Previous speakers have been 
at fault in this respect, but I do- not think 
the hon. member can follow them. The thing 
has been discussed by previous speakers, 
although, had I done my duty then, I should 
have called the hon. members to order. 

Mr. i\IcMASTER admitted what the Chair­
man sai<.i, but surel.v he would give him an 
~·pportunity of dealing- with the statement 
made by the hon. member £or Cunningham. 

He was trying to show that while the Govern­
r,ent made so much of the necessity for kee;J­
ing the seClecy of the ballot intact, they were 
the very persons who tampered with its 
secrecy. They must have known that those 
men wero going to vote for their party, or 
they would never have appointed thBm. If 
the general election had taken place during the 
last month or six weeks, he would ask the 
Home Secretary how may women would have 
been disfranchised through the sickness that 
was about? There would have he·en thousands 
who would have been unable to go to the 
ballot. He knew cases in which a family of 
three or four persons had been laid up and 
unable to leave their rooms, and he should like 
to know how it would be possible for those 
persons to vote under such circumstances 
unless they could vote by post. It was only 
eighteen months ago that women were given 
the franchise, and it was a very serious matter 
to deprive them of the right to vote now 
merely because it was considered that they had 
not Pxercised the franchise judiciously. The 
reason for this proposal was that the women 
had given an intelligent vote. Because of that 
the Labour party were forcing the Government 
to do away with the postal vote altogether. 
As to the contention that only a few postal 
votes were given in the country districts, and 
that it was the towns which had taken advan· 
tage of the postal ballot system, he would 
point out that in Fortitude, Valley, where there 
were 8,600 names on the electoral roll, there 
were not 500 votes recorded by post. The 
Minister had stated that they might use the 
money saved by not advertising the bi-monthly 
electoral lists in providing an increased num­
ber of polling-booths. How would the hon. 
gentleman increase the number of polling­
booths in the Valley, and how would an in­
crease in the number of polling-booths enable 
women to leave their sick rooms and vote? 
'r'he women of Fortitude V alley were anxious 
to vote, but did not wish to vote by post. Still, 
h0 thought that a woman who was ill should 
have an opportunity of recording her vote 
without being compelled to go to a polling­
booth. He failed t.o see how the Government 
could justify their action in taking away the 
vote from women, and he hoped they would 
see their way to accept the amendment in some 
other form. The talk about protecting the 
secrecy of the ballot he regarded as a sham. 

Mr. CAMP BELL: With regard to the pro­
posal to abolish the postal vote, it seemed to 
him that it was due to the manner in which 
the women had voted at the last election. 
There could be no other reason urged for the 
proposal. :\iinister, and supporters of the Go­
vernment had made the hills and valleys of the 
country reverberate with their denunciation of 
members of the Opposition because they had 
not given the women the franchise. During 
the last electwn the Premier got up on every 
occasion and told the women that his party 
had given them the vote, and that they should 
remember that fact on polling day. Because 
they had not remembered that on polling day 
in the way the hon. gentleman desired, the 
Premier had now joined with the Labour party 
to Jisfranchise a large number of women in 
the State. Surely if the women were entitled 
to a vote they should be accorded every facility 
for the exercise of that vote. The greau 
majority of the women who had been dis­
franchisf.d by this proposal were women who 
lived in the country, and who could not leave 
their homes. If the Government were honest, 
"incere, and consistent, instead of abolishing 
the postal vote altogether, they would bend 

Mr. Campbell.J 
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their energies in the direction of finding out 
or devising some system which was less objec­
tionable than the one they were now· trying to 
supersede. It was admitted on all sides that 
the postal vote was not an unqualified success. 
The Home Secretary had tried to show that 
this was because justices of the peace were in· 
serted in the Act as witnesses. 

The HoME SECRETARY: Thev were largely 
responsible. • 

Mr .. CAMPDELL: Even if they were re· 
sponsible to some extent, that was not a 
sufficient reason for knocking out the postal 
vote altogether. Why did not the hon. gentle. 
man try to devise some other way? 

The HOME SECRETARY: ThiE is the safest 
way. 

Mr. CAMPBELL: There was no trouble at 
all in knocking out the system. 

The HOME SECRETARY: You preserve the 
secrecy of the ballot in this way. 

Mr. CAMPBELL: A great deal of the talk 
about the secrecy of the ballot was an absolute 
far~. He could not understand the way in 
whi!'h employers had been dragged into this 
busmess. The statements made with regard 
to them were an absolute libel on employers 
as a body. If an employer happened to be a 
Labour mal} he. would take every care that 
every man. m hi~ employ voted Labour, but 
not. one smgle mstance could be shown in 
~hwh employe:rs who sul?ported the Opposi­
tiOn h!td exerCised the slightest intimidation 
on thmr men at a'}y time. Those who believed 

that It was a proper thine- that 
[10 p.m.J wo_men should exercise the" fran-

chise should have brain power 
enough to try and find a means by which that 
could be accomplished without abuse. The 
hon. member for Carnarvon struck a very 
good no.te when h~ said that any two persons 
could Witi_less a will, a?d surely if that could 
J:x;. d~ne m such an Important matter as a 
Will, It wou)d _not be g-oing too far to apply 
the. same prmm~le to the ;witnessing of a vote 
whwh was exermsed on~e m three years. Too 
much altogether was bemg made of the secrecy 
of ~he ballot. If they wanted people to ex­
erCise the franchise they should make it as 
free and aboveboar~ as possible. Let the 
IJ:8nalty for wrongdomg be as severe as pos­
sible, but let the people vote. Those people 
who brayed so much about reform should be 
the. last to deprive others of the right of 
votmg. He had great hopes that the leader 
of th~ Labour party would he a champion for 
the rights of electors in this respect. He was 
the uncrowned king of the Assembly and had 
posed as the champion of the _,;eak and 
oppressed. He had a difficulty in finding words 
strong enough to show how much he was in 
ean;est: He now h!td a magnificient oppor­
~um~y 111 front of him; he had the situation 
111 his hand; he had got the responsibility and 
the, credit or discredit of--

Mr. BmnrAN : I will tak<e the responsibility. 
Mr. CAMP BELL: He hoped he would also 

take the discredit of going back on his principles. 
He had taken every opportunity of showing that 
he was the champion of women. 

Mr. Bow~rAN : vVhv were you not a cmdidate 
for the champiorship? 

Mr. CAl\fPBELL: He did not want to become 
a r<Jnter--

The CHAIRMAN : Order! I would ask the 
hon. member if he thinko his remarks in refer­
ence to the leader of the Labnur party have any 
connection with the question? 

[Mr. Campbell. 

Mr. CAMPBELL : H'~ was leading up to it. 
If the hon. member was in earnest, he should 
move in the direction of making the postal vote 
for women effective, but instead of doing that he 
was knocking it out in one act. He was very 
much disappointed, because he thought the Go­
vernment would have made a serious effort to im­
prove ou the present postal ballot. The leader of 
the Labour party was not assisting tbe Govern­
ment to formulate a practicable scheme. 

The PRE>!IER: He is not doing one little bit of 
what you want him to do. 

Mr. CAMPBELL: He was not doing one 
little bit of what he ought to do. He was no 
more consistent than the Government. 

The PREMIER: Surely you do not expect than 
from the Government? 

Mr. CAMPBELL : He did not expect any 
consistency from the Premier, but he did from 
the leader ,,f t.he Labour party. If there had 
been abuse in connection with justices witnessing 
postal v.>tes, why not substitute some other 
method? Why should the Government, in that 
cowardly, selfish fashion, say they were not equal 
to the occasion ? 

The PRE~IIEH: Is that in order? 
The CHAIRMAN: I would point out to the 

hon. member that " cowardly" is rather a strong 
word. I do not say it is lJn[Jarliamentary, but I 
suggest that the hon. memher should modify his 
strong language. 

Mr. CAMP BELL: He liked to call a spade 
a spade. 

Mr. OOWAP: Call it an agricultural implement. 
Mr. CAMPBELL: I would like to call you 

that. 
Mr. CowAP: I will give you every chance you 

like. 
Mr. CAMP BELL: At all events, he was in 

posse•sionyf the floor, and if he called a spade a 
spade without being miparliamentary, be did so 
because he liked t • make himself understood. 
He did not intend to use the word " cowardly" 
in an <•ffensi ve sensE'. 

The PRE;)IIER: In a Pickwickian sense. . 
Mr. CAl\IPBELL : It appe •red t•> him that 

there had been no serious attempt to try and 
find a remedy for the abmes which had crept in 
under the postal vote provisions of the Act. 

The PREllriER : There are a great many ways. 
You have failed, and your party have failed, 
as everyone else must fail, to find a way of letting 
voters vote away from tb,e ballot-box, and give 
them the secrecy of the ballot. 

Mr. CAMPBELL : As he bad pointed out the 
secrecy of tbe ballot was an absolute farce. The 
Premier knew it to be so ; but it was only a piece 
of gerrymandering to go round the Bill in this 
way. The way in which the Local Authorities 
Act had beeu carried out was an evidence that 
there was no abuse of any serious moment. 

Mr. RYLAND: TherE' is any amount. 
Mr. CAMPBELL: The h<m. member might 

be an authorit.y on that sort of thing-be talked 
about intimidation. 

The PREMIER: I think I heard about a sawmill 
once in Brisbane. 

Mr. CAMP BELL: He did not know the saw­
mill the 1-'remier referred to, hut he would lay 
down any money the P-remier liked to name that 
he woulrl not be able to find a s,.Jitary individual 
in his mill tu say he was intimidated or influenced 
one way or another. 

Mr. MAUGHAN : They are not there now. 
Mr. CAMPBELL: Now or at any time. 
l\Ir. RYLAND: They had to "get." 
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Mr. HARDACRE: Or a pottery works. 

Mr. CAMPBELL: No; not a pottery works. 
That had no application to what was being done 
here to-night. That matter appeared in the 
Worker, and the facts were to the credit of his 
firm and their employees. He wanted to urge 
on the leader of the Labour partv h1s plain duty 
in the matter. (Laughter). He supposed he 
was bound to ignore the Premier, because he had 
practically abdicated his position. The hon. 
member for the Valley said the other night if jt 
pleased him he would do so and so. He asked 
the hon. member in all seriousness-if he wished 
to have the white flower of a blameless life in his 
manly breast-to do something to find a way out 
of this confessed difficulty. (Laughter.) It he 
refused to take up that position he would h:ne 
pinned on his breast that badge which he would 
be ashamed of ever afterwards, "Found want­
i~g.'' 

Mr; BOWMAN : It waa very amusing to 
hear the <bon. member talking of the great 
weight of responsibility which would fall on him 
(Mr. Bowman), as le,der of the Labour party, if 
he did not follow his advice. He did not pur­
·pose to follow the hon. member's advice. He 
was prepared to cast his vote, irrespactl ve of 
what any woman might think of him, against 
a principle which was proven at the last election 
to lead to great corru ptiun. 

Mr. CAMPBELL: No, no! 

Mr. BO\VMAN: There was an organisation 
at the present time which bad taken a very keen 
interest in connection with the women worker• 
of Queensland-the women's political organisa­
tion-and they had passed a resolution unani· 
mously thanking the Premier and his Government 
for endeavouring to abolish the postal system. 
In all probability he was going to introduce a 
deputation to the Premier on the subject. The 
hon. member for Moreton spoke about him 
(Mr. Bowman) claiming to be a champion for the 
women elector-. Anything he had done in that 
respect he had done with an honest desire to 
improve their conditions. (Hear, hear!) He 
had always known that a< an industrial class 
they were oppressed, and he had striven to do 
his bAst to reheve them from that oppression. 
He had spoken to many women who had exer. 
cised the postal vote, and who took a keen 
interest in it, and they rPcognised that there was 
nothing secret about it. At the declaration of 
the polls, many members from both si~es of the 
House declared that the postal vote system was 
an evil one and should be abolished. 

The HoME SECRET~'I.RY : And defeated candi­
dates as well. 

Mr. BOWMAN : And defeated candidate• as 
well. He thought that the analysis of the votes, 
particularly in the large centres, given by the 
Home Secretary, was convincing proof that the 
postal ballot outside those particular centres 
was very little availed of. In forty-six consti-' 
tuencies there were only 3,000 postal votes 
registered. 

Mr. CAMPBELL : They knew nothing about it. 
Mr. BOWMAN: He would not belittle them 

so far as the hon. membeLfor JVIoreton. He gave 
them credit for knowing all about it. As he had 
stated before, there was little need for a postal 
vote to be used, so far as the metropolis and the 
large towns were concerned. He was satisfied 
that the regard of the hon. gentleman was nut 
the question of giving the women a vote, but of 
exercising the power of the money-baf(s, of which 
one particular party had m"re to back them up 
than any other party. The hon. member for 
Nundah had given st,rong reasons why the postal 
ballot should be abolished, and said that he 

knew of justices having gone into the homes of 
women in his electorate to induce them to vote 
by post. He believed that some women were 
denied the rif(ht of exercising their vote through 
various causes, but he believed the House would 
be doing a just tl)ing even in depriving women 
of their votes, rather than allowing the system 
to remain on our statute-book to be a di,;grace, 
as it was at the last election. Therefore, after 
all the lecturing that had been given him that 
night, it was hke pouring water on a duck's 
back. He was going to vote against the amend­
ment, and was going to take the full responsi­
bility for doing so, even if it was tl)e burden of 
John Bunyan. 

Mr. HARDACRE intended to vote against 
the amendment as it stood. He voted for the 
last amendment because it was liberalising the 
position in the direction in which he desired, but 
this amendment en bloc did not meet the diffi­
culty satisfactorily. 

Mr. P AGET : Amend it again. 
Mr. HARD ACRE: They could take it for 

·granted that they all desired to see tho women 
given this vote if it could be satisfactorily given, 
but he had been unable to find any way out of 
the difficulty, and perhaps the Government were 
the same. The amendment did not meet the 
difficulty at all, and he would g1ve an example. 
The person who witnessed the elector's signature 
on the postal-ballot was not to see the way the 
elector voted, but, as he pointAd out before the 
amendment was drafted, there was no penalty 
provided if they did see the way the elector 
voted. It provided for a penalty of £100 if he 
saw how the elector voted and divulged it .. 

c\1r. J\IACARTNEY : How can you prove he sees 
it unless he divulges it? 
.Mr. HARDACRE: You could not prove it." 

It would mean that a mistress could practically 
compel her servants to vote, and s(le could see 
how they vot<:d. That gave an opportunity for 
intimidation which ought to be avoided. 

Mr. MACARTNEY: If she divulges it she is 
liable to a penalty. 

Mr. HARDACRE : But she, being in the 
position of employer, would know how her servant 
voted, and so could every pers<:>n know how an 
elector voted if he witnessed the vote. Then 
there was the statement made by the hon. mem­
ber for Gympie that when a vote was witnessed 
it was handed .back to the voter, and no one 
knew what he would do with it. 

Mr. MACARTNEY: Any agent who takes a 
ballot-paper is liable to a penalty of .£100. 

Mr. HARD ACRE: But there was no penalty 
if the voter got it back and handed it to the 
agent. It was not fair to charge members with 
not wanting to give the women a vote if they 
voted against this amendment. 

lVIr. MACARTNEY: Improve it. 
Mr. HARDACRE: He was unable to provi(Je 

any machinerv which would meet with that 
difficulty, and the hon. member's amendment 
would not meet that difficulty. 

Mr. NEViTT (Oarpentaria) did not care about 
giving a silent vote on this particular question. 
Therefore he would give one or two reasons to 
show he intended to vote against the amendment 
of the leader of the Opposition. It had been 
stated by certain members that those who 
opposed this amendment had no sympathy with 
the females of Queensland. (Hear, hear.) Well, 
he gave that an fmphatic denial. He was going 
to vote against the amendment, but he main­
tained that he had just as much respect for and 
syn.pathy with the females of Queensland as the 
hon. gentleman who made-that statement. 

Mr. Nevitt.] 
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Mr. KENNA : You cannot take that statement 
seriously. . 

Mr. NEVITT : But the statement had been 
made, and he considered it was his duty to say 
that he personally w:~s going to vote against the 
amendment for the simple reason that he did 
not think it was possible to permit an amend­
ment of the law to give the females a postal vote 
without leaving H open to manipulation. In the 
electorate which he had the honour to represent 
they went round persuading the females to re­
cord their votes by post by telling them that a 
polling-booth was not a fit place for females to 
go to on account of the drunkenness and obscene 
language which went on there, and no woman 
ought to be seen there. 

An fiONOURABLE MEMBER: Who said that? 
:!1.1r. NEVITT : A late member of the House 

said that in the electorate of Carpentaria. That 
same individual asked a lady elector to record 
her vote by post in his favour, but she said she 
was not going to vote by post. He afterwards 
found out that that lady did record her vote by 
post, and he made it his business to go to the 
lady's husband and tell him that his wife had· 
told him a lie. It was quite time, therefore, 
that they did away with the postal vote, so that 
it would be impossible for things of that kind to 
occur. It had been stated by hon. members that 
just prior to the election a number of justices of 
the peace had been put nn for the purpose of 
atte,;tin<s postal votes. There were about thirty 
or forty justices of the peace in the electorate 
which he repr'lsented, and only one out of that 
number supported him during the last election. 
That gentleman had been a justice of the peace 
for twenty years, su that it could not be said that 
he was put on for the purpose of attesting claims 
for the Labour candidate, at least. 
. Mr. RYLAND: y on want to get some more 
justices of the peace up there. · 

Mr. NEVITT : Another justice· of the peace 
in that electorate told him that his vote was 
going to be challenged. He spoke to the pre­
siding officer, and asked him to challenge the· 
vote when it came there, and he said he would. 
The same gentleman, although he had been 
absent from the electorate for seven months, 
only came into the electorate a few days before 
the election, and still he recorded his vote. That 
gentleman was on the commission of the peace. 
\Vhen they found that so;rt of thing it was high 
time the postal vote was done away with. If 
the Labour party could see a way of giving the 
women a postal vote, where it would not be 
manipulated in any way to interfere with the 
secrecy of the ballot, then they would give it, but 
they could not see their way in the amendment 
that had been drafted. 'fhere were ninety postal 
votes recorded in his electorate, and of that 
number seventy were recorded in Normanton. 

Mr. BOWli!AN: What is the area of Nor­
manton? 

Mr. NEVITT: About a mile. The electorate 
was 70,000 square miles. The majority of ladies 
outside the towns of Normanton, Burketown, 
and Camooweal were unable to record their 
vote,;, because they could not get a justice of the 
peace to attest their claims. If they got one to 
attest their application, they could not get one 
to attest the ballot-paper. For that reason he 
opposed the amendment. 

Mr. CREAGH: Although he believed, as he 
stated on a previous occasion, he would be in a 

minority, he intended to vote for 
ll0.30 p.m.l the amendment. No woman who 

resided within less than 3 miles of a 
polling-place would be able to vote by post under 
the amendment, unless she made a declaration 
that she was going to be ill. 

Mr. RYLAND: '!'hat is easily done. 

[Mr.Nevitt. 

Mr. CREAGH: It was a crying shame for any 
member to make such a statement regarding our 
women folk, and he hoped the hon. member would 
be earmarked for future identification. There was 
a great deal of talk about not having sufficient 
polling-places, but he could not complain of that. 
He believed that every place recommended to the 
Government for a polling-place was made one. 

Mr. BARBER: You can thank Murphy for that. 

Mr. CREAGH: Probably he was to thank 
fbr it. He was glad of it, because he benefited 
by it as wPll as his opponent. However, he did 
not think that his opponent had anything to do 
with it, as they were the same polling-places as 
previously, with the exception of Stannary Hills 
-which he believed was appointed on the re­
commenda.tion of Mr . .1\Iurphy, and there he 
(Mr. Creagh) got a majority. Intimidation had 
been talked of; but he did not believe that there 
was one man or woman in his constituency who 
was afraid to record a vote. His constituency 
was a mining constituency, and the miner was 
not a man to be intimidated by any man. He 
knew that so long as he did his work he would 
be kept on, and that, if he did not do his 
work, the manager would sack him. He was 
independent. He was glad to see supporters 
of the Government supporting the amendment, 
because it showed that hon. members were pre· 
pared to do what they thought right, quite irres­
spective of party. For that reason, he was going 
to continue to take up the position he had taken 
up ever since this Elections Bill was introduced. 
He had read the Croydon Mining News that 
morning, and it gave him particular fits for taking 
up that position, and, in order that it might have 
something else to publish, he wa" going to fight 
it to the end. He wished to refer to the "Jump 
Jim Crow" business that was going on in the 
Chamber. One day they heard a member snp· 
parting the meaeure, and the next he spoke 
against it or apologised for it. \Vhen the Bill 
was introduced, the hon. member for Cairns 
said--· 

Mr. MAXWELL rose to a point of order. 
\Vould the hon. member be in order in quoting 
from Hansard for this session? 

The CHAIRMAN: I think the hon. member 
will he in order in quoting from Hansard if it is 
the same debate. 

Mr. CREAGH: It was not exactly a debate 
on t'hat particular question, but it was in con­
nection with the Bill and the matter before the 
Committee. The hon. member said- , 

I believe in giving women living any distance from a 
polling-booth facilities for voting, but I do not believe 
in having, as was the case at the recent elections, 
justices of the peace going round to ·w'omen living only 
a few hundred yards from a polling-booth to collect 
their votes. 

It •eemed remarkable that, after the hon. mem­
ber had an opportunity of reading the provisions 
of the Bill, he should on two occasions say that 
he was going to support a Bill that he did not 
believe in, and that he intended to vote for the 
total abolition of the postal vote. There was a 
good deal of canvassing at the elections, and he 
admitted that he took the opportunity, as any 
other hon. member would have done, of working 
very hard in connection with the postal vote. 
So did his opponent's friends, and so did other 
candidates. If the amendment were agreed to, 
it would not make any appreciable difference 
in the Croydon electorate, as not more than 1 
per cent. of the electors were more than 3 miles 
distant from a polling-place. The hon. member 
for Carpentaria pointed out that his electorate 
was a large one, and a great many people were 
not able to vote: It had been argued that, if 
the amendment were incorporated in the Bill, 
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and no postmastE>r or other individual authorised 
to attest the signatures was within reach, it · 
would make no difference, and that the position 
would be just the same as if the postal vote was 
abolished; but, if they could get somebody to 
attest their signatures by riding 5 or 6 miles 
to a station, electors who took an interest in the 
elections would take that amount of trouble. 
He was not speaking from a selfish point of 
view at all in the matter. For the reason that 
the amendment would give some people an 
opportunity of recording their votes, he should 
support the amendment. 

Mr. MANN : Every time the hon. member 
for Croydon got up in the House he made a 
mistake of some kind. He could not even quote 
Hansard correctly. The hon. member said that 
he (Mr. Manu) was prepared to give a vote to 
women who lived 5 miles from a polling-booth, 
aud talked about a "Jump Jim Crow" business. 

Mr. CREAGH rose to a point of order. He 
quoted these words from Hansard-" I believe 
in giving"--

Mr. KENNA : What is the point of order ? 
The CHAIRMAN : I am afraid the hon. 

member i~ not raising a point of order. 
Mr. CREAGH: The point of order was that 

the hon. member said he misquoted him. 
The PREMIER : That is no point of order. 
Mr. MANN: The ham' member indulged in a 

lot of talk about the" Jump Jim Crow" business, 
but forgot that on one occasion he contested a 
plebiscite in the Labour interest, and--

The CHAIRMAN : Order ! The hon. mem­
ber should not enter into these personal matters. 
The hon. member for Croydon dealt more with 
general statements, but the hon. member for 
Cairns is particularising in regard to a personal 
matter. 

Mr. MANN said he did not propose to pursue 
the matter any further. 

Question-That the proposed new clause (Mr. 
Philp's amendment) stand part of the Bill-put; . 
and the Committee divided:-

AYES, 26. 
Mr. Armstrong liir. McMaster 

, Barnes , l\foore 
, Blocksidge Paget 
" Campbell Paull 
,. Creagh Petrie 
, Qribb Pbilp 
, 1 Denham Rankin 
, 1 Forrest Somerset 
, Fox Stodart 
, Hanran · , Sumner 

J enkinson Swayne 
, Keogh Walker 
, 31acartney White 

Tellers: Mr. Barnes and Mr. Paget. 

NOES, 34. 
Mr. Adamson Mr. Kerr 

G. P. Barber Kids ton 
Bell Land 
Blair ., Lennon 
Bowman , Mackintosh 

, Brennan ,. ;\{ann 
Oowap , Maughan 
Douglas ., Maxwell 

, Grant ,. Mitchell 
Grayson , liulcahy 

., Gunn , Nevitt 
Hamilton , Payne 
Rardacre Plunkett 
Hawthorn "' Redwood 
Hunter , Ro):wrts 
J ones ,. Ryland 

., Kenna , 'V\roods 
Tellers: Mr. Kenna and llfl-. Maugban. 

PAIRS, 

Ayes-Mr. Millican, Mr. Boucbard, and Mr. Stephens. 
Noes-Mr. O'Sullivau, Mr. May, and Mr. Mciutyre. 
Resolved in the negative. 

On clause 4-" Absenb vobers"-
HoN. R. PHILP said before this clause was 

passed they ought to have some explanation of it 
from the Minister. Personally, he thought that 
everybody should be allowed to vote in any part 
of the State in which he might be at the time of 
an election, but he wanted to know what was 
going to be done under this provision. Was the 
Minister going to provide electoral rolls for all 
electorates at every polling-booth in Queensland? 
Was the penalty for personation sufficient? 
Those were questions to which he should like an 
answer. If every polling-booth was not provided 
with electoral rolls, a man going to a place outside 
his own electorate might record his vote when his 
name was not on the roll. At the last election a 
member ofthe Upper House came from Cloncurry 
to Townsville to vote for him, and then found that 
although he had been living in Townsville for 
thirty years his name was not on the roll. That 
gentleman might have voted under this provision 
at Cloncurry or some other outside place believ­
ing that his name was on the roll, and might 
afterwards have been mulcted in the sum of £50 
for so voting. The bona fide voter would then 
be quite satisfied that he w•s on the roll He 
would first like to know whether the Home 
Secretary was going to provide rolls at every 

. polling place? He was anxious to make the 
clause complete, It professed to enable every 
man and woman to vote, and if what he sug­
gested was done, would the Home Secretary 
state how much it was likely to cost? 

The HOME SECRETARY: It was not pro­
posed to have electoral rolls in each polling­
place. The cost would be prohibitive. There 
were sixty electoral rolls, and that number would 
have to be multiplied by the number of polling­
places. Provision was made for absent voters 
to be asked certain questions. If the voter had 
every reason to think he was on the roll it was 
not likely that any penalty would be inflicted if 
it was found afterwards that he was not on the 
roll. The clause expressly said that any person 
who " wilfully" made a false answer would be 
liable to the penalty. Under those circum­
stances, he thought the absent voter was amply 
protected. 

Mr. PAGET: It was highly advisable that 
the voter should be allowed to cast his vote if ' 
absent from his electorate, but he would point 
out that the endorsement on the list of questions 
wa•, "I declare the answers to the above ques-• 
tions to be true, and I sign my name knowing 
that if any of them is false I 'may ' _be ~ia?le to 
a penalty of £50." In subclause 8 It d1stmctly 
said that if he made a false statement he "shall" 
be liable to the penalty. He thought the word 
"may" in the declaration should be altered to 
"shall." Why should "may " be used in one 
case and " shall " in the other. 

The PREMIER : Supposing a man made a d~­
claration that he lived in Rockhampton, ~tnd It 
we.s proved he lived in Brisbane, would it not be 
held that he knew where he was living? 

Mr, P AGET : He only wanted to know if it 
would not be advisable for "may" to be altered 
to "shall." 

HoN. R. PHILP: The Home Secretary might 
give some explanation in answer to the hon. 
member for Mackay. The use of the words 
"may" and ''shall ,; could not both be right. 

The Hmm SECRETARY : They are both right . 

HoN. R. PHILP could not see it. In one 
case it said "may be liable" and in the other 
" shall be liable," 

The PREMIER: If it is proved that he has done 
it wilfully. 

Hon.R. Philp.] 
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The HOME SECRETARY: Both words were 
right. In the first instance it might not be 
proved thnt he had done it wilfully. In the 
second instance it said if it was proved that he 
had done it wilfully he "shall" be liable. 

Mr. WHITE thought the penalty should be 
£50 or six months' imprisonment. A rich man 
might risk £50 with the object of turning the 
election. On the other hand, a fine of £50 had 
no terrors for ft poor man, because he would be 
unable to pay. 

The PREii!IER: He would have to go to gaol 
until he did. 

:Mr. WHITE : It did not say so. 
The HoME SECRE1'ARY: The Justices Act pro-

vides for that. ' 
Mr. WHITE : Six months' imprisonment 

would put the rich man and the poor man on the 
same footing. He would move that the word 
"may" on line 40 be omie'ed with a view of 
inserting "shall." 

The HOME SlWRETARY could not accept 
the amendment. It was provided -under the 
Justices Act that if a man did not pay a fine he 
was bound to go to prison for a certain time. 

Mr. SOMERSET thought the mistake was in 
using the word " false" on line 40. The word 
"shall" would be better than "may" if used in 
connection with "false." 

HoN. R. PHILP: It seemed to him that if a 
man was going to vote for the Government of 

the day he would be quite safe. He 
[11 p. m.] would say the Government would 

not prosecute him as' he was going 
to vote for them. (L~ughter.) Why should it 
not be "and I sign my name knowing that if the 
thing is false I shall be liable to a fine of £50"? 

The PREMIER: Would it really make any 
difference ? 

HoN. R. PHILP: If a man was with "the 
powers that be," he would sign the present form, 
but if ha knew he would be liable he might think 
twice over it before he voted. They should treat 
everybody alike ; if they made a mistake let 
them pay the penalty. It was a big privilege to 
allow people to vote in any part of Queensland, 
and we should take all the safeguards possible. 

' We gave the women the privilege of voting by 
post two years ago, and the Bill was hurriedly 
rushed through the House. Mistakes bad been 

"made, and instead of remedying them the 
Government wanted to cut it out altogether. 
It would be thE' same with this ; a few persons 
might make a mistake, and the Government 
would say they were quite helpless, and abolish 
this, too. 

Mr. RANKIN did not see much in the con­
tention of the leader of the Opposition, because 
in cases where a certain penalty was enacted the 
determination was given to those who heard the 
case. As a rule the words " may be" meant· 
the limit of the penalty which was men­
tioned. The bench might nut think the con­
ditions of such a nature as to authorise a fine of 
£50, and if "shall" was substituted for "may" 
it might be doing an injustiCe. He was opposed 
to an amendment of that nature. 

The HOME SECRETARY suggested that it 
might meet the views of the leader of the Oppo­
sition if the words "I render myself liable" were 
used. 

Mr. DENIIAM : If it made no differ­
ence, why not meet the views of those who 
contended that by having the word '"may" it 
might lead an unscrupulous person into signing 
a declaration, thinking it would only mean a 
possiblE> prosecution, whereas by the word 
"shall" he was rendering hi'!lself liable. The 

[Hon . .A. G. G. Hawthorn. 

whole clause was a loose clause-it was a nomad's . 
' 'clause. It was quite apparent that the Govern­

ment were more concerned about the nomads 
thau they were about the women of the State 
and the mothers of our country. 

Question-That the word "may" proposed to 
be omitted with the view of inserting "shall" 
(Mr. White's amendment) stand part of the clause 
-put; and the Committee divided:-

AYES, 32. 
::IIr. Adamson 1\Ir. Kidston 

, G. P. Barber Land 
, Ben Lennon 
, ~ : Blair Mackintosh 

Bnwman ,, Mann 
Brennan , :.\.faughan 

, . Cowap Maxwell 
, Douglas , Mitchell 

Grant 1, :Mnlcahy 
, Grayson , NevHt 

Hamilton , Payne 
Hardacre Rankin 
Hawthorn Redwood 
Hunter Roberts 
J ones Ryland 

, Kerr 1'-'oods 
Tellers: :\1r. Grant and Mr. G. P. Barber. 

Mr. Armstrong 
, Blocksidge 
,. Campbe!l 

Denham 
Hanran 

, McMaster 
Moore 

, Paget 

::'<'m:s, 15. 
Mr. Paull 

Petrie 
, Philp 

Somerset 
, Swayne 

Walker 
·w·hite 

Tellers: Mr. White and Mr. Camp bell. 

PAIRS. 

Ayes-Mr. O'Sullivan, Mr. May, Mr. ~Iciutyre, and 
Mr. Gunn. 

Noes-:J.Ir. Millican, .Mr. Bonchard, :llr. Stephens, and 
)fr. Jenkinson. 

Resolved in the affirmative. 

Clause 4 put and passed. 

The House resumed. The CHAIRMAN reported 
progress, and obtained leave to sit again to­
morrow. 

The House adjourned at fourteen minutes past 
11 o'clock. 




