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LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY,

WEeDNESDAY, 21 SepTEMBER, 1910.

The Drpyry SeEsxEr (W. D. Armstrong,
Esq., Lockyer) took the chair at half-past
3 o’clock.

PAPERS.

The following papers, laid on the table,
were ordered to' be printed :-—

Report of the visiting medical officer of
the Diamantina Hospital for Chronic
Diseases, for the year ended on the
30th of June, 1810.

Report upon the working of the Queens-
land Government Savings Bank for
the year ended on the 30th June,
1910,

QUHSTIONS:
Rovarty oN TIMBER.

Mr. TOLMIE (Drayton and Toowoomba),
in the absence of Mr. Thorn, asked the
Secretary for Public Lands—

What was the amount of royalty on timber paid to
the department for the three years enced 30th June,
1910, by each of the following timber merchants:—
A. and D. Munro ; Filshie, Broadfoot, and Co. ; Blinco
Brothers, X, W. Pechey, and R. Bmmerson P

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS
(Hon. D. F. Denham,; Oxley) replied—

A. and D. Muuaro, £2,169 8s, 2d.; Filshie, Broadfoot,
and Co., £3,355 8s, 74, ; Blinco Brothers, £723 16z, 84, ;
executors of W. W, Pechey, £1,936 12s, 94.; Emmerson
and Co., £351 1s, 24.

ProserrINE CENTRAL SUGAR-MILL.

Mr. THEODORE (Woothakata) asked the
Treasurer— :

1. Is it & practice with the management of the
Proserpine Central Mill to make arbitrary deductions
off the weight of the cane Supplied by the farmers ?

2. Doses the management of the Proserpine Oentral
Mill take fair ave age samples of the farmers’ cane for
analysis, or are only a few picked canes of rank growth
used a5 a basis to determine the sugar contents of the
cane supplied ?

3. Are the Proserpine farmers allowed to check the
methods employed by the Proserpine Central Mill to
determine the sngar contents of the cane delivered ?

The TREASURER (Hon. A. G. C. Haw-
thorn, Enoggera) replied—
1. Wo.

2. Fair average samples of the farmers’ cane dre
taken for analysis.

3, It is not customary for the farmer to check the
methods employed by the Proserpine Central Miil, or
other mills, to determine the sugar contents of the -
cane delivered. The mill selects fair samples of cane
throughout the different fields, and when the crushing
season starts, whenever practicable, the ripest canes,
for obvious reasons, are put through first, The cane is
not paid for by analysis, but by weight, at Proserpine,

Ngw POLLING-PLACES AT RRECENT REFERENDUM,

Mr. NEVITT (Carpeniaria) asked the
Home Becretary—

At what number of piaces in each State electorate
wag n poll taken at the recent referendum that were
not polling-places at last State clection held on 2nd
CGetober, 19099



1018 Questions.

~ . The HOME: SEOCRETARY (Hon. J. G
Appel, Albert) replied—

Albert 2
Aubigny ... 3
Balonne:.. Y 1
Barcoo ... S0 Nib-
Bowen' ... s Nik
Brisbane North o 2
Brisbane South

Bulimba-... v 1
Bulloo ... . Nil
Bundaberg oo Nil
Bundanba ... Nid
Burke ... B S
Burnett .
Burrum -,
Cairns
Cambooya

Carnarvon

Carpevtaria - ..
Charters Towers
Clermont

Cook

Croydon ...

Cunningham

Dalby . ...

Drayton and Toowoomba

Enoggera

Tassifern

Fitzroy

Flinders ...

Fortitude Valley

Gregory ...

Gympie: ...,

Herbert ... o

Tpswich ..;

Kennedy

Leichhardt

Iockyer ... "

Logan

Mackay ...
Maranoa ... B
Maryborough ...
Mitehell ...
Moreton ...
Murilla .. .
Musgrave

Normanby

Nundah ...

Oxley

Port Qurtis

Rockhampton . ...

Roekbampton North ...

Rosewood
Stanley. ...
Toombul....
Toowong PR
Townsville

Warrego ...

Warwick N

Wide Bay

‘Woolloongabba (o
Woothakata ... - ...

.
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TrAM FATALITY. AT PETRIF’S BIGHT.

Mri. MCLACHLAN (Fortitude Valley) asked
the Home Secretary-—

1. Tas his attention been called to the tram accident
which happened at Petrie’s Bight on Thursday last,
whereby a man lost his life when stepping off a moving
tram ? .

2. Will he, under the powers conferred on him by
the Tramways Act, and in view of the deplorable acei-
dent veferred to, compel the Brisbane Tramway Com-
pany to place gates or other protection on their cars
for the safety of the travellibg puble? -

The HOME SECRETARY replied—

1. Yes, but not officially. ' Reports of aceidents in
gdonnection with tramosrs sre repotted to the Depart-
ment of Public. Works under Regulation No. 20 of the
Ilectric Light and Power Act of -18986.

2. The matter of protection to passengers alighting
from tramcars was inguired into some time ago by the
Hon, A, & ¢. Hawthorn, when Home Secretary, and
reported upon by the Commissioner of Pclice.. The
latter was of opinion that wickets or gates were not

[ASSEMBLY.] ZHlectoral Districts Bill.

practicable, and framed a regulation, which is now in
foree, making it & punishable offence to alight from:
any tramear ntil such tramear bas stopped.

OVERSEA PATIENTS AT DiaMANTINA® HOSPTTAL.

Mr. LAND  (Balonne) - asked the Home
Secretary—

How ‘mauny oversea patients have been admitted to
the Diamantina Hospital during the past eighteen
months?

The HOME SECRETARY replied—

Fight.

ORDER TO WHICH NO RETURN YET MADE.

Mr. ALLEN (Bulloo) s 1 desire to ask the
Home Secretary—

If he can tell us when the refurn for which I moved
in connection with the wages paid to orphan boys on
farms will be available?

The HOME SECRETARY replied—

Instructions have been given to have the return pre-
pared without any delay.. I have uno doubbt that no
delay will be caus:4 by the officials coneerned.

Mr. Arnewy. Well, give them a hustle.

ELECTORAL DISTRICTS BILL
PRrOPOSED INSTRUCTION 70  COMMITTEE.

Mr. MAUGHAN (Ipswich) s Mr. Deputy
Speaker,—With the leave of the House, 1 beg
to move that it be an instruction to the Com-
mittes on the Mlectoral Districts Bill of 1810
that the Cormmittee has power to insert a pro-
vision - reducing  the residence qualification
of the electors of Queensland bo six months’
residence.

The  DEPUTY - SPEAKER:  Is it the
pleasure of the House that the hon. member
has leave to move this. motion ‘- without
notice?

Oprostrion MemsERs : Hear, hear!

GoverNMENT MzMBERS @ No, no !

The Premizr:  We are not dealing  with
the electoral law now. We will deal with
that later on. . ;

Mr. MAUGHAN: Then I beg to. give
notice that I will move it to-morrow.

My, Lesiva:. YVou will be too late to-
MOrrow.

Mr. MaNN:
to-day. .

The PreMiER: Oh, yes; I know you will.

My, ManyN: Why should we not have s
different. qualification ?: . Six ‘months’  resi-
dence is the qualification under the Federal
Iaw, and that is much wore important than
this.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order, order !

We. will stonewall the Bill

COMMITTEE:
(M7 K. M. Grant, Rockhampton, in the chair.) .
- On clause 1 8hort title”’—

Mr. HARDACRE (Leichhardt) said that the
clavse was merely & verbal one, and was of
no importance. It merely fixed the: title of
the Bill, so that it might be allowed to pass.

Mr. MURPHY (Oroydon) thought the title
of the Bill ought to be, A Bill to try and
dish the Liabour party.”

Orrostrion Meusirg: Hear, hear!

Mr. MURPHY: Because they were all
agreed that that was the object in view in
introducing the measure.’
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The PreMIER: Such a Bill would be quxte
Unnecessary.

Mr‘ MURPHY: The' Premier need not be
“gocky.” " Hé had had a caucus: of his

party all the ‘morning; and he got none: the
bestof iti . They told him that they would
riot agree to his: hospital proposals.  (Govern-
ment laughter.)

The ACTING CHATIRMAN:

Clause put and passed.

On 'clause 2, as follows —

From: and after the end of this present: Parlia-

ment; the. Electoral Districts  Act of. 1887 and: the
FElectoral Districts Act of 1862 shall be repealed.

Myr. HARDACRE: This clause was .very
much like the one just passed.. It was of no
importance; and might be allowed to go- with-
out much discussion. There was a great deal
in what had: been said by the hon: member
for: Croydon.: “Hverybody - in the country
knew-—at any rate, those who were’ behind
the scenes knew—that the Government: intro-
duced the  Bill' for: the. purpose of trying to
destroy. their poh‘mca‘ opponents:

My, Murpny:  They have been: boasting
about it: .

The: HoMe SECRETARY - Our purpose is to
give every elector an equal right.

Mr: HARDACRE: It was rather remark-
able that a Redistribution’ of ‘Seats ‘Bill had
been on: the programme  of various Govern-
ments for years past. It had been on the pro-
gramme of the Premier for about three years,
but: when he was  being “supported: by the
Labour party he made no  attempt to intro-
duce: it It was only after repeated elections
had convinced him ‘of the growing power of
the: Labour party in the State and the Com-
monwealth, and ‘when:he was supported by
the old: Conservative party, whom he’ himself
had called ‘‘ the traditional enemies of democ-
racy’’ when'the Labour party sat with him
on the other: side—it was only when he left
the ‘progressive party—-

The PrEMIER: No; when the refrogressive
party left me.

Mr. - HARDACRE: ‘It was only when he
left: the reform party-and allied: himself with
the ‘“traditional enemies of ‘democracy;’” on
whose. side was the wealth of the country and
the power of the Press

The: PrEMier: - Thig- is a second-reading
speech. - It ‘has nothing to do with this clause:

Mr. HARDACRE: It was only when he
allied - himself - with -~ those  forces that. he
brought in this Bill for the purpose of wiping
out & number of his opponents, who repre-
sented: sparsely: populated  districts.: He. (Mr:
Hardacre) did not: know  that it would not
have been: better to amend the: title of the
Bill - as suggested -by the. hon. member for
Croyden; and he was sorry’ that he had not
moved an amendment on the previous clause
with that object,

The 'TREASURER:
called 1t? y

The: HoME ‘SECRETARY : A Bill for the re-
presenta.tion of: kangaroos and emus.

HARDACRE: In proposing to repeal
the emstmg Acts_they were not really going
to try ‘and give better representation to: the
people of Queensla.nd The Bill would merely
give better representation:to the district sur-
rounding - Brisbane; where” the mass: of  the
population was centred to the: disadvantage
of  the people’ in the outlymg districts; “and

Order!

What -would "you have

[21 SrPrEMBER..
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ultimately to the detriment of the legislative
and’ administrative - well-being “of -the whole
community.

Mr. MACARTREY - Does' it not propose what
your party have been advocating for years?

Mr. HARDACRHE :: No. - They had always.
advocated  ‘“one’ man: one  vote,”’ ‘and  they
were also in favour of ‘“one vote one value.””

The HoMr SECRETARY:. That is the under-
lying principle of the Bill:

Mr.- HARDACRE: 1t would not give ‘‘one
vote one value.”

The - PREMIER: - The  ‘present  question is
whether certain Acts shall be repealed.

Mr. HARDACRE: . The Bill was one which
would largely disfranchise the people resident:
in the outlying districts of the State.

* Mr. MANN  (Caérns); Whatever might be
the object the Government had:in view in
bringing. down the Bill, there: could be 1o
doubt that anomalies had grown up. which
made it necessary that they should have a Re-
distribution: of Seats Bill. " The - purpose. for:
which “the . Government  had: introduced: the
measure. might be ‘open: to argument;  but:
there could be no doubt that there had been
as great inequalities in tegard to representa-
tion years ago as there were to-day. A Bill
had been drafted and was in the hands of the:
Morgan-Kidsten Cabinet, but the then Trea-
surer, Mr. Kidston; refused to allow it to be
introduced because; under: it, three séats in:
the Central district would ‘have been wiped
out. - That was the reason why the Bill was
not brought down sconer:

- OpposrTION. MEMBERS: Ah, ah!
secrets'

M. MANN They might say ‘¢ Better late

Cabinet:

than never.”” " The Bill had now been brought:

dowi. i

B'ﬁn OrrosiTioN MrMBER: ~ Not - the same:
11l,

Mr. MANN: He did not know whether it
was the: 'same’ Bill; but it~ had been brought:
down, possibly, as the hon. member for Croy-
don sa.ld with the  objectof  dishing - the
it would not" dish - the:
Labour party.:- This was a Bill' for dishing
the - Conservatives. - Under  the - Bill = they
would see & Labour Government in the House
in the 'near:future.  The Conservative party,
ot whatever they liked to: call themselves;
would becoms stronger:in the country districts;
but’ the- Labour paltv must - inevitably get
possession of the towns.  For himself he wel-
comed: the Bill,” if provisions were made in it
to safeguard the interests of the outlying
centres—the rural districts—and allow them a
fair ‘share' 'of representation; : and ‘members
representing. . country distriots  should urge:
that necessity upon: the Government.  The
Bill would not hurt him & bit, but he did
not - believe " in’ seeing country districts
penalised,: either in ~ the 'North, Centre; or:
West. - In his opinion’ this Bill ‘was going to
concentrate all the' voting power in the cities,
and for that reason it was a bad Bill, but: it
would not hurt: the Labour party.

Mr.  HAMILTON (Gregory) agreed:  with
other: members that - this' was not’ a Bill to
make better representation: in Parliament; it
was ‘8 Bill 'which was going 1o concentrate
all political ‘power: within a radius of 100 miles
of Brisbane.

Orpostrion MeMBERS: Hear, hear!

My HAMILTON: " No - matter whether
country: districts were represented by Liabour
members or by the present supporters of the

Mr. Hamilton.|
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Qovernment, it was going to be a centralisa-

_ fion of power. It was news to 'him that there
__had been a Bill propared by the Morgan-

. Kidaton Government, as intrmated by bhe
hon member for Cairns.. He: knew. that a
few years ago there was one prepared by the
Philp Government. ‘Speaking  from memory,
he thought the margin was larger than what
was allowed under this Eléctoral Districts Bill,
and yet it worked:out that it was gong to
reduce country representation and ereate addi-
tional electorates around: Brisbane; and that
was the way the whole thing was going to pan

out now. ‘It 'seemed to him that it was only

Jately that the Premier had: been so anxious
to bring in a Bill on these lines: :

The PreMiEr: Not the Premier--the Horme
Secretary:. - (Laughter:)

Mz HAMILTON " Neither the  Home
Secretary nor:any - other  Minister. ‘did ‘any-
thing  without ‘asking ' the-"sanction: of - the
Premier.’ He saw some hon. member ask a
question. of “a  Minister last  night; and he

- looked at the Premier; who gave him a nod
before he got up to answer: There was nob
4 Minister who' 'was game to ‘answer a ques:
tion without asking the Premier:

Mr, - MuRPHY: . Except : the
{Liaughter.)

Mr, - HAMILTON : The Government: must
tiotthink: because they were going to. wipe
out: some of the: country seats, that they were
going to wipe out those members altogether.
They would: only: concentrate their attention
on--some-: - of - the Government' seats—Kid-
stonian seats in: particular; ‘and he hid no
doubt that they would ‘have some of their
scalps hangingat ‘their belts: after the Act
came into: operation:

My, LAND (Balonne): Heé had no doubt that
‘there was a. tecessity for a redistribution:of
seats, but: he would like to remind Govern-
ment ‘supporters—and - especially the  Queen-

“street supporters—that by creating more cen-
tralisation in’ Brisbane ‘than there had Dbeen
in. the  past, - they. were  only  cutting the
ground: from under their feet—in fact, they
were only “cutting their ‘own throats:

© The PREMIER: Assist them-—]. am:sure you
will. (Laughter.)

 Mr. LLAND : The reason they had separated
from: New: 'South Wales was because of the
centralisation - which  took =~ place, “and. since
then  they. hHad federated.. Many ~imen  in
the  House had ‘worked: hard' and voted for
federation, and one of the most prominent in
that direction was the hon;" member for Bris-
bane North, who said he had regretted it
ever: since.

Hon. B, B.. Forrzsr: He says so still.

My, LAAND: They made. a  mistake; but
now they had got federation; the little scheme
they had in’ their ‘mind’s eye came  undone;
like some other schempes. The greatest objec-
tion he had to the Bill was the centralisation
init. - They had a difficulty in’ getting any-
thing hike a fair deal in the country in c¢on-
nection: with any of the: departments, and the
faves ‘and freights. on' the railways were a
great handicap.: A ‘man ‘sometimes had: to
waita year or two 'if he wanted to geb . a
plece of land, and: it was: all ‘through not
having sufficient representation in the country
districts.  He felt certain that under the Bill
there would be greater representation in Bris-
bane than there had been in the. past, .and
that would work very seriously against the
interests of Queensland. There was a lot of
people - who: - thought that Brishane = was
Queensland.

[Mr. Hamilton.
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Mr. CorreiL: A great many people of your
way of thinkingimagine that the: country is
Queensland;

Mr, LAND: He thought that the Govern:
ment would find out that they had ‘made the
greatest mistake in . their life—he hoped they
would at’ the next election. :

My,  MURPHY : As’ a ‘unificationist,  he
gladly “welcomed  the wiping out of all the
States, and the abolition not only of the Liegis-
lative Council of Queensland but also. of the
Legislative ‘Assembly. :

The: PREMIER:: You can‘move an amend-

‘ment-to: that effect in the next clause.

Mre.  MURPHY ;" Possibly 'we may do it
(Liaughter.). The Premier, acouple of elec-
tions ago, was going round the country telling
the electors; ““If you do not send me back to
power’; if ‘you let :Mr. Philp get on:the Trea-
sury benches again; there will: be no repre-
sentation of ~the country districts. Let the
Conservatives get back to power, and you will
see ‘where the country 'districts :will be in
Queensland.” - They knew the Conservatives
were: back in power now, as, §ince ‘the coali-
tion, the hon. senior member for Townsville
had controlled 'the: present Government, and
this' Electoral Districts-Bill was being brought
in:to please that hon. gentleman and his con-
servative friends. People who: lived in the far-
away parts of Queensland, and spent their lives
intrying to-open’ up: those isolated places;
should have fair representation. - The Premier,
the Secretary for Mines, and the Treasurer

were: always standing upin-the

{4 pim.] -House and saying, ‘“ We  must

: have immigration’; we must people
the waste parts of Australia in order to keep
the  Japanese  or some  other- coloured ‘alien
from - taking  possession’ of it:’> “And when
they dealt with & Bill such as that under gon-
sideration, - they 'said: those people. were not
entitled  to ‘any ’ consideration ‘at’ all.: They
had" received very little  consideration from
any Government up to the present time.

Mr. -ALLEN:  The Home Secretary says we
are ‘giving representation to ‘emus and kan-
garoos.

The -HOME ' SECRETARY:
Senator McGregor.

Mr. MURPHY': It would be remembered
that shedrers and the men who lived in the

I was ‘quoting

North, and the miners who “opened up the

great resources. of - this country, used to: be
referred to-as ¢ The: dingoes of civilisation.”
So- far as repealing the present Acts was con-
cernéd, it simply meant that the Premier, at
his ~caucus’ meeting - that ‘morning, ‘received
an assurance from his party that he would be
seen through on the measure, so all the: Op-
position could ‘do was to make a kind of formal
protest,: and “have a division of two just to
show how: things stood.  That Bill would go
through: much easier than the Hospitals Bill;
and much easier than the Licensing Bill:- The
present Bill was a Government measure; and
every. member. of the Government party: had
to.come. into the: House and: support the Pre:
mier. - The Preémier knew it was 'a’ conserva-
tive measure, or thought it was—

The Hoxs Szormrary: The representation
of democracy, a conservative Bill!

Mr. MURPHY : Why did not the Premier,
who had been. in ‘power since 1904, consider
the representation of democracy before the
13th April last, when his party got wiped out
by the Labour. party throughout Australia?
In New South Wales, Mr. Wade introduced
8 second ballot to try and stop the Labour
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party sécuring s majority in the doming con-
fosts inm that State, and it was because the
Premier and ‘his conservative - friends ~were
afraid of the growing: power of the Labour
party-—-were afraid that at the next election
they would be wiped out—that the Bill was
introduced.

The PreEMIER: ~Apparently your party has
not Had a caucus meeting.

Mr. MURPHY said the party to which he
belonged was~ the  only  free ‘party in  the
Houge. - (Laughter.). They did not require a
caucus;. as they were. absolutely independent,
and could: vote as they liked.

The Prenmier: Have you asked permission
to make that statement?

My, MURPHY: He' had not asked per-.

mission to make that statenient.  Did not the
Premier ask permigsion from: his party that
morning to - introduce the Hospitals Bill, “and
did not they refuse that permission? (Govern-
ment: laughter.)) « Members of the House -and
members of the Government party: knew, just
as: well as members of the Opposition,: that
the people of Queensland recognised that the
desire of the Government to pass a Redistri:
bution of Seats Bill 'was not to:try and give
better: representation fo the  people, but in
order to hang on'to the Treasury benches.

Mr. PAVNE (Muichell): Clausa 2 of the Bill
wiped out the Electoral ‘Districts Acts of 1887
‘As:had already been  stated, the
Bill ‘would undoubtedly centralise the power
in and around Brisbane, and under the system
of ‘one ‘vote one  value: it was pretty hard to
got away from that. If the Government were
not careful to give the country districts a fair
deal under:the Bill, they would ‘do niore than
anything else he knew of  to ‘bring about
unification, or separation. : Some people looked
upon. the motion brought forward by the hon.
member ‘for: Barcdo: as: being just:a matter
of form.. He: (Mr. Payne) would inform: the
Hoise that there was a growing feellng in
the North ‘and Centre 'in™ favour: of separa-
tion. It Had already been stated that the iso-
lated  districts: were at a disadvantage com-
pared’ to . the districts  in and around - the
metropolitan: ‘area, and’ it was' not necessary
for him to remind the Government that, tak-
ing the dountry: districts as a whole; they were
of “considerably: less: trouble. to the Govern-
ment than the electorates in-and around Bris-
bane. - They: did ‘not have deputations from
the' country- districts every 'day, as it were,
demanding this and  demanding. that. - The
country: districts had' béen’ the pioneers and
backbone of all 'success, and. during the time
he had: been in the House, the present and
all previous Governments had sadly neglected
those districts:  If ‘the Bill' meant that those
districts ‘were: to be penalised : further, then
they . were doing :more -than anything  he
knew of ‘to stimulate the sgitation’ that was
already 'in exigtence in reference to. separa-
tion and unification.: He' trusted, ‘whatever
was dons, the country distriets would receive
an extra amount  of consideration,  as  they
were away from: the Government, as it were,
and away: from: the different departments: If
the Government. were wise thev would give
those districts: honest consideration:

Mr. HARDACRE thought the Committes
ought' to postpone consideration “of clause 2
until thev had dealt with the other provisions
of the Bill: : Clause: 2 ‘was a very important
one; as’ it repealed all the: former Acts, and
they were making a radical departure from all

[¢1 SzrpreMBER.]
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previous methods of introducing ' -Redistri:
bution of Seats Bill: :Upon every other oceca-
sion when- an' Electoral “Bill ‘had been before
Parliament; the new electoral districts ‘were
actually named in the Bill itself, and were not:
left to a eommission; so that Parlisment could
be satisfied  before. they agreed to pass the
Bill. - For:that reason, the Committee should
be satisfied  with the:other provisions of the
Bill- before repealing ' the present . Acts; and
he; therefore; formally - moved that the con-
sidexation of clause 2}136 postponed until after
the consideration of ‘clause 11; :

Mr. MURPHY : There 'was no doubt: that
this  was one of the most’ important clauses in
the Bill. - 'When Redistribution of Seats Bills
were " introduced’ on' previous ‘occasions;: con-
siderably more information was ‘given to. the
Commiittes than was imparted to. members on
this occasion, and he hoped that the: Minister

“would give due donsideration to the .proposal

of the hon. member for Leichhardt, and allow
the ‘clause to: stand: over till ‘they had dealt
with: the other provisions of the Bill.

Mr: O’SULLIVAN  (Kennedy) supported
the amendment.  He-did not think it wise to
place such power in the hands of the Ministry
as would be given to them if they were allowed
to appoint commissioners: to divide the. State
into electoral districts. . While he did not want
t0: give: country electorates an undue propor-

“tion of representation; he was of ‘opinion that

districts remote from the metropolis were en-
titled to every consideration.  When the pre-
sent Premier was fighting the senior member
for Townsville and the ' Labour -party some
time ago, he -made a speech in the Kennedy
electorate ‘in which: he " stated “emphatically
that he. would: have nothing to do with a
Redistribution of Seats Bill. The hon. géntle-
man: also ‘stated on that occasion that he did
not' think the time had arrived for the intro:
duction of such a measure, and thab it would
not arrive for ‘some time to come.  This mea-
sure would place the ‘preponderance’ of politi
cal. power .in the hands of the large centres of
population.: " Many members seemed to think
that Brisbarne was Queensland.” Even' at the
récent gathering of members of Tocal authori-
ties- there was evidence of the ' existence 'of
such a feeling, which was found in the fact
that some’ of the delegates to that conference
wanted: St Helena, an- island in the: south-
sastern -corner of -:Queensland,  proclaimed ‘a
national park:  If this measure was passed; a
great injustice would: be done to the remote
digtricts of the State, as the result would ke
to place the preponderance of political power
in the hands of electors in' the larger cenires
of population. - He hoped that the Committee
would agree to the amendment.
Question—That clause 2 be: postponed #ill

after “the consideration of dause 11 (Mr:
Hardacre' s amendment)—put and negatived.

* Mr. NEVITT. (Carpeniaria): In his spesch
on' the second reading of the Bill the Horde
Secretary - stated. that he: (Mr. Nevitt) had

<quoted certain figures in connection with' elec:

toral representation 1n Gréat Britain, with the
view ‘of showing that as there were anomalies
there it' was natural to: expect: that. there
should be anomalies in Queensland. - That was
not. his purpose in quoting the figures.  His
purpose was to show that it was absolutely im-
possible to. ‘get one vote. one value.  In no
part of ‘the world had they ever attempted to
secure one vote one: value on the: basis laid
down by the Home Secretary.  In the figures
referred: o' it was. shown  that there was a
great difference between the values of votes in:

Mr. Nevite.]
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different electorates.  For instance, the num-
_ber of solectors in Romford, in Essex, was
thirteon and three-quarter times more: than
the number in Montgomery, in Wales.

The Hoye SrcrETArY: Those are remnants
of the rotten borough system.

Mr. NEVITT: They were not: remnants of
the rotten horough system.  The people of
Cireat Britain recognised that it was necessary.
to give greater political power “to electorates
far removed ‘from. the 'seat of ~government
than was given to those near the seat of go-
yernment:  If Brisbane was not Tepresented
in the House by & single member; it would not
lose anything ‘as far as public expenditure was
‘concerned.

The Houe SECRETARY: You say that after
the remarks that have fallen from members
on' that sicde as to the ¢ octopus,’” Brisbane?

Mr. NEVITT : What-he said wag quite cor-
rect: . The: effect. of = passing. ' this measure
would be’ to - increase the political power of
Brisbane and the electorates in the iminediate
vicinity of the: metropolis; as’ compared with
the power possessed by the ocutlying districts of
the State.  The area of the district he repre-
‘sented . was one-tenth of the: whole atea of
Queensland, ‘and if the Bill became law that
aren would have to be extended to one-sixth
the “area of the State in order to get a suffi-
cient. number of électors for the quota. ' Under
the present. representation  that ‘district: had
not got a fair deal in the past; and under the
proposed “alteration: the ‘conflict of interests
would be greater than at present.  There were
two ports and two inland towns in the district
~one a pastoral town and the other a mineral
town ;- and that position would be aggravated
under:the Bill..-On coming to the ‘clause al-
Towing for the difference  of ‘onefourth; his
party proposed to move an amendment;  The
Premier- said; :on the second reading, that no
demuocrat could oppese the Bill:

The PREMIER, asked the Acting  Chair-
man’s raling as to: whether: the hon: member
was in order in' referring: to what was said
on ‘the second reading.

The  ACTING CHAIRMAN: ' The hon.
member: is trying to give reasons why these
Acts - should: not:'be repealed,  but he is
trenching very . closely  on the Standing
‘Order.

My, NEVITT said- he' had nearly- com-
pleted: his ‘remarks. - Though  the Premier
was leader: of the House, he was not Chair-
man of Committees. - He tock exception to
the Premier. trying to bully any member of
the Committee’;: and he would not be bullied
by the hon. gentleman: :

Mr, COTTELL rose to a point of order.. Was
the hon. member for Carpentaria in-order in
talking - about' the' Premier - bullying. the
Committee ?

The ACTING CHAIRMAN: There is no
point’ of order.

My NEVITT : He was pleased that the
Chairman had' seen fit to rule as he had
done.He would reserve any further remarks

untila: future occasion:

My ALLEN thought it would be. foolish
to accept the clause as it stood.  There might
be & dissolution at ‘any tirme, and if this
clause: were ‘passed they would: be at sixes
and sevens.  Clause 12 provided that-—

The: provizgional rolls. shall. be:publizhed iz such
manner and to such extent as the Minister directs.

And the 2nd subsection said—-

If by reason of theé dissolution of this present
Parliament & general election becomes necessary———

[Mr. Nevits.
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The  PREMIER: asked - whether the  hon:
member for Bulloo was in order.

The "ACTING CHAIRMAN: . The hon.
member is not in order in anticipating the
debate on clause 12.

Mr. ALLEN: said it did  not affect_ his
argument very much: . The operations of the
new Act would only be brought intc force on
the 30th-‘of June; and he contended that every-
thing would not be in proper order until the
end of ‘the year. He moved the omission of
the  words, - ‘““end of  this: present Parlia-
ment,” with the  view of inserting . thirty-
first . of * December, 1911.” ;

Mr: HARDACRE : There was a good dea
in:the contention of the hon. member for
Bulloo.: He took :it. that the object of -the
amendment - was  to’ preserve the ' present
electoral  districts and-the present electoral
rolls "until they -had substituted  the new
electoral’ “districts. and  rolls. ' Parliament
might be dissolved in a month from now, and
they would be thrown into chaos.

The  PreMizr: -~ We: could repeal this Bill
before we' adjourned.

Mr. HARDACRE - Parliament might be
dissolved to-morrow. without their’ consent.

- The Premier: If the Governor dissolved
Parliament without consulting us, that would

“be: his: lookout:

My HARDACRE: He thought it would
be wise. to: provide ‘that the  old  districts
should not be repealed  until the new' dis-
iricts had been proclaimed: ' If- hon. mem-
bers would: look ' at: clause 1L they would
see that after the commisison had completed

“its Tabours, thereupon: the names and boun-

daries of the 'electoral  districts  should be
proclaimed.. The proper thing to say would
be: that ‘after the boundaries of
[4.30 p.m.] the new: electoral  districts have
been completed;  then: the Elec-
toral Districts Acts of 1887 and 1892 should
be' ‘repealed.. . The “old electoral - districts
should ‘not be repealed until the new - dis-
tricts: had come: into existence.
~The PreagEr:  You cannot repeal them
even then. They miust last until the end of
this Parliament.

Mre. HARDACRE : That was so if Parlia-
ment: lasted longer than the labours of the
commissioners. . The point he made was that’
Parliament: might  be: dissolved "hefore  the
commission had' coniplered their labours.

- My, MurprY ;. There might be a burst up
%l'lfhe Government party over the Hospitals
i1k

Mr. HARDACRE : - If they repealed these
two ~Acts,; and’ Parliament was dissolved in
a_ month, the position would be that the old
electoral’ districts’ would: have ~disappeared
and the new' electoral - districts: would not
yet have come into. existence. . The com-
mission’ could  not : complete - their: labours
until June next, at the very earliest, ‘as they
had to-present their report to. Parliament in
June next. It was a wrong thing to doany-
thing that’ would: take away the power of
Parliament for that: of the: Cabinet..  They
had no right to. give the Cabinet full right
of - posgession for nine  months from now.
If the state of the parties in the House was
not satisfactory, and. work could 1ot be done,
then it was. a right thing that: Parliament
might be dissolved at any moment. But if
they passed the clause ‘as: printed, and the
old electoral “districts “were repealed: befcre
the new: ones came into force, it would be
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giving undue. power to the occupants: of the
Troasury benches. He suggested that the
amendment: be amended to provide that the
old “electoral * districts remain until the new
districts: were drawn up. It would be better
+to. make: the repeal of the Acts named take
effect after the new botindaries were drawn
up; instead of having a fixed date.

Mr.  LESINA wished to hear ‘an:explana-
tion - of the "clause: from  the Minister in
charge - of the Billy which - would probably
save time.. Otherwise the -discussion would
go onand-on, like Tennyson’s brook; ‘“for
ever.” He was getting in a fog himself over
the clause.

The PrEMIEr 1 No wornder.

My LESINA:: - If the clause did not mean
what it said, it must mean something else,
and the sooner they discovered it the. better,
because: it would: make it clsar: to their
understanding. He hoped that the Mininster
would explain precisely what the clauge really
meant, - Did it ‘méan that the Acts of 1887

and 1892 would ‘remain on the. statute-book =

until’ the end: of ‘this Parliament, whether
Parliament ended at the time appointed: or
whether it ended suddenly ? . Did' it mean
that any end that overtook this Parliament
would 'be the period fixed for the repeal of
the ‘Acts mentioned ¥ Did ‘anyone’ under-
stand it ? - If the Govérnment  passed  this
legislation ‘and - got ‘the ecountry into a kuot

when- a- general election’ came on, that would:

‘be the fault. of the Government, and members
could: not. be held responsible:

The HOME: SECRETARY : He thought
“the clause was sufficiently clear to:be under-
stood: by every member of the House. =~ After
the “end - of : this Parliament; ~whether = it
ceased: by efluxion of time; or by a dissolu-
tion before the natural effluxion of time; the
Acts  referred to-would be-repealed.

Mr. LEstNa: ‘And the new districts might
not - be completed.

The . HOME " SECRETARY:: The 'Bill
made full provision in case there should be
any by-election:

Mr. LesiNa: - What about a general elec:
tion? :

The HOME SECRETARY : ' Prior to the
B0th of June; when the whole of the work of
the Commisioners would  beé completed, and
tha electoral ‘rolls would be ‘compiled, should
Parliament terminate prior to:that time he
took it that the. necesary provision would
be 'made before. the!: House went  to  the
country.

Mr. Lesiva:- Who makes the provision?

The HOME : SECRETARY . The only
provision that could be made was the pro-
vigion’ mentioned in:the Billy which required
a- certain. time: to “elapse- before a - certain
work was: carried . out. . Should' the present
Parliament come to an end before the 30th
of “June next——

The Peemier:  Which is vnlikely.
sition laughter:)

The HOME SECRETARY : " Which: was
unlikely—he: took it ‘that: the  House would
make provision for' the: circumstances which
would ‘arise in such a-case.
could; they had made all the necessary pro-
visions, which would take a certain amiount
of “time to. bring about the result that was
intended by the measure before the: House.
Beyond that he could not: give any further

(Oppo-
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explanation. ' The matter was as plain ar}d
as. simple "ag it was possible for the Parlia-
mentary Draftsman to have made it.

Mr. MAY - (Flinders) ;. Provided that a dis-
solution took place within a month—and they
never knew when such’a contingency might
arise-—and the division of the State into elec-
toral districts: had not been completed: by the
commissioners; would: the elections take place
on the basis of the present electoral distriets?

Mr. Lanp: No. :

“Mr.. MAY :: Then ‘some amendment should
be inserted in the clause, making provision for
stich ‘an’emergency.  They should certainly go
on the old:basis: until the commissioners had
completed their work.

Mz, MANN :It was perfectly clear that no
provision had been made in the clause for an
extraordinary - dissolution: - The: Home Secre-
tary gaid: that the House would deal with the
questioni should the cccasion arize; but, in the
event: of an. extraordinary  dissoliution taking
place, the House might be in such a temper
that it was not likely to do any business, and
there: might be chaos. He remembered one
such oecasion, when the House refused: to pass
Supply; and they had no guarantee. that the
House would be willing topass a Bill'to deal
with- an: extraordinary: dissolution: Hon. mem-
bers. would' rather try and force: the Govern-
ment to go to the country. The new districts
would: niot have been proclaimed,. but the ‘old
districts would have been repealed; and; if an
election” was held under the Act, it would be
illegal. - That was clearly - what ' the Home
Secretary gave them: to understand: would be
the position. : There was Toom for an amend-
ment in- the clause making provision for an
extraordinary - dissolution. - He: did not sup-
pose. the: Government  would come 'to grief
over the Hospitals Bill, but they might come
to grief over the allotment of portfolios. There
was an-empby portfolio, and there were three,
if ‘not four, aspirants to it

Mr. Emsiva: I know: fifteen.

The ACTING CHAIRMAN: Order!

Mr:- MANN: “And’ it was quite’ possible
they might have a dissolution. It would be all
right' if - Parliament dissolved by effluxion of
time; - but- they might have a’ dissolution at
any - time. It was. guite possible  that the
Government might be defeated. = As a matteér
of fact, if ‘a little party of six-on that side had
agreed to a certain arrangement, the Premier
would have: been: turned: out of office before
the. last election, but they refused to aceept
the. conditions:

The ACTING CHAIRMAN? Order; order!
The hon. member must confine himself to the
amendment.

Mr. MANN : It was just as well for the Pre-
mier that he was not allowed to finish what
he was going to say, or he might have given
the hon. gentleman some very interesting in-
formation. - There was provision: for: a’ by-
election, but; there was none for coping with

an - extraordinary - dissolution;. and - provision -

should be made for such a contingency:

Mr. - MULLAN: (Charters Towers): The
Home Secretary had made an extraordinary
admission.:. He had practically admitted that
the Bill, "as framed, lent itself to the possi:
bility of creating political chaos within a few
months:

The Homr SECRETARY ¢ Not at all.

Mr. MULLAN: The Bill was based: on the
assumptbion that Parliament was going to live
the allqtted term of three years.  The result

Mr. Mullan.]
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of ‘an earlier dissolution would mean chaos:
They could ‘easily - imagine the. :Bill  being
agsented to in a couple of months: Immed::
ately it was assented to, the two Acts referred
to in clause 2 would be repealed; and; if there
should be an extraordinary dissolution befors
the ‘new districts: were proclaimed, it ‘might
not be:possible to pass a Bill making provision
for the election of the succeeding Parliament:
They knew how impracticable it might be for
Parhiament to do anything of the kmd:

Mr. MurrHY: Supposing  there is only a
majority: of one?

Mri MULLAN: As the-hon. membes for
Cairris pointed out, on one ocoasion when an
extraordinary dissolution  took place;  Parlia-
ment refused to grant Supply; and it'might
happen, under. similar circumstances. that
Parliament would refuse to make provision for
the ‘election of its successor.

The PrEyiEg: Who would be responsible?

My MULLAN: Who would be responsible
but the Cabinet for bungling' in the drafting
of ‘this Bill? :

The Premizr: Noj the personwho dissolved
Parliament.

Mr. MULLAN: The Home Secretary had
admitted that:the: Bill 'did not  provide for
such_an emergency; and, having made that
admission, the  duby devolved: upon' the Go-
vernment: of obviating the possibility of chaos
by amending the elause. It should provide
that two conditions: should: take place before
the two existing Acts should be'repealed.: One
was that they had reached the end of the pre-
sent. Parliament;  whenever that might hap-
pen; and the other was that the new elesctoral
districts: should have been proclaimed before
the present Acts were repealéd. There would
then be no possibility of & difficulty arising.

Mr. FORSYTH (Moréton): There was some-
thing in the ‘arguments that had been raised.
Supposing, for the sake of argument; that the
Bill ‘was passed. this week, ‘and that a dissolu-
tion took: place within a month or six weeks,
and before . the commissioners could  even
touch the rolls. They would certainly be
placed in a somewhat awkward position, be-
cause the present electoral districts would have
heen - repealed.: But ‘what ‘would . happen?
They. would: have to do one of two things in
stch - a: case.  They would. either  have: to
include some clause in the Bill providing that;
inthe ‘event of - such & contingency taking
place, the election should be held under the
oldAct; or'they might provide that this Ack
should ‘he repealed for the time being in case
of a dissolution of = Parliament, and  they
would thenget back to the old Act. ~As far
as: one could: judge, ‘it was morée than likely
that everything would be ‘all right, and: that
Parliament would continue for some consider-
able time;

o Mro Jo M. Hunter : Don’t starb prophesy-
ing. :

My, FORSYTH:: There was another  point
which had been raised. Supposing a dissolu-
tion took place within' the next four or five
months. . By that time’ the provisional rolls
mizht - be - ready,  althoueh  they might not
have  been confirmed, and, acecording to the

Act; they had power; in the event of & dissolu- =

tion taking place, to use these provisional rolls
before they were confirmed,

Mz MurraN: You would ‘not: have: the. dis-
tricts. »

Mr: FORSYTH : They might insert &' pro:
vision that; in the event of a dissolution taking

[Mr. Mullan.
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place  before the commissioners had time to
define  boundaries;  the new  election’ should
then come under the old: Act: ;

Mr. J.-M. HUNTER' (Maranoa): He did
not. think they would be justified in passing
the ‘clause in its present: form.  Theyshould
make provision for-all contingencies so far as.
they could see them. : As the hon. ‘member for -

Moreton had pointed out, it was fairly reason-

able to think that this' Parliament would live:
ity full.time, bub they had ‘seen fairer pros-
pects than that suddenly. blighted. = A" pro-
vision “could be ‘inserted in' clavss: 2 simply:
stating that, in the event of a dissolution of
Parliament taking place before the boundaries.
were defined; then that extraordinary election
should take place under the ‘Act of 1892, That
would cover:all of the contingencies that might
arise. - As to the possibility -of - Parliament
making some provision:in the event of a dis- "
solution taking place, he thought that that
was almost an: unreasonable expectation,  In
connection with: the ‘twa extraordinary. elec-
tions which ‘had taken place: within' the last

fwo years, he did not think such a possibility

could have been: provided for, because Parlia-
ment was in' a state ofi chaos, and no party
could have arranged for the necessary machin-

‘ery for the carrying on-of & genetral election:

This could all be obviated by the: Home Sec-
vetary at once admitting that he had brought
this ‘measure in in an unprepared form.

The Hove SECRETARY: He does uot admit
that:

Mr. oM. HUNTER: He thought the hon.
gentleman: would be. compelled: to admit it
He had admitted it in his speech; he did not: ©
say ‘8o openly, but there ‘was ng other con-
struction to be put on what he did say, than
that there was a lack of machinery to deal
with . possible contingencies stich as:had been::
mentioned; ~Any. Government and any Minis-
ter ‘made small mistakes at times; and it was
an - horourable thing for a  Government to
admit that they had made blunders. occasion-
ally.  Provision could now be made, to meet
the ‘dangers which: underlaid - the Billin ks
present form.  The Opposition had fully. ex-
posed’ the 'weakiiess of the ‘measure, and’ if
they were not- sttong enoughto "induce the
Government t6 make the alteration necessary,
the blame would ‘rest with: the  Government
should the contingencies arise which had: been:
forecasted. :

The  PREMIER did not think- there was
anything in- the contention of the hon. mem-7
ber for Bulloo,: who: had  made this proposal,
orin what' had: been said in’ support of it
The thing was a. fancy-a problematical con-~
tinigency—and nothing else.

Mr. HavirroN - You © are assuming  too
much. . It is possible; anyhow.

The PREMIER: The Home' Secretary had
shown' that other places, when altéring their
Electoral Districts Acts,: acted just as we dare
doing. :

The HoME SECRETARY : New Zealand:

The PREMIER : Other States had amended
their, Electoral Districts  Acts quite. recently,
justin the same way as we were doing: ;

OrposITION. MEMBERS: No, 110!

The Home SECRETARY : Yeés; in two cases.

The PREMIER: And in 1887, the Parlia-

ment of Queensland amended their Electoral
Districts. Act; :

. Mr.: Bovcnarp: They described the boun-
daries in the Act. .
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The: PREMIER:  The ‘describing of -‘the
boundaries- in' the Bill, or their being made
after the Bill was passed, did not affect this
point, ’ .

My Hamtorox': Yes; it does.

The PREMIER : Section 2 in that Act read
exactly lile cladse 2 in. this Bill==

From and after. the end of Lhe present Parliament,
the Elecloral Districts Act of 1837, and ‘the Blectoral
Districts Act—
ete., should be repealed:

Mr. J.-M.. Hunter: They probably made a
blunder too.

The PREMIER: The same fanciful difh-
culty existed there.
My, HARDACRE
MgenMBERS : No, no!

The PREMIER: That Parliament might
have been dissolved before: the new districts
described in the: Bill camse into operation—
just in the same way as this Parliament might
pe dissolved, - Like  the ‘men: in the: other
States, ‘when: dealing ‘with the ordinary busi-
ness of legislation;  they were not concerned
with fanciful ‘contingencies which might arise:
What was the diffienlty 7 - If an extraordinary
situation should “arise necessitating 'an: eléc-
tion; were ~hon. members afraid that  they
would: get into such a hole that they could not
deal with: it?

Mr. LENNON : We are afraid that you might
get in. - (Laughter:)

Mr. LENNON: Would they not take care,
~before they went to' the  country, that this
clause,  which: prevented them: being elected
again, was repealed?

Mr. MY ;. Why not simplify matters by
inserting a small clause?

The PREMIER - It was not at all neces-
sary..- The objection was a mere fanciful one
and:-had nothing’ whatever to do with the
clause: :

Mr. HAMILTON : - When  the ' question
was first. brought forward by the hon. mem-
ber for-Bulloo,: the Premieir. would not listen
; to'it; but after & member of his

[5pim.}  own party recognised. there was

some force in the arguments put
forward; ‘the Premier hurriedly got: a copy
of the Act; The Premier said it was only
a - fanciful - objection,  but: it  might: becoms
real“if ‘there was 'a dissolution 1n' the near
future. The hon. gentleman thought he was
inoffice. forlife; ‘but- just: as strong -men,
who had thought' they were: there for: life;
had been: thrown out. The hon; ‘gentleman
had to hold caucus meetings very frequently

AND . OTHER . OPPOSITION

—He had to call’ a’caucus: nearly every week -

—so_he: (the Premier) could not be so- abso-
lutely sure-of his position:. When the Com-
wonwealth . Parliament - introduced : their
~Electoral Act; the electoral boundaries were
defined  and attached as: a schedule to' the
Act; cand -that plan had: been adopted. in
Queensland previously; and in the Bill pre-
pared by the Hon: R. Philp, although it was
never presented to the House, all:the maps
andelectorates ‘were defined as a schedule
to the Bill.

The PreMIER: -That does not affect it.

Mr: HAMILTON . It did “affect 1t very
materially. .  If the boundaries of:the new
districts: were defined: as a' schedule, then the
clause would be all right, because the minute
one 'was: repealed the other would bLecoms
operative. Theére was a. good deal of logic
in what the hon. member for Leichhardt had
said—that the ‘present “Acts should not be
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repealed until- the: boundaries of “the new
districts were defined ‘and proclaimed. - When
that was done, then is ‘was quife time enough
for the present Acts to be repealed. If they
were. repealed, ‘as proposed: by the: clause,
and " & dissolution: took place. ‘six  weeks
henge,  what a peculiar position  they: would
be in. It was all very well to say that they
could deal with “the ' position whenever it
gropped up.: Those “Acts would be repealed
and the present constituencies and their boun-
daries ‘would be’ repealed, and the comimis-
sioners would not' have the new boundaries
defined ; and perhaps chaos would rule in this
Houge, and it would be impossible to bring
in'"a measure ‘to rectify:the mistake. .- 1t
would: be a mistake to pass the clause: with<
out. making some provision for-any contiv-
gency that might arise. It did not seem pos-
sible: at the present time, but still it was quite:
possible. It was possible for & positinn. of
that sort to arise at any moient, and pro-
vision ‘should "be made for it now.  BEven if
the Legislature, when it passed:the Act im
1887, did make a mistake; that was no reason
why they should perpetuate it.  The mistake
should " be rectified.: " Whether the method
proposed by the  hon. member for Barcoo
wasg the proper way; he was not prepared to
say, bub:he thought there was someothing in
the suggestion. ‘of . the " hon. ‘membeg, for
Leichhardt, that the repealing of thc pre
sent 'Acts' should' be contemporancous with
the : proclamation  defining the ‘boundaries
and the new districts.

My, LENNON: thought it would be very
desirable: if the Premier, who  appeared to
be ‘incharge of "the  Bill; would: listen: to
reason.. The Premier said members of the
Opposition were fooking for every kind .of
fanciful  contingency.  Nothing of  the  sort.
It was the desire of members of the Oppo:
sition, as far as practicable, to provide for

- every possible contingency. - That was a very

desirable “iaim - to have; -and,  instead ' of
ridiculing = the . objections  that ' hud  bocn
pointed out, the: Premier would hava done
well: ‘to - have  consulted 'the Parliamentary
Draftsman: to-see. if ‘some. slight alteration
might be made by him to meet vhe difficulty.
If the clause read; “'* After: dite ju slapias
tion'of ‘the mnew  boundaries of ' electorates
and  the due preparation of the: rolls;”’ that
the ‘present -Act should be ' repealed, ‘that
would: meet’ thie. case. By a reference to
subclause '(2) of clause 12 of the Bill; it would
be seen that a’dissolution was provided for;
but :they would  be’ in ' the  position of
Mahomet’s coffin—they would have no elec-
torates, and what would happen to the Howse ?
If the Hon. the Premier would accept: his
(Myr. - Lennon’s) previous suggestion to-alter
the wording of the clause,; then it might be
as well to bring in'a new clause after clause
12 providing that, in the case of a dissolu-
tion—that was in case the existence of Par-
liament : was “ terminated ' in~ some ~manner
other than ' by the effluxion of time—they
should  have “an: election of the whole State
as  one - electorate, ‘and let  the seventy:two
members. of Parliament go before:the whole
State of Queensland.:” He made the sugges-
tionin- all seriousness in the hope the mem:-
bers on the Government side would see the
justice of it and adopt it.

Mr. PAYNE agreed with a' great deal
that had been said in reference to clause 2
It would not be a wise thing for the Govern=
ment: to’ wipe out the present Acts’ defining
the ' electoral- districts - without  providing
something else: It had been stated by hon.

Mr. Payne.]
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gentlemen on the Treasury bench that:there
was no possibility ‘of the Government going
out’ of “power. for: some  considerable fime.
That might be so inithe ordinary course of
events,  but. it might possibly ~happen  that
next week an: hon. member on the Treasury
bench might die. ' Before clause 2 was passed
a distinct provision should be made for an
election, should  the necessity ' arise at any
timei It had ~been stated “that  provision
could " be. made  when ' the 'necessity. arose,
but: how could they possibly get a body of
men; when the  House ‘was  in a state:of
chaos, to put-their heads together to provide
some means of going to the country? It was
the duty of the Government to make pro-
vision in: the:Bill for an’election while they
could consider the matter coolly ‘and calmly.

Mr. MAY thought the whole matter might
be settled by the insertion of a small clause:
He would not mind the clause being passed
as printed, - provided something else: was
added to it and he would therefore move
an amendment. :

The - ACTING = CHAIRMAN: - Order!
There 1s an amendment before the House at
the present time.

Mr. MURPHY thought the' hon. mewmber
for Bulloo ‘was to. be complimented on: the
fact #hat he had ‘noticed. this big defect in
the clause. " But’ for that hon. member the
Committes would probably have passed the
clause, "and 1f an extraordinary election took
place,” hon, members would have found: them-
selves in’ a ‘rather  peculiar: position.  The
Minister in charge of the: Bill 'had not been
shle to ‘explain: the criticisms: made by the

hon. membey for Bulloo and other hon. mem-~

bers on that side of the House, = When the
hon: ‘member for Moreton expressed agree-
ment with the view set forth by members on
the: Opposition side of " the House, the Pre-

mier  rose’ and tried toexplain 'the matter:

The hon: gentleman  talked: about members
discussing fanciful eontingericies, and said that

if there was'a dissolution meémbers would make’

things' right, so that they could go to the
country and be re-elected. But there might
be a dissolution ‘at any time. In 1908, when
the Philpites and Kidstonites coalesced; ‘the
Premier: stood ‘up in the House and waved
his hand; ‘saying, ‘“Fhere is no ‘possibility of
defeat: we shall see this ‘Parliament out.”
But members of the Opposition fought him,
and made him go to the country; and that
might happen again at any time. It was no
fanciful objection that was raised by mem-
bers, but a real and sericus objdction; which
ought to:be provided against. It was all very
well to: say that members would make things
right to go: o ‘the country, but supposing
there were: thirty-six: merabers on one side
and: thirty-five on the other, and those thirty-
five refused to allow any clause in. this Bill
to be re;}alealed, what would happen?  Why,
they mig

The Home Secretary would do well if he rose
at once and told the Committes that he had
instructed the Parliamentary Draftsman to
prepare a clause  whick would’ put things
absolutely  straight’ and  remove: all doubt.
Members had made mistakes in'passing other
Acts; and it was ‘a matter for regret  that
some of ‘them had not locked into those Acts
more closely before agreeing to them.  He
was ‘sure . that if members had stadied. the
Workers’  Compensation Act - carefully, they
would ‘not have allowed ithat “provision to
pass which only allowed £1 .4 week to a man
injured in an aceident. They were under the

[Mr. Payne.
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was the financial

t prevent an election taking place;
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impression at the time that in such a case a
man would get one-half his wages. The only
thing the Home Secretary had made clear in
this' matter was that the Government had
blundered in the preparation of the Bill; and
he would act wisely if he now took steps to
remedy that blunder. If he would not take
any notice of the Opposition; surely he would
listen to the hon. member for ‘Moreton, who
xpert of the Government. -

Mr. HARDACRE: The amendment of the
hon: ‘member for Bulloo was  to omit the
words ¢ end of the present Parliament’ with
the view -of ingerting ‘“thirty-first day of
December; 191177 For the words proposed to
be inserted he should like to substitute the
words ‘‘ proclamation of the ‘new -electoral
boundaries under this = Act,”  which would
make the clause read—

From: and: after: the  proclamationof the new

electoral boundaries.under ithis:'Act, ‘the: Elec-
toral Districts Act of 1887 and. the Hlectoral Dis-
tricts Act of 1892 shall be repealed.
He thought that the Minister might very well
accept that emendment, as it would inmiprove
the Bill. A number of members: had recog-
nised that the drafting of the Bill was faulty,
and. had 'suggested that a new clause should
be inserted to. obviate  the difficulty. - His
proposed: amendrent ‘would provide:all that
was. required: without:inserting a new: clause,
as it sim;ily meant’ that automatically ‘and
concurrently  with  the coming  into existence
of ‘the mnew electoral: boundaries the existing
Acts should be repealed.  He thought that
was 2 fair and proper amendment to make.
This matter was one which should be discussed
on higher grounds: than those of ‘party poli-
tics. . From a constitutional point of view
they ought to provide for contingencies which
might arise;: They all knew ‘that, constitu-
tionally,  the sole  prerogative ' of -dissolving
Parliament was in the hands of His Excellency
the Governor, and they had no right, looking
at the matter from  a constitutional point of
view,; to tie the hands of the Governor: in the
exercise  of ~ his ~prerogative  of dissolution.
Members had admitted that there was no pro-
vision in the Bill to meet the case of a dissolu*
tion before the new ‘electoral boundaries were
determined; ‘and had said that if such a con-
tingency ‘arose-they could pass. a new Act.
Why not deal: with that' contingency now?
Look at the position: the Governor-would be in
if they wiped out'all the electoral districts and
did not bring intoexistence new electoral
districts providing for the representation’ of
the people 'in ‘Parliament ! Under those gir-
cumstances ‘it would be practically impossible
for the: Governor to' dissolve the “Assembly,
because there would: be: wo provision for the
election ‘of ‘a: new. Assembly.

The ACTING CHAIRMAN: Order!' This
i§ "the second time. ‘the hon. ‘member has
spoken onthis question; and  hig'time has
expired:

My,  HARDACRE: In view: of those cir-
cumstances; - he thought: the  Minister should
amend the clause,

The ACTING: CHAIRMAN : Order! The
hon: ‘member: has spoken: :

Mr. HARDACRE : I have resumed my
seat, and am now making another speech.

S MroMACARTNEY asked whether the hon.
member  for” Leichhardt was in order in
making two speeches in succession?

The " ACTING OHAIRMAN: The hon.
member sat down after making his first speech
and then immediately rose again. There was
no ‘one else standing at the time.

The Howr SecreTARy: I had risen.
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The ACTING CHAIRMAN: I ounly saw
the hon. member for Leichhardt.  (Laughter.)

Mr. HARDACRE: The Governor would
be placed in a very unfair position. He might
consider it -would be: in.the interests of the
country to dissolve Parliament; but he might
say, “1 cannot dissolye Parlament now; be-
cause there is no machinery for. the election
of a new Parliament: My hands are tied by
the necessity “of asking ' the Mlnnstly of ‘the
day to pass a new Act?

The ' PrEMIEr: ~Just -as  the
hands were tied in 1887,

Mr: HARDACRE: ‘In 1b81 they. did what
hie wanted to do now-—they provided that con-
currently with the ‘coming. into existence of
the new districbs ‘the old. districts should. dis-
appear. -They should not make it incumbent
on the Governor to ask: the Ministry of the
day to pass a new Act. On the high grounds
ot constitutional procedure. and the rights of
the Governor and of Parliament, theyought to
provide that:the old Acts should not be re:
pealed until they had the machinery for the
election of a new Parliament.

Governor’s

. The HOME SECRETARY: After listening
~to members opposite he was of opinion that
they were simply raising an °° Aunt Sally’ to
shy at. - (Opposition dissent:) They talked
about the chaos that would ensue if the clause
were passed as draffed.” He maintained that
it had been properly drafted, and it was in
accordance with ‘precedents 'in connection with
redistribution ‘measures Tecently passed in
New South Wales; Victoria, and New Zea-
land.’ In noneof those cases. was it considered
necessary  to ‘malke stuch a ‘provision as had
been suggested.  What ‘a state of chaos there
would be if ‘the suggested amendment of the
hon. member for:Leichhardt were adopted!
Suppose in the month of March a' Parliament
was elected: under: the old Acts, and on:the
B0th June the proposed ‘enactment became
law and new electoral districts were provided
for, what districts would members represent?
They would “have been  elected’ for: districts
which were no lofiger in existence.” The policy
of the measure was to give ‘more equal rights
to electors: and they could not do better than
‘gol’oxg the' precedents to..which: he had rte-
erre

* Mr. . MANN: The Home Secretary, with a
good deal of 'sound and fury, had tried:to
cover up. the blunder which had been com-
mitted in regard to this clause:

The Home SECrETARY: No blunder at all:

My, MANN : There was a blunder, and the
hon:‘member for Moreton; one of the keenest
critics on the Government side, admitted that
the contention raised by the hon. member for
Bulloo was correct. Hverybody must admit
that the Bill was badly drafted. The only ex-
cuse: for not accepting the amendment was
that an extracrdinary general. election was a
remote contingeney. . When the Premier laid
down  his ‘ultimatum to Lord: Chelmsford: he
informed his party that he had left him no
loophole;: and that he defied him to grant a
dissolution to ‘Premier Philp.. But the unex-
pected  happened.: Lord Chelmsford: refused
to be bound by the hon. gentleman, and gave
Mr. Philp a dissolution and Supply. The Pre-
mier fiow wanted: to hold a bludgeon over the
heads of members by telling them  that no
digsolution could be given; and that if by any
manner of means the Opposition should: get
over to the other side they could remain in
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power even if they were in the minority. Tt
was merely a threat to drill his followers into

" submission:

Mr. Murpray : That is why that:clause is put
there.

Mr. MANN: There was nothing derogatory
whatever to the Government in admitting that,
through an oversight, & mistake hiad occurred,
and then rectifying the mistake. The Govern.
ment would not lose: any prestige by it.. The

Courier would not come out witi
[5.30 p.m.] zmy headlines  akout * Another
Blunder’? or’ ‘¢ Another = Slip”—-
(Opposition laughter)<wso that no-one in the
country would know anything about it: The
fact remained that a blunder had been made,
and the “dountry  would  see. it ‘much 'more
clearly if there happened to be:a dissolution.
There were  a number of  members on' the
Ciovernment side who were:looking for. port-
foliog, and no one knew what would happer.

The ACTING CHAIRMAN : Order; order!

Mz, MANN: The Home Secretary siated
that other States had drafted their Bills in the
same way with the self-same clause in it But
if ‘other States blundered,. was that any reason
why they should perpetuate the blunder? Two
wrongs did not make a right. = Just bessuse
New Zealand and New South. Wales had the
same clause in their Bills it did not follow that
their draftsman drafted an absolutely correct
Bill. When the Bible was first privbed a ve-
ward was offered of £1 for every error: dis-
covered in: it but some errors were discovered
affer the Bible was printed, so that there
might easily be errors in Bills. He hoped the
amendment: would be accepted.

The ACTING CHAIRMAN: Order, order‘

Mz MURPHY : Your time 1§ up.

M MACARTNEY (Brisbane  Northy+ Tt
looked: ag if there was & reward offered for dis-
covering ‘mistakes, and hon. members opposite
were anxious to earn it: He thought at first
that there was something’ in the pomt raised;
but-after hearing all that had been said; and
on looking carefully ‘through: the Bill; ho saw
that' it was: practically giving offect to the
policy which the Bill was intended to: cover:
(Hear, hear!) The clause was exactly the same
as the section in the 1887 Act, and he urder-
stood: from the Minister that it was the sume
i the New  Zealand and New: South Wales
Acts There was a- diffevence between' this
Bill 'and ‘the Queensland At of 1887 in' that
that Act itself defined the electoral boundaties.

My, HARDACRE: Hear; hear! That nakes
all the difference. :

The: HoME SECRETARY: 'Bit the Boundaries
are-not:.defined in the New Zealand and New
South Wales ‘Acts.

Mr. MACARTNEY : The policy of the Bill
was (0. delegate  to commissioners—and very
conveniently and :properly o, too-“power to
define the electoral - boundaries; and . weces:
sarily - that would: take a considerable time,
The: Bill 'gave them until' the 30th ‘of June
next. - If the hon. gentlemen opposite thoug ht
there was anyt;hmg serious'in tﬁe points wllmh
they raised; they should shorten the dates set
outlin later clauses. . Thers was no. doukt that
the present system of electoral Loundaries was
not g fair. representation of Queensland; and
why should: they ‘perpetuate it for years to
come?-The  Bill: carried: out the policy that
was intended by the  Government,  alfhcuch
hon. members opposite might suggest achange
in ‘dates  if they: were serious:in their con-
tention;

My Jo Mo HonrtEe 'y You admit’ straioht
away - that a. contingency micht arise when
you suggest narrowing the: dates.

Mr. M acartney 1
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Mr. MACARTNEY : The contingency was
3. very rerote one indeed.  If matters did rot
g0 on - asithey were, then hon, gentlemen

‘opposite, or some. gentlemen that hon. mem- .

bers opposite were prepared to support, wculd
occupy the Treasury benches, and they cculd
not. dovany harm in-the few. months that
would ensue before a general election.  If the
Government were defeated, there wonld be a
new Government. So far as he could ses, the
contingency mermbers ‘opposite were address-
ing ‘themselves to was a very rémote onig; and,
as the hen. member for Moreton said, if the
contingency did: arise, Parliament—if it were
necessary—could find some way to meet that.
* Mr..MANN : He had only spoken once on
the amendment when he was pulled np Ly the
Acting Chairman before his time, ashe should
have been allowed ten minutes:

The ACTING CHAIRMAN: Order!  The
hon: gentleman: spoke twice on the amend-
ment. .

Mr.-MANN I did not.

GovERNMENT MEiBERS :: Order !

The ACTING CHAIRMAN: The hoi:
gentleman: must -accept my assertion that he
spoke twice:  He followed: Mr. May and was
succeeded by Mr. Mullan on the first ocesrion,
and’ on’ the: second occasion ke followed: the
Horme Secretary. - If the hon, member desires
to speak now, this: will be his third time.

Mr. MANN: It showed that something was
necessary, as'no provision wag made in the Bill

for an extraordinary: general election ‘taking

place. : The only argument:advanced by ‘the
Government in favour of the clause being left
55 1t stood 'was that similar Acts in other States

were drafted in the same way.  That was not’

always a correct guide to follow. For instance,
in the English Workers’ Compensation Act it
was provided: that a workman had to fall a
distance of 30 feet before he got compensation
for-an:accident, and other countries passing a
Workers’ Compensation -Act ‘would not copy
that clause because it gave no: protection:to
the workman who met-with an accident; and
who did ‘not fall a. distance of 30, feet.. The
clause made no provision for an extracrdinary
general election: Ths Fome Secretary should
get down from his high horss and move the
amendment himself;  because, ~ rightly  or
wrotgly, the Government had taken up the
attitude that no amendment would be received
from the Opposition side’ of the House. = He
did not wish fo move an amendment; because
it would not. be ‘accepted; but he hoped the
hon: ‘member for: Moreton: or the hon. mem-
ber for: Brisbane South would: move: it, and
then it-would be accepted: -The Home Secre-
tary would do a>graceful act if he got up and
admitted: the mistake and made it right, and
then no harm ‘would be done, as they would
only be: providing for what might occur. = It
was quite” possible that anything micht take
place.  They knew what had happened in past
vears. The Promier came in with a following
of forty-four on one occasion, and’ it ‘was only
3 few months when most of ‘that following
disappeared. The Premier got another party
together which he called a *“solid, progressive,
homogeneous  party;’’ but - they - disappeared
like snow before ‘the: sun. ‘Again; they: had
known' the Governmsent majority to be’ re-
duced to one; and if such a thing happened
again, then under- the provisions of this Bill
5 Bill ‘could be put through by the Govern-
ment; with the aid of the gag and guillotine,
for'the purpose of trying to stave off ‘an elec-
tion: Tt 'would be a bad Bill, and would only

represent the opinions of the thirty-six mem-

[Mr. Macartney.
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bers who passed it. Instead of putting through
a Bill'when the members were at each other’s
throats, the Goveriment: should pass it at s
time when it wounld be the reflex of the opinion
of all the members of the Houss. :

Mr. O’SULLIVAN: The loose way in which
the Bill was' drafted to: meet the contingency
which had been pointed out by hon: members.
on' his'side” went. to" prove. that the Governs
ment had not been animated by & democratic
spirit: when they introduced it. If the contin-
genoy which had been referred to arose; poli-
tical chaos would result, and they might have
a. political dictator. in power for some:time to
come: A simple proviso would make it clear
that, in the event of ‘a dissolution taking place
before. the  commissioners had finished  their
work; the elgetion should be conducted under
the ‘Act of 11892.

The: Houe SEORETARY: And perpetuate the
old bad: order: of things:

Mr: O'SULLIVAN: They had seen €o many
hitéhes in Queensland during a shorf space of
time that  they should: be careful to provide
for ‘every contingency.  For the Home Secre-
tary to argue that; because neither this: State
nor - that State had any such provision; it-was
not necessary to take it into consideration,
was to apply the old: Chinese argument that
they - should' never excel ‘their: forefathers.
They must tever do anything good for them-
selves, but must always’ copy. the old methods:
Nobody: ever listened: to a more: foolish argu-
mernt. . The speech of the junior member for
Brisbane North;, Mr. Magartney, went to prove
that the hon. member belisved ‘in his heart
that the bon. member for Bulloo. was right in
raising the ‘question.  Hon. members opposite
refused to listen'to a straightforward attempt
on the part “of the Opposition: to’ provide
against - any. contingency that’ might  occur
previous to the. boundaries: being defined by
the commissioners. Ags had been pointed out
by - the  hon.  member for' Leichhardt, the
boundaries: fixed by ‘the  existing  ‘Acts -had
been  defined before the Bills' were  passed.
The: Opposition' were asking for the amend-
ment: in - the interesis. of clean procedure at
elections. No:doubt: the Government thought
that they’ were in-a strong position. They
were: afraid of Labourism: being too strong for
them'; and; when anything like this was pointed
out to them,  the Hon. the Premier shouted
out to his followers; T:ke the: shepherd: boy,
CCWolf, wolf ! - The Labour party are. on to
me; and, if you don’t come to my assistance,
they will dish us:?” That sort of thing had
been going on: for ¢o long, however, that the
country did not take the slightest notice of it,
although'the Hon: the Premier might frighten
hig slavish following * by vesorting to - such
tactics, . The hon. gentleman should take warn-
ing from the approaching fate: of his colleague;
the Premier of New South: Wales.

Mr. MocLACHLAN thought it ‘was a matter
for: congratulation that the hon. member for:
Bulloo had:pointed out a palpable: discrepancy
in the Bill: It would have been a pity if the
Bill had" been - allowed to- pass without its
being  noticed. - There had been several ad-
missions: from - members ‘on the Government
side that the clause was faultily drafted. The
hon. member for Moreton ‘pointed. out very
conclusively that the arguments used by mem-
bers of the Opposition: with: regard to what
would happen'in the event of an extraordinary
dissolution were: well founded.  The Home
Secretary admitted the: same thing in h's first

speech; although in his second he endeavoured
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1o cloud the issue by saying that before the
dissolution ‘took place Parliament could pass
special legislation, - It wag  reasonable - to
assume that, in the event of the House having
a dissolution: forced upon it;, there was little
likelihood of ' its passing. legislation: for. ‘the
wonduct of the election which must follow. It
was the duty of Parliament to pass legislation
which: would: either ' not require amendment
atran early- date or: would require but: little
amendment..~ Year after year they devoted a
great deal of their time fo amending measures
which ' had been rushed' through not long be-
fore. This session there was quite a number
of  such amending  Bills ‘on' the Government
programme.- - Now . that their attention had
‘been called to this obvicus defect in the ¢lause,
they should take the opportunity of amending
it, 80 that they would not need to pass special
legislation in' the. event of a certain contin-
gency: transpiring - before: the commissioners
had concluded “their : work. : Of - course, the
Premier might be of the opin'on that there
was 10 likelthood of a dissolution before Par-
liamentexpired by effluxion of time.- He might
possibly have an: assurance from his followers
that  they were prepared to support him
during the whole term of ‘th's Parliament;
but there seemed to be something in the con-
tention of ‘the Opposition when they found the
hon. member: for  Moreton finding. fault with
the c'ause, when they found the hon. member
for: Brisbane South, Mr. Bouchard, by inters
jection;. disapproving of the clause as it was
drafted; and-saying that it required  'some
amendment; when they found the Home Sec-
retary admitting that the contingency alluded
o might ‘arise,. but they could get over the
difficulty by passing special - legislation; and
when they found the junior member for Bris-
bane: North,: Mr.' Macartney, expressing the
wopin‘on - that  there was something in' the
arguments used by the Opposition; and when
he said that he recognised. at the commence-
ment - of the discussion’ that it was necessary
to amend the clause in the direction indicated.

hThe HoME SEeRETARY: T did not understand
at.

Mr. McLACHLAN: But'he said that on
listening to' the discussion and reading up the
Act that he was of opinion that an amendment
was necessary, and -suggested that it might
be brought: about: by shortening the dates:

The HoMr  SECRETARY: Hon. members on
that ' side’ "have’ suggested = amendments  to
lengthen: the term.

Mr. ~MoLACHLAN: . Although ' the " hon.
junior member for  Brisbane North was not
prepared to-support the amendraent as moved
from: this side; he admitted that contingencies
might arise under. which-some. alteration or
amendment would: be necessary.
he (Mr.:McLachlan) made was: That in the
‘discussion’ that  had: taken place, and in’ the
speeches that  had: been-made by hon. mem-
bers on the other side of the House, the ad-
mission “was made that a - contingency: might
arise under which they might be in the posi-
tionof - having ‘to.repeal our: Electoral: Dis-
tricts Act, while they might' have a dissolu-
tion before :the  proclamation’ was brought
into force proclaiming new districts, and they
would : be: in the position of not- having any
electoral " districts “at alll The ‘amendment
suggested by the hon, member for Lieichhards
would perhaps meet the case much better
than that of ‘the hon. member for  Bulloo,
whose:‘amendment, he. thought, would better
find ‘a place in clause 11 or '12.  He trusted
that the Minister would see his way to' accept

The - point~
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the amendment, or else get the Parliamentary
Draftsman to draft s clause which would pre-
vent, the necessity, at a later stage, of having
to introduce legislation' to: meet the contin-
gency. which: he was prepared to admit might
possibly -arise.

Mr.  ALLEN: He failed to see why the:
Premier should get up and call his objections
to the clause fanciful: "Anyone who- did not
agree. with: the hon. gentleman was, in his
opinion, nothing but'a. faddist.

The PrEMIER: Sometimeés not even that.

Mr. "ALLEN:: There ' were some . things
which: were worse than being ' a faddist at
times. - Then-they had the: Home Secretary
getting up and making & great cry about
chaos, and - insinuating that the: real reasons
of the: objections on this side were with the
object of killing the Bilk

The Houmre SrorETARY: Hear; hear!:

Mr.: ALLEN: He might tell” the Home
Secretary that there: was not a great deal of
fear in his: political heart over this Redistri-
bution of Seats Bill. - There was 'a danger of
chaos eventuating if they ‘accepted: the mea-
sure. in its present form. It was all very well
for hon. members to say that there was not
much likelihood ‘of 2 dissolution.  He was one
of those who hoped there would be no. dissolu-
tion ‘in the mnear future; he had had ‘quite
enough of elections for awhile, but one never
knew what might happen. If the clause was
passed “as at present worded, we would be -
without electoral districts ‘and electoral rolls
for six or nine months; and that meant that
there: would be nohope of the Governor being
able to grant a dissolution: if he should deem
it “wise to . do-so. - The conditions  of ‘New
South: Wales and New: Zealand were not at

- all similar.

The Homs SECRETARY: New Zealand is
always quoted. .
Mr. ALLEN: In Queensland they had had

elections . every . eighteen ' months, while in

- New Zealand and New South Wales they had

been, running there three years, . If it was'a
hard-and-fast rule that this' Parliament must
last three: years, he was quite prepared: to
admit: that there  would be mnothing in his
amendment, and he would not have proposed
it; but this Parliament might be dissolved: at
any. minute.  After the passing of this Bill
they would: have no electoral districts, and: it
would be: impossible for six or: mine months
to have an election unless—and this was where
chaos: would ‘come’ in—they had the districts
hurriedly carved out, and the rolls got: to-
gether in a hurry. “Would the Minister say that
work whichwas done’hurriedly was always
well done? Did he think if the redistribution
of ‘seats scheme was to be hurried forward,
owing to an' approaching election, that the
work would be done well? . Bven if that par-
ticular part of  the scheme  were done pro-
perly, did he think that the rolls would be in
proper order? It was possible:that members
would be sent here elected on rolls badly pre-
pared for districts' which were very badly de:

fined; and be here for three:years.

The ACTING: CHAIRMAN : Order! = The
hon, member’s time is up.

Mr. . COLLINS thought - the  discussion
would have been’ averted if the Minister had
shown a . -little: reasonableness “in. accepting
amendments from this side. - Surely they did
not claim that they had got all’ the wisdom
on that side?

The PREMIER: Yes.

(Laughter.)
Mr. Collins.|
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Mr. COLLINS: A large number of electors.
did’ not think so. It appeared to him that

there was a good . deal of common seénse in
the amendment of “the ~‘hon. member  for
Bulloo.

not: encroached upon.
Mr, Corser: What are we here for?

Mr. COLLINS: To do likewise. ' The hon.
gentleman might be prepared to give away
hig rights,. but they were not prepared to do
g0, They did not wish to see any harm done
in: the eventof a  dissolution taking place
before  the: boundaries  were defined.  The
Home  Secretary quoted precedents, but he
(Mr. Collins) remembered that on one occasion
the Hon. the Premier said that strong men
made precedents.  He did not know that they
should be guided by the dead hand of the
past. They had got just as much intelligence,
and -ought to have 'a little wmore than the
people who have gone, and if they did wrong
in New South Wales, Victoria, or New Zea-
land in passing a Bill that was badly drafted,
that was ne reason why they should do that.
They should fry to improve on that, and the
Home Secretary had been badly advised by
the Premier in not accepting the amendment.
The whole of the discussion would not have
lasted ten minutes if the Home Sécretary had
shown o little - common sense: " (Government
laughter.) w ;

The TrrEasurer: Let you have your own
way.

Mr. COLLINS:
facilitate business, ‘and they would make
much - greater ‘progress if the Government
gave that side of the House a little of their
own way.  Surely they recognised that they

were.in no. way perfect, and they all: knew

imperfect men ‘could not maké perfect laws.
‘When they:reached the high state

[Tpm.] of perfection that the Treasurer
assumed,  they would not require

laws at all. - In the history of the past, to
some extent, they might judge of ‘the future,
and the unexpected might happen even in
the State of Queensland; and the amendment
had been moved in case’ the unexpected: did
happen. A crisis might arise at any time;
and; if a orisis’did’ arise; they wished to:be
in-a position” to say they had provided for
that orisis. - The best argumients that had

been advanced in favour of the amendment.

had come from the hon. member for Moretor
and also from the hon. 'member for Brishane
North, My, Macartney. = Although he (M.
Macartney) did not say straight out he be-
lieved “in the amendment; he proved it was
desirable that some such amendment should
be made.

Mz, MACARTNEY !
believe 'in it

My, COLLINS:  The Home Seeretary
himself. admitted  that the clause did nob
provide for a contingency arising, such'as
& dissolution.

I'tell you now I do not

The Home Suorrrarv: T gdave my. roasons’

why there should be no alteration in the Bill
as it stood.

My, COLLINS: Which were very weak
reasons. - It was somsthing like' the per-
plexed philosopher:  He (Mr. €ollins) hoped
the Government would use a little of that
common sense that hon. members had beén

told should exist. R
Me.: WINSTANLEY (Uharters Towers):

He had no desire to waste the time of the:
House, nor did he think hon. members on

1M Oolling.

[ASSEMBLY.].

The Opposition were. there to protect
the rights of the people; to see that they were

To his:mind: it - would
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that side wished to: waste time. It was not
only unfair but, worse than unfair for the
Premier to insinuate every time an amend-
ment was moved on that side of the House;
or anything said that he did not approve of,
that that side "of  the House was wasting
time.:  He  (Mr. Winstanley) ' did  not: think
time or anything else would be allowed to
stand ‘in the way of the Premier.  Certainly
he would have no  consideration for  the
time of the House if he thought by taking:
it away he could get his own way.  Members
had' s perfect. right; ‘particularly: as: they
were limited to five minutes in speaking; to
take up that time in showing that there was
something  in: the amendment.  When the
amendment was moved, the Home Secretary
was simply baffled, ‘and had no reply. ' He
said he had mno. explanation to give. He
simply got up and rvead the clause and said
it was based on the previous Act.

The Howmz SrcreTaRY I said it was so
absolutely simple that ‘1 could mnot under-

stand members not understanding it.

Mr. WINSTANLEY: The hon  gentle-
man - could not say anything until he had

‘been outside the bar of the House to fortify

himself; and then the explanation he gave
was “a  very lame one—one that would not
satisfy’ anybody, aund it did not even satisfy
the hon: gentleman himself.  Hon members
on-the: Government side saw perfectly clearly
that such a contingency as had been pointed
out ‘might arise: That had beéen admitéed.
The: ‘Home :Secretary pointed out that a
precedent had' been: established in-a ' pré-
vicus Act; but; as had been pointed oiit over
and over again, in those previous Acts the
boundaries were laid down.

The  HoME  SECRETARY : - I-pointed: out in-

“stances where the same: coursé: was: followed

as is followed.on:the present: occasion:

My WINSTANLEY:: It did not neces-
sarily follow, because: those precedents had
been: established; that the Committee should
follow them;: and because: they got-clear and
did ‘notget into a bog that it would neces-
sarily follow: that the Committes would do
the same. ' The' idea that prevailed in: the
minds of hon. members ‘opposite was similar
to' the 'idea that prevailed in the. minds of
men’ long ago—‘ That . no. good' thing . could
come. out of Nazareth’’—and no matter what
blunders ‘the Government: might make, and.
no matter-what amendments were suggested
by the-Opposition members; they would not
be: accepted-—their stupidity and-théir ob:
stinacy: would: prevent them: accepting  any-
thing: Some such: contingency as had:been
mentioned  might  arise much ‘more easily
than some hon.: members: seemed to imagine:
Sometimes: even' Premiers  died;  just like
ordinary  everyday people, and  one  could
easily imagine what sort 'of a' mélée Govern-
ment: members: would ‘be in' if  Providence
called:the Premier to- his: reward.

My Lexvox:  What-<his reward?  (Oppo-
sition laughter:) :

Mo WINSTANLEY : Yes; .to his reward.

“He (Mr. Winstanley) wanted: to be generous.

If such: took place;. a contingency such as
had: been  pointed : out would immediately
come: about; and the:House would find itself
in a state of chaos; with hon: members repre-
senting  no: electorates, and no electorates
which: they:could represent. The amendment
might very easily have been accepted, so that
when the present electoral boundaries ceased;
the others should come into force automafi-
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cally. The' amendment could have: been: ac-
cepted without detriment to the Bill'or to the
gentleman 'in charge of the Bill, and.if it
had been -accépted. in. the first  place the
Commiisltee would have been half-way through
the Bill:

My, J. M. HUNTER was sorry the Home
Secretary: had ot seen  fit to accept the
amendment. . Having' resisted the appeal to
reason - for "solong, ‘he: (Mr. Hunter)  sup-
posed the hon. gentleman was immune to
anything of ‘that sort by that time, and it
was: simply- a’ mattér of the power that sat
behind ‘him: whether the: Bill-became law in
its: present form or not. He did: not think
the Opposition: had shown any unreasonable-
ness. in making & stand against the passing
of the measure in  that form. - The homn.
gentleman assured members of the Opposi-

tion that the suggestion ‘they had to make,
that the existing faw should remain in’ force
until circumstances were: brought about: as
provided in clatge 11 for the proclamation
of the: new electoral divigions, would: be per-
petuating the same old evil. Allowing: that
that was so, what did the hon. ‘gentleman’s
scheme perpetuate? In the frst place, chaos
must prevail, or else the Government would
re-enact the very measure that members: of
the Opposition proposed to insert-—that was
back to the old divisions and old electorates
and re-enact them. The explanation given by
the Home Secretary could ‘not be said in any
gense to be an explanation. Thers was no
justification for the clauise as it stood. : Even
the hon. member for Brisbane Norththough
he:indulged in-a little special pléading; and
said he had somewhat changed his mind after
further consideration.— stated that the contin-
gency mentioned by hon. members sitting on
the: Opposition side of : the House was not an
unlikely one; and that the difficulty could, per-
haps, ‘be met by bringing the dates closer to-
gether.” Wag that niot an-admission that there
was some need for amendment in the clause?
The: Opposition. migh{ be charged with wast-
ing time: in’discussing: this matter, but it was
a - serious enough  matter to justify them ‘in
spending time over ity discussion.  The whole
diseussion would. have been easily avoided it
the Minister had only recognised the nécessity
fort some amendment, and had shown a ‘“ sweet
reasonableness”’ in- dealing: with' the matter.

Mr. MURPHY : He certainly expected that
after the' Home  Secrefary had  enjoyed ‘his
after-dinner. cigar he. would. have met the
Commiittes in- a: reasonable spirit. - The hon.
gentleman had told the Coramittee that this
clatise ‘was deafted on'the lines of the New
Zealand and New South Wales ‘Acts. Would
the hon. gentleman ‘quote any provisions from
either of those. Acts which was similar to the
one under discussion?

The HoME SECRETARY: I said there was no
clause in those Acts making provision for the
matter suggested by hon. ‘members opposite.

Mr.. MURPHY : The hon.' gentleman was
entirely ‘wrong, because in' the 'New South
Wales Act there was ~a provision'similay to
that which members of the Opposition de-
sired to have inserted in this Billi -All'that
membeérs contended for was that it should be
made perfectly clear that it would not be left
tothe ‘House to ‘make arrangements on' the
eve of a dissolution for carrying out the elec-
tion. . The  Home 'Secrétary told them that
mistakes” were notlikely to occcur. He (Mr.
Murphy) might merition one case in which a
mistake: didoceur in New South Wales, and
that - was'in. connection with the  Gambling

[21 SeprEVMBER:]

Distiicts Bill. 1031

Agt. That measure was badly drafted, dnd
was rushed’ through Parliament by the Go-
vernment: with - the' aid/“of their very' brutal
majority, who  would listen to' no feason or
argument, ‘and ‘the ‘result was that when the
Act ¢ame into opération people were able to
run’sweeps-in New South Wales. Al over-the
State Is. sweeps were freely advertised and
carried ‘on—all' the result of faulty legislation
—and Parliament was theniasked to. amend
the Act in order to stop sweeps: "A case like
that  was ‘a’ sufficient answer to the Home
Secretary’s contention that the Parliamentary
Draftsman could mnot err. - Legislation ™ had
also ‘been  rushed  through the  Queensliand
Parliaient, containing  grave errors - which
had "necessitated  amendment - after  amend-
ment of the Aet.' If the Hon: the Premier had
any courtesy about him; he would mest the
Opyposition: 1n’ this matter; and introdude an
amendment which would 'make: the “matter
perfectly clear.  He was very pleased irideed to
think that the" Acting Chairman was not going
to: permit the Premier to bulldoze him:

The ACTING CHAIRMAN: Order! The
hon, ‘member’s: time ig’ up.

Mr, “ALLEN: When  the Home Secretary
refused to' accept the amendment, he stated
that & clause similar to the one under discus-
sion appeared in previous Electoral Bills.
But those previous Bills were totally different
in character from the present Billy inasmuch
as they did not deprive the people of Queens-
land of their power over Parliament for nine
months. - As soon as those Bills were passed
they became: law, and members could go to.
the country; but uvnder this Bill there would
be no electoral districts for nine months.  The
Governor, therefore, would not be able to send
members to the country, because there would
be no- electorates: to send them to, and that
meant that the Hon, the Premier would be the
supreme ruler of Queensland for nine months,
without any check on him. Bup even if there
was & similar provision: in previous Bills; that
would be mno justification for inserting -it in-
this Bill, and making members responsible to
no particular constituencies. - The Bill was one
of the most ‘gigantic legislative frauds: ever
brought into the Chamber. If his amendnient
were accepted, instead of members being-re-
sponsible to mno one, they would  bé respon:
sible. to the people who elected thém.: The
Premier was good at raising the flag -of home
rule,: yet: the - party opposite were: proposing
to place members out of reach of the people
for nine months. It was said that there was
not likely to-be a dissolution for. some time;
but there was no use in’ members sheltering
themselves behind: present  prospects; = They
might have the Premier sitting in:the Oppo-
sition: corner: with' three or four of ‘hig fol-
lowers. =

Mr. S O'SULLIVAN: One- would  have
thought the Home Secretary would have ‘seen
fit to- provide against the  chads that might
follow: if the clause: were passed as it stood.
In the kingdom of the blind the one-eyed tnan
was king, ‘and the Home Secretary; in trying
to: vefute the logical position of the position
was taking a. one‘eved view. of : the  whole
thing .~ It -showed the slavish posifion: oceu-
pied by members. cpposite ‘when. they were
prepared: to: let this 'go by default—a  glaring
constitutional  mistake, - - He  would - haye
thought that some of them would have the
courage of their convictions, When a logical
proposal like this was treated with contumely,
it would prove to the country that the status

Mr. O'Sullivan.]
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of the Government was going down. - The
Government 'were not actuated by . a: demo-
cratic spirit in this matter ; and; so:far as they
were concerned,” demiocracy was only ‘a sham.
The result of rejecting this amendment would
be not only to disfranchise the far-out districts
but also to lock up: the legislative machinery
of Queensland 5o that no’ dissolution could
come about. .

Mr. MURPHY : He would like to take ad-
vantage of hig remaining five minutes.  Some
mémber: had ‘said he did not want to waste
time; but he thought time was never wasted
when an Opposition was putting up a fight for
what it believed to' be right. (Hear; hear!)
In this instance. the' Government had intro-
duced a Bill which was faulty in the drafting,
and the Home Secretary said it was on the
lineg of ‘the 'Acts passed in New South Wales
and: New Zealand. Mesmbers of ‘the Opposi-
tion- had challenved the hon. gentleman to
show in either of those Acts where a clause
similar: to’ this: was included; but; the hon;
gentleman had not doné so. He (M.
Murphy) had those Acts before him, and he
failed to. find: ‘a  similar clause in either: of
“them. “They wanted the Government to make
“things so clear that in the ‘event of 'a dissolu-
tion there would be no:trouble in carrying out
a general election:  The Government declined
to'do’so they simply depended on the ma-
jority behind them carrying * anything they
proposed; whether right or wrong. . There was
‘no necessity for clause 2. In New Zealand and
New South Wales they made provision for the
repeal of the old Acts and the bringing into
force of the new Acts simultaneously, and that
was what ought to be done here.  He had. a
grave suspicion  of the Government; ‘and he
believed ' the. clause was absolutely  loaded:
There had been other measures with loaded

provisions. . The: whole. object of
[7.30 p.m.] the Ciovernment was to try and

continue in office; and they had
to be careful about any clauses which, they
introduced and tried to get through as quickly
as possible.

The ACTING: CHAIRMAN put the ques-
tion=-That the words proposed to be omitted
stand part of the clavse—and’ declared ‘“The
“Noes’ have it.””

[7.830 p.m.]
Hon: R, Puire: Divide!

Mr. MURPHY called attention to the. fact
that s member of the Government called for
3, division.

The - PREMIER: Who' did?

Mr. MURPHY : I understand that the
senior  member  for: Townsville ‘called: for a
division:

OppostrioN MEuBERS: No, no!l

Mz, MURPHY: Then we have won it.
The ACTING CHAIRMAN: The question

is that clause 2 stand part of the Bill."As
“many as are ¢f Yhat opinion say. ‘¢ Aye.”’

COVERNMENT . \[EVBERS : “Aye.”

The ACTING CHAIRMAN: On the con-
trary ¢ No.” ,

OPPOSITION” MEMRERS : No, no!

The ACTING CHAIRMAN: The ¢ Ayes”

have’it.
Mr: LexNon: Divide!

The ACTING CHAIRMAN: Ring the bell.
[Mr. O’Sullivan.

[ASSEMBLY.]
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While  the division bell was ringing,;

Mr. MURPHY: Mr. Grant,—I understand
that by your  decision . in saying  that' the
‘“Noes’? had it in the case of the amendment,
you created a blank in clause 2.

OpposIIION  MruBeRs: Hear, hear!

The ACTING CHAIRMAN : Yes.
OrrosiTioN MEeMBERS: Of course you did-
Mr. Lexyon: You gave it to the ** Noes.”
The ACTING CHAIRMAN: Order! I puf

the:‘amendment—¢ That the words proposed

to be-omitted stand part of the clause,” and
I'gave it that the ‘“ Noes’’ had it

The  Prervizr: That is quite right-—that the
“ Noes” had it. -

Mr: Lexyon: Mr: Grant, point of crder——

The = ACTING  CHAIRMAN: Order! - I
uﬁderstand a-blank 'was created unintention-
ally,

S OPPOSITION: MEMBERS + ‘AR " and laugh-
ter.

The ~ACTING  CHAIRMAN: Thinking
that the resolution was carried on the voices,
I thought that that left the clause as it stood
in the Bill

GovERNMENT: MEMBERS ¢ Hear, hear!

Mr. MurpHY: If you have made an error,
surely to goodness. you are not going to make
us abide by it.

The ACTING CHAIRMAN : Order; order!
I will put the amendment again.

OppostTION - MEMBERS:  No, nol and’ dis-
order, k

Mr. LENNON: D¢ you admit. that you
created a blank? g

The ACTING  CHAIRMAN': Yes:

Mr. LENNON: Then the Committee could
not pass clause 2 with a blank in it

Mr. Mavenan: There is no division.

Mr. LENNON': It would be perfectly ab-
surd to put clause 2 with a blank in it. = As
there was a blank in the clause, it would only
be  reasonable’ ‘and just  to allow' another
amendment to be proposed to fill that blank
without having an: absurdity. :

Mr. MURPHY: I draw your attention to
the fact that when I said that the hon. mem-
ber: for Townsville ‘called’ for a' division he:
denied it.

Hon: R. Pume: T did not.

Mr; MURPHY : Recommit the Bill.
i§ what you will have to do.

The ACTING CHAIRMAN: Order; order !

After a pause, during which the AcTING
CratrRuAN consulted; with the Clerk of the
House ‘and the Premier and Home Secretary.

Mr.. MANN asked what was' the question

before the Committee, "

The- ACTING: CHAIRMAN: When I
found that I had created a-blank I stopped
the ringing of the bell—stopped the division:

Mr; MaUGHAN: It was not really a division.

Mr.: LENNON: No..  The bar of the House
was: not closed.

The ACTING: CHAIRMAN: T put the
question, and I gave it to the ‘* Noes;” think-
1ng: that  the - greatest cry came from the
¢ Noes.) " I'did not-hear the ¢ Ayes? at all

OrrosITION MEMBERS P Hear, hear!

That
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The ACTING: CHAIRMAN : There seems
%0 be a misunderstanding entirely in régard
to the division, and I heard someone call cut
“Divide !’

Mr. MURPHY : If the Acting Chairman
recollected; he (Mr. Murphy) got up and called
his attention to’ it" at the time. A division
was: called for, and the Government, thinking
+they were in the right, absolutely refused to
goon-with the division.

The PrEMIER: No, no!

OPpPOsSITION MruBERS: Yes, yes!

Mr. WinsTANLEY: The  Government - were
.caught napping:

The: ACTING CHAIRMAN: There is no
Jdivision now.

The  PreMIER and’ Mr. MAUGHAN  rising
simultaneously, i : :

Mr. MAUGHAN : Mr. Grant,—I rise to a
point of: order.

Hon." R." PrHIILP :(to° Mr. Maughan): Sit
‘down.

Mz MAUGHAN (to Hon: R.. Philp):. You
are not-the master of this House.  Make no
mistake about that. : :

Hon R. PaIiLp; Nor: you,

The ACTING CHAIRMAN:
‘the Premier.

The :PREMIER: - It" was- quite clear to
members. that a' mistake had been.  made:
{Hear; hear!) Whether the mistake was made
by the Acting Chairman or by the members
ot the Committee did" not’ really very much
matter. A mistake had been made,  and the
simple: way to remedy the mistake was to put
+the question-again. ' (Opposition:laughter and
cries of ““No, no!”)

Mr. MurPHY : We were ‘‘ had’’ once before.

Mr; MuinaN: The proper way to do it is
to recommit’ the "Bill.

The PREMIER: Members - of: the  Com-
mittee - would: then' clearly understand. what
they were doing.  However members of the
Committee might differ from: each other, yet
they warted to get ‘a’ clear decision recorded
of the will of the Committee.

GoverRNMENT MewBERS: Hear, hear!

The PREMIER: Every member would ad-
it that’ a mistake had been made.

Mr. BrESLIN: You were: all asleep.

The PREMIER: A% a- mistake "had heen
made, the Acting Chairman . could hardly re-
fuse to putthie matter againté the Committee.

Mr. Murnan: You would refuse to put' it
again yourself if you could put'us in a hole.

Mr. J. M. Huwrer: It-is a chapter of mis-
takes.

The PREMIER: Any man in the chair
might make a ‘mistake. '

Mr: LENNON: It 18 not the Acting Chair-
man;

The PREMIER: It was the Acting Chair-
man. - The ~Acting - Chairman ' did ' not - put
2elause 2 as amended. He just put clause 2
because he did not think that clause had been
amended. If he had thought that it had been
amended; he would have put the question as
“clause 2 as amended.”

GOVERNMENT MEMBERS: Hear, hear!

The PREMIER: Clearly - when - the thing
happened. it was. a misunderstanding on’the
part of the Acting Chairman. ' How would

T call upon

[21 SePTEMBER.]

- allowed: the question %o be putb:
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hon.  members: opposite speak of the Govern-

ment if we were attempting to take unfair

advantage of ‘a’ mere mistake? :
Mr, Harpaorz: You did it before.

The PREMIER : They would say that we
carried it with our- brute majority. There
was. only one sensible: thing to do, and’ he
moved  that the question: of the amendment
be: again stated to- the Committee.

GOVERNMENT : MEMBERS : Hear, hear!

Mr.  LENNON' (rising): Mr. Grant——-

The  PREMIER:: He wanted the ' motion
put before anyone elsé spoke.
-OpposirIoN:: MeMBERS: . ¢‘ No,”
laughter.

The PREMIER: - Unless the hon:  gentle-
mar- is going to second it.

Mr. LENNON: He was not going ' to do
any such. thing.

Orprosirion Meumsirs: Hear, hear!

Mr. MurpEY: We will see him hanged: first.

The Pramrer: Then' you should let  the
Guestion be put.

Mr, 'LENNON: The motion  moved by the
leader of  the Government was a ‘perfectly
preposterous. one. - The question was: put to
the  Committee by the “Acting . Chairman-—
‘“That the words proposed. tobe  omitted
stand ; part - of the clause,” "and  the Acting
Chairman’ gave his decision in a clear,” firm
voice that the question was in favour of the
¢ Noes.”

Oprostrion MeMBERs: Hear, hear!

Mr. LENNON:As far as that side of the
Committee - was  concerned,  they  did . not
care a rap for the Premier.: They claimed
their - rights - undeér- the - Standing ™ Orders.
The  Acting - Chairman  had. given  his’ de-
cisioni in: their- favour, and a blank. had
been' -created: . There was  only one way
sof “rectifying the  matter, ‘and that was to
fill ‘up the blank." He was surprised at the
Premier trying to. force' his' opiniocns down
their throats in a matter of that sort. It was
entirely without precedent. and he challenged
the hon. gentleman to quote a precedent. The
senior member for Townsville called “Divide !’
although the Acting Chairman did not hear
him, ‘and the: Acting Chairman gave his de-
cigion in favour of the *‘ Noes.”  But even if
the Acting Chairman had heard the hon. mem:
ber- call for a division, they could claim the
hon. member’s vote. . When they had so much
domination and domineering from the Premier
in ‘connection’ with the Standing Orders; that
they had fought unsuccessfully against, 1t was
time - the  Acting’ Chairman’ should  preserve
something like decent order. -For the Premier,
after what they had gone through recently,
to cram his opinions down' their throats was
a- disgrace to the Committee.

How. R. PHILP: By way of personal ex-
planation; he ‘wished: to state that he was:.in
the Chiamber when the question was put. . The
Acting Chairman declared that the ‘ Noes’
hadit, and he (Mr. Philp) called “Divide !””. But
he was not in charge of the Bill. . The Home
Secretary was in charge ‘of the Bill, and he
should have called. ** Divide I but the hon.
gentleman not having done so, he (Mr. Philp)
He did not
deny having called for a division. What hap-
pened ‘was this: The hon. member for Croy-
don said that a’ member of the Government
called. ¢ Divide !”” and he (Mr. Philp) said he
was not a member of the Government.

Hon. B. Philp:]

and - loud
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My MURPHY :: Whether the: senior mem-
ber: for Townsville called: * Divide !’ ‘or not
had nothing to. do with the question at the
present’ moment. - The -Acting: Chairman had

given his decision, and the Premier came along -

with & suggestion” thaf, although the question
had been decided against the Government, it
should  be put over ‘again. Supposing that
was ‘allowed, if at any ‘time the Opposition
happened to defeat any proposition of the Go:
vernment, as soon' as: the Premier had got his
majority together, he ‘might rise and move
that the question be again put, and carry it.

- He was going to: ask the ‘Acting Chairman for

his ruling upon the question:

M. Harpaore: He has already given his
ruling:

My, MURPHY : He was going to ask for a
ruling upoun the Premier’s motion. .

Mr. HarpaorE: He cannot move it

Mr. MURPHY : He was very pleased to
kriow that he could not move it. “All he knew
was that the Premier had moved it.

Mr. HArDAORE: No.

The ACTING CHATRMAN: The Premier
has moved a motion:

Mr. MURPHY : He understood the Premier
to mioye that the question be again put, and
he wished to point out that, if the Acting Chair-
man-accepted stich & motion, the position would
be: ridiculous. - They might carry  an amend-
ment at a time when some of the Premiier’s
party were away, and,” when' they came in
again, the hon. 'gentleman might propose that
the question should be again put; and carry it.
All that the hon. gentleman had to do ‘on the
present - ocession. was to recommit the Bill,
and they should insist on the hon. gentleman
adbering: to ‘the regular parlismentary pros
cedure.

:An OrrosrrioNn Meussr: Let him fill in the

anl.

Mr. MURPHY : The hon. gentleman looked:

very. blank just now.  He had no objection to
the blank being filled 5o long as there were
enough to carry it.
the' hon. gentleman whether the words with
which - he proposed . 6. fill the blank were
zoceptable  to: them or not, ‘and: they could
discuss: the question ‘and take a vots uponit.
They: had- better: hear what the Minister in
charge of ‘the Bill had to- propose. If the
Premier-had ‘his: way, he  would: vide rough-
shod over them: It did not matter how offen
hé was beaten; he would say, “T am going to
put it into’ the Bill in'spite” of Parliament.”’
Now:. they were not going o stand that from
the hon.: gentleman: = If he was looking for
8 row; he conld ‘get- it

The PREMTER: Al right. T will not ask

that mv motion  be put. ~ The Home Secre-
tary will move an amendment.

GoverNueNT MEmBsrs: Hear, hear!

OrrosiTION MEwmERRs: Oh; oh!

The ACTING CHAIRMAN: The question
tow is—That the clause, :as. amended by the
omission. of the words ‘‘the end of this pre-
sent Parliament’’ stand part of the Bill

Mr. THEODORE: I rise to a point of
order. :

The ACTING CHAIRMAN:
has withdrawn his miction.

Oprostrion: Memeers: No, nol

The ACTING CHAIRMAN: Is it the
pleasure of the Committee that the motion ba
withdrawn?  The Prémier moveds“That the

[Mr. Murphy.

The Premier
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question be again submitted.”” - That was not
put by me from the chair.. The question now
is=-That the clause as amended by the omis-"
sion of ‘the words,” ‘‘the ‘end of this present
Parliament’’ stand part of the' Bill: 8

OprosSITION MEMBERS: No, no!

Mr.  HARDACRE rose to a point of order.
After the Acting Chairman had'put the ques-
tion an hon. member called ‘¢ Divide " and the
bells: were rung.” Then the Premier wanted to
oo back on that. He contended that they could
not-go: back on  what had: been dons.: The
hon: gentleman had to ‘abide by the decision
of the Acting Chairman, and they were not
goingto allow him to go back on it.

The ACTING CHAIRMAN: The position
is that a blank has been created: I gave my
decision in:favour of the “Noes” That'is
where I made the mistake—putting the clause
after it had been amended. A blank has been
created, ~and the hon. member  for: Bulloo
gave notice that he would move that it-be filled
up: by the insertion of the words *‘ 81st Decem-
ber; 19117 The question now: is—That the
words proposed to be inserted be so inserted.

Mr. LENNON- would like to point out that
the: object of creating & blank was to fill up
that blank = aftérwards by the iusertion of
other words. g

The PreMIER: That is exactly what the
Agcting Chairman said.

My LENNON: - But you want to make it
part of the Bill, T understand.

The ACTING CHAIRMAN: The question
i5-“That the words proposed to be inserted be:
50 inserted:

My MANN: I would like to:know what
the words proposed to be inserted really are.

The 'ACTING CHAIRMAN: The: words
proposed to. be inserted by the hon. member
for: Bulloo are  3lst' December, 191177

Mr, MANN: He understood that. the hon.
member for Bulloo had withdrawn his amend-
ment: in favour of the amendment suggested
by the hon. member: for: Leichhardt.

The - ACTING  CHAIRMAN: = No;
amendment has not been withdrawn.

Mr. MANN: He had just heard the Pre-
mier " dictating  across ‘the Chamber to. the
Acting Chairman.

The ACTING CHAIRMAN ' Order ! He
is riot dictating 40 -me.  We have created a
blank in:this: clause, and the hon. member
for: Bulloo, in-creating that blank, desired
to: put certain words  in-namely, ““3lst
December, 19117 The question  before the"
Committee is whether those ‘words shall be-

the

< inserted.

Mr.  MANN: Yes; and he  (Mr. Mann)
was speaking to that, and he was resenting
the  Premier dictating’ to the A¢ting : Chair-
man across the' Chamber.  He:did not think
it should be ‘dons: :

The ' ACTING  CHAIRMAN:
order!

Mr.. MANN: The amendment was not as
good as they desived, still it was much better
than the clause origimally drafted, and, fail:
ing - a. better ~amendment, he ftrusted the
Committee would accept it, because it would
give time  to allow of some provision being
made: if there should be an  extraordinary
election. He trusted that the Premier would

Order,
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sec ‘the ‘error of  his’ ways,  andaccept: the

amendment,  or else ‘move one. which. would:

meet the case.

Mr. NEVITT: TFor cool cheek, recommend

him to the leader of the Government:  The
manner i1 which he had got up tonight~-
in fact; he had been doing: 1t all day

The  PremiEr: - Order ! = Speak : to the
amendment.

Mr. NEVITT: The Premier said a mis-
take had been made; and he turned round
and: wanted: to: put it on- the-Acting Chair-
man

The ACTING CHAIRMAN : Order! The
hon. ‘member must deal with the améndment
before the Committeeé, which is the insertion
of “the words proposed by the hon. member
for- Bulloo. ;

Mr. NEVITT: If he.was out of order,
he would like: to know how the: Premier got
his words in. > He maintained that he had
just as much right as the Premier, and if the
Premier made a statement on the floor of the
House, he maintained that he had a'right to
reply to it

The ACTING CHAIRMAN: I have pu$
the question  distinctly several times. The
question: before the Committee is the inser-
tion of the words proposed by the hon: mem-
ber for Bulloo, and members must how con-
fine themselves to  the discussion ‘of the
amendment. During: the misconception that
arose with regard to the voting, latitude was
allowable; ‘but now that the question is clearly
put, members. must confine themselves to it.

Mr. - NEVITT: - The  hon: member - for
Bulloo’s: amendmerit” was: before the  Com-
mittee "at the time: the Premier made use
of the words' he uttered.  The guestion was
that a blank should be created; and until the
blank was created “the’ hon  member for
Bulloo’s "amendment was: before the  Com-
mittee; ‘and the Premiér then made use of
those remarks.

The ACTING:: CHAIRMAN :: The hon.
member must’ confine himself: strictly to the
question: before the House—the: insertion of
those words.

Mr, NEVITT: The Acting  Chairman ruled;
then; that. a man on the otheér: side: of the
House: could ‘make use: of any expression he
liked - but no member on this side could reply
to: it

The ACTING CHAIRMAN:: Order ! Hon:
members know that in the temporary position
I am oceupying; I have been fair to all sides

HoNoUrRABLE MeMBERS : Hear, hear!

The ACTING  CHAIRMAN: ~And “the
hon. ‘member: must: obey my: ruling when I
say he must now confine himself to the ques-
tion ‘before - the ' Committee; . which  is- the
insertion: of the words proposed by the hon.
member for Bulloo.

Mr. HARDACRE contended that the posis
tion: was that the whole clause was put, and

the hon. member for Herbert, Mr. Liennon;

called “Divide 1’

The ACTING CHAIRMAN: Order! I
have already- explained that the clause was
put wrongly by myself. We created & blank,
and: therefore: I' thought it would be a good
opportunity for' the blank to -be filled: in.
¥ was wrong in putting the clause as I did,
but: now: the whole case has been explained
to . the: Committee;  and we. have put the
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question’ orderly, every member: knows: that
the' question before the: Committee: is: the
insertion-of ' the words proposed by the hon:
member: for:Bulloo, and I canrot; therefore;
allow any more’ discussion: on' the  point.

- HONOURABLE ' MEMBERS : Hear, hear!

Mr. ALLEN:: With the permission of the
Committes, he desired to  withdraw his
amendment, ag he had reason to believe—=

OpposiTIoN: MEMBERS : “Don’t give reasons;
withdraw it

Mr. tALLEN: He had every reason  to
believe  that “another amendment would be
brought forward later on from this side of

The "ACTING  CHAIRMAN: - Is it the
pleasure of ‘the Committee” that the amend-
ment be withdrawn ? :

FHoxotrAsLE Memprrs: Hear, hear!

Amendment - withdrawn - accordingly.

The. HOME:: SECRETARY moved 'the
insertion; in liew of ‘‘ From and-after-the
end of this present Parliament’’ of the words
*From' ‘and : after the  next ' dissolution ‘of
Parliament.”’ :

My, ‘LENNON rose toa point: of ‘order:
He  contended that  that resolution’ had
already been defeated.

OrrosiTioN MuMBERS : Hear, hear!

Mr: LENNON: What différence was there
between ‘‘the:end of this present Parlia-
ment’’ and ‘the next dissolution of Parlias
ment ?

The ACTING CHAIRMAN: T rule that
this amendment is in ‘order.  Clause 2 says
the end. of the present Parliament. : Parlia:
ment: may -last for the three 'years; but a

“dissolution 'may happen it three months.

* My MANN moved: that the Acting Chair=
man’s Tuling be: disagreed with, and referred
to Standing Order No. 71, which said—

Alquestion: or’ amendment’ shall’ not be proposed
whichis the!same: in’ substance as any’' question:
which, during the: same  seéssion; has been: resolved
in: the affirmative or negative:

The Acting Chairman had said that he was a
fair Chairman, and gave: both sides of the
House ‘a fair deal——

Hon. E. B. ¥orrrst: 'S¢ he does. " (Hear,
hear!) : :

Mr. MANN: And gave his decision inde-
pendent of ~any - party. leanings. he might
have.  He claimed ‘that the Standing Order
which he had read was sufficient to guide the
Acting Chairman  in: this: matter. He would
ask the Acting Chairman to explain what was
the difference in substance or in meaning be-
tween the words, “ From and after the end of
this. present Parliament’” and ‘From an’c}.
after the . dissolution = of this Parliament.
“The end’” and the dissolution ’ meant the:
samie thing. - They had heard the Hon. the
Treasurer the other night labour the guestion of

“'the meaning of expenditure.”” - Perhaps he

might have been right to a certain extent in
<his reasoning, but he (Mr.. Mann)

[8p.m:]  claimed that it would require:a

sophist to explain‘away the Stand-
ing Order: It was as clear as daylight that
the end of  Parliament: was: & dissolution,
and that a dissolution was the end of Pars
liament, and  he claimed  that the Acting
Chairman must rule the amendment. moved
by the Home Secretary out of order.

Mr. LENNON was: sorry to: say he entire_ly‘
disagreed with:the ruling of the Acting Chair-
man in this matter; and: he had intended

Mr. Lennen.]
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moving a similar motion to that moved by the
hon, member for Cairns: - He was loth to' do
50, but if the Acting Chairman considered: the
matter seriously for- one  moment “he' riust
admit that the terms were synonymous.  Par-
liament was’ dissolved by certain action’ in-
stanter~~on' the spot—and in the other. case i
died by degrees—by effluxion of time; but
Parliament was dissolved in toth cases, and he
contended that the ruling was wrong, and he
would have t6 press the motion to a division.

Mr. MURPHY reminded the Acting Chair-

man of a ruling which the Chairman of Com-:

mittees, Mr. Armstrong, gave on several occa-
sions during ‘the last: session of Parliament.
In' connection with certain railway prorosals,
members  of the Opposition proposed that a
minimum rate of wage shoulg ke inserted in
those proposals. My, Grant would recollect
that on the first occasion  the Governnment
were strong- enough to defeat the proposal;
atd on every other railway proposal that was
introduced that session, ‘when members of the
Opposition endeavoured to move the insertion
of ‘a similar clause to that which had teen
defeated; the Chairman’ of Committees ruled
that it was the same in-'substance; éven though
the rate of wage was different, and he ab.
solutely refused - to accept it:  As’ the hcn.
member for' Cairns . pointed  out," Standing
Order 71 was very conclusive: on that point,
and it was on that Standing Order that Mr:
Armstrong based  his - ruling = last : session.
Standing Order 71 was headed ¢ Same  Ques-
tion not to be proposed,” and onrovided that
no. question. or amendment  should. be pro-
posed ~ which is' the. same  in ‘substance to
any- question which had been resolved in: the
aflirmative 'or negative... The proposal of the
Home  Secretary was the same in  substatce
to- the proposal which had just been defeated.

A GOVERNMENT MaMBER: You did not think
that a. moment. ago.

- Mr.; MURPHY : He did not, and confessed
it. - To ery is human: to. forgive divine.”
He made a mistake, and he might have gone
on:under that mistake had not the member
for: North Brisbane pointed out that: it was
the same in substance. He: (Mr. Murphy)
therefore had a look at it, and saw that, Lke
most of the measures proposed by the Govern-
ment, it was: loaded, and  consequently they
had to oppose it: The Acting Chairman had
ruled that the vroposal was in order, and hcn.
memberg were perfectly justified in voting for
the motion that the ruling be disagreed to.

The ACTING CHAIRMAN ¢ Order; order!

Mr.  O’SULLIVAN: He was sorry to have
to. disagree  with' the ruling given: by the
Acting Chairman, as the proposal was synony-
mous. with the words in the clause befora the
blank - was ‘created. It appeared to him: as
synonymous in its meaning as if & man died a
natural death or if he committed suicide—it
was just the same so far as life or death was
concerned. - If Parliament continued until it
expired by efffuxion of time, it died a natural
death; ‘and if Parliament dissolved by its own
act, ‘then it practically  committed ' political
suicide.  Of all the twisty and tricky things,
commend him to the Home Secretary fcr a
lawyer’s way of doing it." The Home Secretary
was so deligchted when the Acting Chairman
ruled the amendment:in order that he cculd
not retain: himself, and had to laugh. Tt was
not a fair ‘thing to. treat: the Committee in
such s flippant manner. . Unfortunately; he
could ‘not see his way to uphold the ruling
given by the Acting Chairman; and he (Mz.

{Mr. Lennon.
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O’Sullivan) was sorry to think that the Acting
Chairman: had allowed himself to read irto
the proposal s, differént meaning to that put
gn it by every reasonabls man in the Cham-
er:

Mr."ALLEN was very sorry he was comn-
pelled to vote in favour of the motion.. Tf the
Acting Chairman. paused for a moment . he
could: only come to one decision, and that was,
although different words were used, the pro-
posed  new  words had practically: the same
meaning as the words' deleted.  If the ruling
was upheld and s’ discussion took place on the
proposed amendment,’ the  same  argumeiits
would: be used as were used on the proposed
omission: of the words. - It appeared ‘to. him
that the Homs  Secretary, in proposing: the
amendment;  was sparring for: tims, ‘and the
Opposition; as. they consistently opposed the
clause; must continue:to fight' against the
proposed: new. words,which: were practically
the same as the words omitted 'a’ few momients
ago.  He (Mr. Allen) sincirely regretied
having 1o vobe against the ruling of the Act-
ing Chairman, because on nearly every occas
sion he had been well satisfied with the rulirgs
given; and he knew: the Acting Chairman did
his best to be: fair to both: sides, but ks bad
made a very grave mistake on this gocasion.

Mz J. M. HUNTER, : The evidence of fair
play which: the 'Acting Chairman had shown
in times past: caused a good deal of regret on
the part of every hon. wmiember at having to
opposé. his' ruling: on: this ‘occasion, and he
(Mr. Hunter) thought—if he might maks the
suggestion—the Home Secretary would hi act-
ing. a generous. part-were he to withdraw kis
amendmernt: so: that ' an amendment  which
would be in’ order might be submitted to AIl
the blank which had beeén caused. - When the
blank: was creéated,. the Government, seizing
the opportunity,; stole a march on a member
on the Opposition side of the House. who had
an amendment ready, and submitted their pro-
posal. - There was no- difference. between the
“eond: of Parliament” and- the  * dissolation
of * Parliament.”” - Both ' terms meant. the in-
stantaneous death of: Parliament.: e trusted
the Home Secretary would not foree. the ques:
tion to a division; because; if he did, he (Mr.
Hunter) would be - conmipelled, ~though' with
very much regret, to vote for:the motion dis-
agreeing with the Acting Chairman’s ruling.

Mr. HAMILTON thought that owing to the
amount of talk which had been going on: the
Agting Chairman had given a. hurried ruling;
and that in his'cooler moments-he would see
that the amendient was the same in substarice
as: the words which had just been deleted from

,the clause. It would take the cleverest lawyer
all his- time to convince any court: that the
two expressions were not the same in’ sub-
stance. A dissolution was the: “end of Pax-
Hament.’? It ‘was not a nice thing o have to
disagree with: the ruling of the Speaker or
Chairman,. but; however painful it might be,
if: members thought the ruling of the Acting
Chairman: was wrong it was their duty to vote
against it Possibly the majority of members
would 'support - the: - Acting . Chairman;  but
whether they did so or not, no right-thinking
person: would agree with the ruling.

The ACTING CHAIRMAN:: After the dis:
cussion which has taken place on this matter,
I am" of opinion that the amendment  goes
very close: to-the: wind; and T rule it out of

“order. ;

OpposrTioNn’ MeMBERS 1 Hear, hear!

The HOME SECRETARY moved that after
the words ‘“from and after;’’ there be inserted
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the words, “*‘ the: passing ‘of this Act, except
for the ‘purposeof filling: up  any ' vacancy
arising ‘inthe reprseseutation of ‘any- electoral
district “during:the existence of this Legisla-
tive -Assembly.”’ - The . clause would . then
read— B

From - and after the passing-of this Act, except
for- tlie - purpose of-filling up any vacancy arising
in the:representation- of any electoral district dux-
ing the. éxistence of this Legislative Assembly; the
Electoral Districts' Act: of 1887 and. the Electoral
Districts Act of 1892 shall be repealed.

Mr,. MURPHY ‘did not’ think the aiiend-
ment met the difficulty. It simply dealt with
by-elections: ‘ !

The PrEMIER: Noj; it fixes the date when
the Act comes into operation. :

Mr.s MURPHY ;- Wille you, ‘Mr. Grant,
kindly read the amendment again?

The - ACTING - CHAIRMAN ' thereupon
réad the proposed amendment.  The question
is that the words proposed to be inserted be
s0 inserted.

My O’SULLIVAN: It appedared to" him
that  the amendment applied " only to: by-
elections. « What members had been: contend-
ing for was that provision should be made
to” meet the case of ‘o dissolution of Parlia-
ment: before  the ‘date when it would expire
by “effluxion of time.: He should, therefore,
oppose-the amendment.

Mr. HARDACRE said ‘he was going to
raise a point of order.  The amendment now
proposed . was exactly the same in' substance
as the proposal which had been defeated. It
said absolutely the ‘same thing, -but in a
roundabout: way; and with more verbiage and
tautology.  The: Commiltee: had " rejected the
proposal-in: the clause that the existing Elec:
toral Acts should berepealed as from the “end
of” this: present Parliament,” ‘and- the Home
proposal in the clause that the existing Elec-
toral Acts should not be'repealed so far as the
filling up-of: any vacancy drising: in- the re-
presentation during. the: existence of the pre-
sent 'Assembly was concerned.  That ‘was ex-
actly the . proposition. which  the Committee

had rejected. . The Standing Orders distinetly

said that an amendment should not be moved
which’ wag the samie-in substance as a ques-
tion already decided in the same session ; and
on - page: 286 of  *“May,”” tenth - edition, he
found thig—

Tt is a rule. in both Houses; which is essenﬁal to
the due performsance-of their-duties, that no. ques-

tion - or  Bill shall be-offered that ' is substantially

the same. 88 one on ' which . their’ judgment  has
already been’ expressed: in the current’ session.

And further on—

A mére alteration of ‘the words of & question
without any substantial change in its  object will
not: be sufficient. to. evade this rule.  On. the 7th
July,: 1840, Mr. Speaker - called . attention "to-. &
motion - for a - Bill to- relieve dissenters from' the
payment of ' church  rates, before: he proposed the
question from: the chair.

It was: not a proper thing to try and evade

the rule by the roundabout process adopted
by the Home Secretary.

The ACTING CHAIRMAN: I may point
oub. to- the hon. ‘member  that the  words
defeated gave . 'a currency to' the: Bill, ‘the
words being  ““after’ the end-of this Parlia-
ment,”” but by the proposed amendment. the
Bill ‘comes. into: operation immediately “after
it is passed.. ;

Mr. MACARTNEY did not think the pro-
ceedings could be regarded as creditable. The
position they were in was the result of a mis-
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understanding which might have been corrected
in-a few moments; but they had been brought
into that: position by a strict adherence to the
Standing Orders: ' The position, he thought;
was hardly “ereditable to their commou sense:
Hethought 1t must be admitted that the amend-
ment now proposed was substantially different
from the one that was negatived. “The words
negatived  provided 'for' a repeal-of the two
Acts mentioned as’ from the end of the pre-
sent. Parliament; the present amendmient pro-
vided: that they should: be repealed immedi-
ately from the: passing of this Act except. for
the purposes of a’ by-election.  That was sab-
stantially & different amendment; and  he
thought the  ruling of the Acting ~Chairman
way absolutely correct. :

Mr: HAMILTON: He: agreéed with the hon.
member for Brisbane North that this position
had. been created by sticking as closely  as
possible’ to - 'the  Standing  Orders. =~ The . Go-
vernment:had: allowed: a blank to be created;
and- now. they found it almost:impossible to
fill “up’ the  blank' without bringing in - an
amendment which was the same. in substance
as’ the original clause. - The Acts were not
supposed to. be repealed as far as filling up a
vacancy was concerned, but as far as a general
election was concerned they were supposed-to
be repealed:

Mr. HARDACGRE: When he spoke before
he “had not considered the word ‘‘vacancy,”
which he now took to mean a by-election. He
had therefore ‘changed -his' opinion ‘on  the
point; :

Mr. MURPHY': He was nob going t0 ex-
press: an’ opinion’as to whether the proposal
of ‘the Home ~Secretary was in order.or not;
he siniply wanted to point out that they had
not' been: talking about a by-election-at all;
but- about a dissolution ‘of Parliament.
c“An - HoNourasLy - MEMBER: Move ~your
amerndment.

Mr. MURPHY : If he moved an amend- "
ment,  the result would be that it would be
defeated by the majority opposite. It was for
the' Government to bring  down Bills in
proper form, and it was for the Opposition to
criticise them,  and: the. Government should
find & way of remedying anything that was
wrong. - This proposal might be in order:

Mr. HARDACRE: Yes; but it is a silly thing.

Mr. MURPHY: If it was & silly thing, they
wanted:to get it-oub:of the way.  For the lask -
couple of hours:they had been asking the Go-
vernment to fix up the clause 'so that; in the

‘event of an extraordinary dissolution “of Par:

liament, an election could be: held; but the
Premier,: the  Home " Secretary;  the  Parlia-
mentary  Draftsman, and:-all: the' lawyers on
the other' side could not fix ‘it: up.  If they
would promise: to accept it; he would fix up
an awmendment in five minutes. So far-as &
dissolution: was concerned under the  Bill; he
found himself-1n the position of having to-lcok
for ‘another- constituency, and he

[8.30 pim:] was-going to look for an easy one.
he Home Secretary, after: con:

sultation with the Premier, the Treasurer; the
Parliamentary Draftsman;  the  clerksof the
Home Secretary’s Office, and the hon. member
for Brisbane North; ought to be able to: give
members & simple: remedy for  the''deiects
which they had been pointing out in the clause
for the last two hours..  They wanted to wiake

the clause o that any sensible man. gould
understand it; and “do away with the: defects
in the event of a dissolution. Suppose they gob
enough followers to burst up the Government
party and a' dissolution followed; what would

Mr. Murphy.]
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‘they do? They would have no electorates to
go to, nothing fixed up, no rolls, and every-
thing would be chaos. (Laughter:) Owing to
his kindly disposition; he had given time for
the Premier.and Home Secretary to draft an
amendment to insert into the blank which the
Opposition had created; much to the consterna~
tion ‘of the Government. - Now that the Pre-
mier had taken a hand iniit; he hoped he
would give them a good sensible Scotch: sug-
gestion—{laughter)-—one that they would not
be able to cavil at. (Laughter.) They wanted
something that was free of legal phrasas with
their ‘“ whereas'’.and ‘ whereof” and ‘‘ wliere-
2t (Laughter.) “As the Acting Chairman was
looking ‘at the clock, he would sit down.

The: HOME SECRETARY : With the per-
mission of the Committee-— Opposition lavgh-
tér)—he wished to make his amendment more
comprehensive; and to save members of the
present Assembly who ‘might be affectod by
thie wording of his amendment as made in the
first. instance.. He proposed to alter the
clause so that it would read—

From and after the passing of this Act, except for
prpose 6f the repesentation in this Parliament: of
exigting electoral districts ‘and ‘the flling up . of
any vacaney arising in-the:répresentation of -any
electoral . district 'during  the  existence  of  this
Parliament; the Electoral Distriets Act of 1887 and
the  Blectoral : Distiiots = Act. of 1892 shail be
repesled.

GoverNuENT MEMBERS : Hear; hear ! That
ig clear enough.

My, WINSTANLEY :
confounded.

Mr. Harpacors: You want to extend it now.

The ACTING CHAIRMAN: This amend-
ment: is to: be substituted for the other cne?
The Houme SECRETARY: Yes.

Mr.. LENNON: Before they entered on. a
discussion “of: the amendment, he thought it
would be wise, if they had no legal represonta-
five jon the Government side’ of"the: House
competent to: draft an amendment, that they
should  have the Attorney-General  brought
there and consulted on 'the matter.

My, MurpaY: Why not: bring Barlow?

Mr. LENNON: He called attention to the
fact ‘that if thete was ‘anything wanted to
show the nedessity: of -having the "Attorney-
General holding alseat-in the Assembly it was
the confusion and waste of tirne that had gonse
on that evening drafting amendments.

- The ACTING CHAIRMAN: The members
are cognisant of the amendment, as copies of
it have been handed round.

Mr. WINgTANLEY: We have not  got  that
one:

The

It ig" confusion . worse

ACTING  CHAIRMAN: The Clerk

wrote: out a’ number of copies’ of: the Flome

Secretary’s amendment, ‘and they were distri-
buted amongst members. " The Home: Secre-
tary desires to alter his amendment.

My, MANN rose to a point of order. There
was an’ amendment already before the Coni-
mittee.

The ACTING  CHAIRMAN': Order, crder!

Mr. MANN: There was another amendment
before the Committee that they had not yet
finished with. .

The
Home Secretary asked leave to substitute this
one in its place. i

My, MANN : But he has not got leave yet.

The ACTING CHAIRMAN: T was just
going to ask the Committee if they would give

FMr. Murphy.
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him leave: 'Is it the will of ‘the Committeo
that the Home Secretary’s amendment sheuld
be altered: by the insertion of these words?
(ioveErNMENT. MEMBERS: Hear, hear!
M. HARDACRE : No; no!

My MANN: Before the Committee agreed
to that; he reminded the Acting Chairman that
they were dealing with the original amendment
of the Horme Secretary. The wisest course: to
pursue was. to- postpone: consideration of the
amendment until to-morrow, and in the mean-
time’ the amendment  could ' be printed and
ciroulated amorgst members.  In the inserests
of . good : legislation -they should have the

“-amendment printed’ and circulated amecngst

members 5o that they could understand it.
They “could: not consider it properly that
evening because; when they had an amend-
ment before them, the Home Secretary came
along ‘with a fresh one as soon as they pointed
out the holes in his armour.  He (Mr. Mann)
did not belisve in patchwork legislation. ‘He
believed in doing their work properly and not
having to bring down amending Bills later
on. A great deal of the confusion that arose
in the country over: various Acts of Parlia-
ment was due to the fact that they were badly
drafted ; mistakes crept in such as had crept
in-that evening:  Hastily drafted amendments
were inserted without sufficient consideration,
and then the measures were found to. be defec-
tive after they were passed. Would it hurt the
dignity of the: Government if they admitted
that the clause required consideration; and if
the  Home  Secretary. got ' his: amendment
printed and eirculated; and it came on: for
further. consideration: to-morrow ? There had
beeni no less than three amendments brought:
in during the last thres quartérs of an hout.
Members -on: the other side  were quite pre-
pared to accept: each one ‘of them, and; as
soon as: Opposition members pointed out that
they were not in order or that they did not
meet what  was - wanted; the Government
hastily. drafted. another: For the credit of the
Government, they should agree’ to. postpone
the clause until to-morrow.

Mr.  O’SULLIVAN said that the ‘amend-
ment left the position: precisely as it was'in the
original clause. It proposed: that in the case
of “by:elections the elections: should be: con-
tested under the existing Acts. That was just
what was proposed: in the clausé as it stood
in the Bill. " Tf the Home Secretary would
look at the question from the: broad demo-
cratic point of “view from which it was re-
garded - by members of the  Opposition, he
would draft his amendment so that it would
deal with' the: case of a dissolution; and pro-
vide that the elections should in that case also
be conducted ‘on  the  basis of the existing
Acts. - They did not want to have a dictator-
ship for six or nine months. If & want of
confidence ‘motion was  carried,; and parties

iwere practically  evenly balanced; the gentle-

man" who was commissioned to form a Go-
vernment would not be ina position to pass
lewislation that would tide them over the elec-
tions that’ would - follow on  a dissolution:
Members on this: side wers anxious that there
should be ‘no ambiguity, and that the country
should: be amply protected in the event of a
digsolution’s but the Home Secretary’s amend-
ment was simply ‘a repetition of the original
clause 'n other words; and the hon. gentleman
knew it ‘

The Hour SgcrETARY: I do nob.

Mr: O’SULLIVAN: There was no differ:
ence between the two. If the hon. gentleman
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and  the Government -had & any reasonable
acumen, they would have accepted the amend-
ment that had- been  foreshadowed by the
Opposition, and the matter would: have hbeen
settled before tea time.

Mr: MURPHY thought the Government
were to be congraulated ‘upon: the.  fact
that they were splendidly -carrying out: the
good old policy of **How not to'do1t.” Dur-
ing the last:half ‘hour the: Home Secretary had
submitted three. different proposals ‘to get
them out: of the difficulty in: which they found
themselves through the hon. gentleman’s mis-
take in: not calling for a division.  Why

““should ‘not_the Home Secretary, with the per-
mission of " the " Premier, take 'the ' advice
tendersd: by the hon: member for Cairns and
postpone: the consideration of the clause until
to:morrow 7. It rarely - happened. that - they
found themselves so- tied ‘up as they were af
present, and nobody on the  Government side
seemed capable of ‘extricating them from'the
difficulty. - What  were they going t6do?
Were they: t0° have more amendments; and
was there to be no finality about it? . The
most: sensible  thing the Government could
do- was 1o permit: the consideration of: this
clause to-stand over till to-morrow. That
would -enable them to. call “all “their legal
experts together to draft a clause. He did
‘not: profess to' know much about law, any
arore than he had had to pay a few legal
agccounts in his time. . Possibly, if the
Government: called a meeting’ of ‘their legal
experts:together to-morrow, by the time they

got ‘another clause in they would not under-"

stand it at all. (Liaughter.). "He suggested
that the Home  Secretary might solicit the
the services of: the Minister for. Education,
who:could take *the Bill ‘to the Education
Department: to-morrow; and place it before
his: officers, ‘and he felt "certain that they
would draft & proviso . in plain and easily
understood - langnage “which “they  would be
able to-deal with, and the clause would: go
through to-morrow without any further oppo-
sition,  But if they were going to continue
to bring amendment after amendment, they
would " get 'into that position. directly that
they would have amendments on the: brain.
He must: confess that he did not understand
much - about the amendment, and he was
sure the Home Secretary knew very little
about it :

The ACTING CHAIRMAN: Order ! The
hon. member’s time is up.

Mr. "MULLAN was quite ready to don-
cede that the amendment as it stood was not
substantially ‘the sate as: the other,’ because
it provided for ‘the representation in - this
Parliament of the present members; ‘and also
for contingencies that might cause vacancies.
It was unwise to provide in this particular
place for the contingencies; and in this par-
ticular way.  If they accepted it as it stood,
it meant that in order to be prepared for the

contingency - of “an ' extraordinary - eléction
they would have to keep two sets of maqhin~,

ery ‘inoperation.
The -HOME SECRETARY :
for in-the Bill
Mr. MULLAN : Was it advisable to have
that proviso? ‘He did not think it was:
The  Homr Sroreriny: - Yes; absolutely
necessary. ; :
Mr.  MULLAN " It was ‘remarkable that
the hon. gentleman should find that out.

The Home Secrrrany ;- I pointed it cut on
the 'second reading.

Tt is all provided
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‘Mr. MULLAN : It was not provided: for.
The Home SecReErsRY:  The machinery. is
provided later on in the Bill.

My, MULLAN: “1f it went through in
its present form; the Acts of 1887 and 1892
would . be used for the purpose of  extra-
ordinary elections, : ‘Although this’ Bill- was
assented to, and the new districts might be
proclaimed: next June, for ‘an- additional
sixteen :months they would have to duplicate
the electoral machinery throughout the State
in the way of keeping separate rolls for the
old ‘districts. Immediately thisAct . came
into operation; it should be available in the
case ~of an' extraordinary .vacancy, thus
avoiding the necessity for the extraordinary
expenditure which would be involved by the
duplication of the electoral machinery.  The
amendment a5 it stood: made: it very much
worse than it was before so far ds. provision
for an extraordinary vacancy. was concerned.

The Hour: SECRETARY :- Clause 14 in " the
Bill:makes full provision:

Mri MULLAN - The ' Home  Secretary
would be: well advised in temporarily with-
drawing clause "2, ‘and’ proceeding with
clanse 3 He could have his proposed amend-
ment - printed ~and - distributed; - because it
was very difficult ‘to . get the hang of the
amendment, ‘covered up. as it  was in legal
verbiage for the purpose of  confusing
members.

The HoOME SHECRETARY :

My, MULLAN: - If - that ' course  were
adopted, :they might to-morrow doin two
minutes what it would take two: hours to 'do
now.. . The Government would suffer no loss
of “dignity: " The: hostile ~attitude ~of | the
Government  had’ been  largely 'responsible

I do:not think so.

for the delay which had taken place. The

Prenier: had straight. away - accused: the
Opposition: of stonewalling and: delaying the
business of the House,: but ‘the function of
an Opposition was to show the weak points in
a: Bill. = The best way: to overcome the diffi-
culty. was fo. postpone clause 2 #ill tomorrow,
as -he had suggested, and proceed: with the
other clauses of the Bill.

Mr. ALLEN:  Although he was not a
lawyer, or even an old member of the House,
ho contended that this proposal was an insult
to 'the intelligence “of the  Assembly. = The
Government might' just as: well' admit: that
they had had a: rebuff that afternoon. The
amendment he had" proposed  was contem-
plated . to meet the  circumstances  which
would: arise in the event of an extraordinary
dissolution.  The Home BSecretary, although
that ‘amendment was carried against him,
had made no effort to meet the desire of
the ‘House, but came along ‘with this fancy
amendment, which was notable for its very
inelegant English. It would. be hard for
any schoolboy to frame anything more awk:
ward than this ‘amendment. {Government
laughter.) The Home Secretary might laugh,
but in his ‘opinion it was a ‘very serious
matter that such clauses’ were  being  at-
tempted to be placed on the statute-books.
They ~had: defeated the original  proposal
: because the " Committee. desired

[9p:m.] ‘to make some. provision for cir-

“cumstances  that would ‘arise in
the event of an: extracrdinary  dissolution.
Was “the  Home ' Secretary proposing  any
radical “alteration 'in. the proposed amend:
ment? - Absolutely none -at all. ‘There was
a:-change ~in ~wording; but absolutely no

Mr.B.F. 8. Allen.]
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alteration ' in meaning—it ‘was simply  an

amendment to: gull the Assembly; and he
contended’ that 1t was out of order. :
The  ACTING -~ CHAIRMAN ' Order,
order ! The ' hon.. member’s  time . has
expired. .
Mr.  MURPHY again’ urged. the : Home

Secretary to withdraw the proposal and con-
sider the matter to-morrow. Hon. members
had been  elected for three years, and the
Government were trying to get rid of them
by bringing in-a Bill' which would wipe out
all members of: Parliament,  and constitu-
tionally they would not be in & position to
draw: their salaries. He would like to impress
that phase’: of the question on. the notice of
the Premier and Home Secretary. It did not
matter s¢ much to him {(Mr.: Murphy), because
his salary was only a’ small one; but if the
Bill “were passed: the Home Secretary. would
have: to provide all the machinery necessary
foranother election; and hon.: members would
have to go to the country two years before
their time.  That might be a’ very easy
method of wiping out the Premier at the pre-
sent time.  He (Mr. Murphy)  was sure the
hon, member for North Rockhampton would
give the matter serious consideration. when
it 'was pointed out that unless some machinery
wag provided for the protéction of hon. mem-
bers of the Assernbly, as soon as the Bill was
passed by’ the Legislative Couneil, the Parlia-
mert: of  Queensland  would  be  practically
abolished. As-a’ unificationist, he had no ob-
jection = to. . the  Legislative: Assembly = and
Legislative ' Council of = Queensland = being
abolished. :

Mr. A1LEN: But you do not want a dictator,

Mr: MURPHY : He 'did not want ‘a dic-
tator. He thought the Home Secretary:should
give the Committee an assurance  that: hon:
members were not: to lose their ‘political posi-
tions as scon: as the Bill was passed:

The Hour SECRETARY : That is the reason
of my ameéndment.

Me: MURPHY : The ‘Home Secretary now
told ‘them that what be (Mr.. Murphy) had
pointed out: was the reason for bringing down
the amendment,. They could now charge the
Government with introducing a’ Redistribu-
tion “of . Seats: Bill for the sole purpose of
wiping: -out Parliament ~and: making ' the
Premier the dictator of Queensland,  Did the
Premier want to be placed in  a ‘position to
be:able to turn: his thumbs down and dismiss
the Duma?. The Committes should have an
assurance from the Home Secretary that if
they ‘agreed to the amendment; in the event
of “a dissolution ‘of - Parliament, there: would
be machinery, without the passage of further
legislation, to enable an election: to be taken;
and that if ‘the Committee passed  the  Bill
as - printed, hon.: inembers  would be in &
posttion to hold' their-seats until the expira-
tionof  Parliament, unless there was an ex-
traordinary: dissolution.: Would  the Home
Secretary ‘give them that assurance?

The ACTING CHAIRMAN : Order, order!
The hon. member’s time hag expired.

Mr. MANN thought it would be ‘wise to -

rule the whole of the amendment of the
Home Secretary out of order. The reason
he:suggested that was because if railway: pro:

[Mr. B. F. 8. Allen.
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posals were " introduced ' during the: present
session,- he' would ‘move: that the men receive:
‘& minimurn rate of 8s.a day, and if that
‘amendment was' defeated he would immedia-
tely ‘get up and move that the pay be 16s. for
two days, and; further, that the pay be 96
pence  for -eight: hours’ work. - The  Acting
Chairman in allowing moticns practically the:
same: in- substance’ to: come: before him: was;
opening & wide doorway for further trouble.
Some time earlier in the session he (Mr., Mann)
tried: to do: the: same thing as the Home
Sedretary was doing, and the Acting Chairman:
said he was trying to get his words before the
Chamber: by a subterfuge; and the  Home"
Secretary, by a subterfuge, was trying to. get
in practically the same ameéndment which the
Acting' Chairman - had declared  the ‘Cam:
mittee. had  decided: against. " He  thought
that, in: the interest of good: government and
of fair play; the Acting Chalrman; having once
given: a ruling, should' adhere to that ruling
ang declare the' present amendment out of
order. :

The ACTING CHAIRMAN: Order! The
hon.: mermber  must "address: himself to the
question: before the Committee.

Mr, MANN: The: trouble  was that they
could - mot  discuss the: amendment, 'because
members: had ‘not. been supplied with copies.
of it He could: only surmise what the Go~
vernment were trying to ‘do: by this amend-
ment.

The ACTING . CHAIRMAN: Order!
hon. member’s’ time 18" up:

Mr. . MANN: As: no other: member had
risen, ‘he “would ' resume his: remarks. : The
difficulty with members was that they did not.
know what the amendment was. One amend-
ment was. proposed by the Home Secretary,
and ‘after. it had been: clearly shown by dis-
cussion that. it was not in order,: it was ruled
out -of order,  Now, the: bon.: gentleman: had
moved an amendment which was the same in
substance as the words which had been. re-
jected by the. Committes, = Having regard: to
the ‘whole circumstances;, he would suggest to
the Home Secretary that he should withdraw
clause 2, and proceed with the other provisions:
of the Bill.- In the meantime, he could have
4 proper  amendment drafted; and the new
amendment -could: be: submitted “to-morrow.
If that amendment  provided for an' extra-
ordinaty general election, it would: pass: with-
out much discussion; but so long as the Home:
Secretary kept up his present attitude, mem-
bers ‘of ‘the Opposition must strongly protest
against i, as the colrse hé was pursuing: was
contrary to-the Standing Orders. He hoped
the hon.:gentleman: would accept: his sugges-
tion o postpone: the  consideration  of - this
clause till to-morrow.

Mri NEVITT thought it was a pity that the
Minister' had. not accepted: the suggestion
made by the: hon. member for: Leichhardt
earlier in’ the evening to postpone’ the: con-

The:

-gideration of this clause.  Had the hon. gentle~

man - done " that, the Bill might have been
passed ‘now, with - the: excéption: of :clause: 2.
The original clause and the amendment before
the Committee: were practically the same, as
both made provision: for holding: by-élections
under the existing Electoral Acts:

The ACTING CHAIRMAN: Order! Isthe
hon. member raising a point of order or is he
discussing the amendment? : ;
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Mr.: NEVITT: He was discussing = the
amendment.  The first part of the amendment
certainly altered the meaning of the clause,
but the second part restored it to its original
form, inasmuch ag it provided that by-elec-
tions. should be held under the provisions of
the Electoral District. Acts of 1887 and 1892
but made no  provision  for an' extracrdinary
dissoliition of the Assembly. He thought that
after: devoting mnearly’ five  Hours . to this
‘matter——

The PrEMIER: We might go to a division.

Mr,. NEVITT: That it 'was time the Pre-
mier: got. a'little ‘“sweet reasonableness.’’  If
the hon. gentleman adopted: a more reason-
able attitude towards members of the Opposi-
tion, the ' business: of ‘the House would be
conducted in a different manner from' that in
which it~ was  being  conducted.. It did not
matter: what amendment emanated from the
Opposition, it was. rejected by the Govern-
ment,; be it ever so reasonable. That was nob
the way to facilitate business, and he hoped
the hon. gentleman: would adopt a different
attitude: :

Mr: ALLEN e still contended. that the
amendment was an attempt to get behind the
decision: which had been given by the Com-
mittee in the earlier part of the evening. : By
their: votes  members had ‘expressed g wish
that some provision should be made to meet
the circumstances which ‘would arise in' the
event-of:an extraordinary: dissolution.  But,
instead “of doing: that, by quibbling and: by
putting: - together  some: awkwardly-arranged
English phrases, the Government endeavoured
to-restore: the clause to the form in:which it
was introduced.  If any Minister could show
him the difference between the original clause
and. the amendment now: before the Com-
mittee, he would at once confess that he was
very. dense; but he contended that there was
absolutely no - difference’ between them. - The
Premier and the Home Secretary were flout-
ing the wishes of the: Committee, and instead
of - improving  the Bill they were making it
worse.: Though he did not want a’ dissolution
in' January, hé would be inclined to vote for
one just to see how things would go.- If they
got - together “all’ the  inelegant 'amendments
proposed on the’ spur of the moment during
the existence of that Assembly, the one now
pﬁ'oplosed by the Home Secretary would head
the lish.

Mr. O’SULLIVAN: The reason why be was
anxious to defeat this' amendment was because
he' wanted to, have another amendment  put
into-the clausel - In the event of a dissolution,
there would have to be a block election by the
who'e of the constituencies; and he did not
want that o oceur..” When the Water and
Sewerage Board wag elected there was.a large
number of informal votes; owing to. the lirge
number ‘of candidates . In - this block vote
there would' be ‘seventy-two' vacancies ‘and
probably ‘more ‘than. double that number of
candidates: and an' elector would be all day
striking out the pames of ‘candidates for
whom: he did ‘not wish to vote,  That would
bethe: position if they ‘did not defeat: this
amendment and incorporate an amendment
thafwould insure ‘an -eléction being raken

undertha old Aects which this was aboub to -

repeal. - If the sugrestion made on this side
had ~ been “accepted, "his opposition to the
clause would have ceased.  His anxiety was to
Have thines fixed up so that there would te no
ambizuity if o dissolution should come along.

19103 T
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Why did: not: hon. members’ opposite get up
and: speak either. for: or-against the amend-
ment? Why did they sit there in silence?

Mr. CorsEr: We want to do useful work.

Mr. O’SULLIVAN : The senior membet for
Maryborough ‘plumed  himself on doing. his
duty to Queensiand ; but hon. members oppo-
site: were: not doing their duty to Queensland
by sitting theve silent.

Mr. COLLINS: Though the Home Secre-
tary claimed that this amendment was not the
same as the one previously moved, he could
not see where the difference came in. - He
agreed with the hon. member for Kennedy
that some members on the (Government ‘side
should get up and reply to the arguments used
on the Opposition side;-and he thought the
Home Secretary would be well ‘advised if he
would take. a little advice from the Opposition.
side ;-but, like most lawyers, the hon. gentle-
man seemed to' despise the advice of laymen:
The wording of the amendment was different,
but. the effect was the same,

The Howe SecrETARY: The offect iz dif-
ferent.

Mr. COLLINS : Why, then, did not the hon:
gentleman = get up “and show. how  if wag
different? He would like the hon, gentleman
o geb up and reply to'the criticisms of mem.
bers of ‘the Opposition; and’ show they were
wrong; if he could do so.  He had pointed cub
on previous occasions: that the tendency was.
to do-away with the democratic form of go-
vernment stop by step, and take’ away from
the people of Queensland. their rights; and he
wanted. to do all he could to prevent that.  1f
the Government had pub . into the clause 4
reasonable amendment, they need not have
been: talking on' this question for the last fcur
or five hours.. Hon. members on the Govern.
ment - side  were . not doing " their duty to
Queensland. by remaining silent. Why did

they niot give members the bencht

[9.30 pim.] of - that “great intelligerice which

o they claimed that they possessed,

and point out where - the Opposition were

wrong? - They ‘remained silent until the divi

sioni” bell rang; and. then most of them voted

without- listening to “any of the arguments

offered..: He hoped the Homse Secretary would

allow the clause to stand over i1l some fiture
time, and go on’ with the other clauses.

A GoverwyaNT Mzwser: He ought to.

o Mr. COLLINS: He was glad to get that

interjection: from: the Government side; as: it
showed that one - member  opposite agreed
with' him,

Mr. HAMILTON pointed out that if the
matter: came to: s division and was carried
they would be in exactly the same position as
they were previously. - The Minister in charge
of the: Bill was: responsible  for the waste .of
time: that evening.  When the ‘mistake was
made and the blank created, the Government
should 'have accepted: the amendment of the
hon::member for Lieichhardt. - The: Gévers.

ment had' other constitutional methods  of

altering it."They could have recommitted the
clause; or they could - get  their friends in
another place to make the alterations they de-
sired in'the Bill; but, on account of the stub-
bornness and: pig-headedness 'of the Minister,
who: ‘would not ‘accept an amendment from the
Opposition side; he mads confusion worse con.
founded by inserting provigien after provision
which ‘was the same in substance as the one

that:-had been defeated.

Mr. Hamilton.]
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Question¥That the words proposed: to. be

inserted (Mr.. Appel’s amendment) be so in-

gerted—put; and the Committee divided -

Ayes, 25,

Mr, Appel My, Kidston
,; Barnes, G. P, 5y - Macartney
,». Barnes, W, H. ,s Morgan
,» Brennan 35 Potrie
s Bridges ,s- Philp
., Corser 5t - Roberfs
,,. Cottell 5y~ Somerset
s, Porrest iy Stodary
,s  Forsyth +i - Swayne
4 Gunn 3, Tolmis
sy, Hawthorn sy Walker
45~ Hunter; D - Wientolt
y, - Keogh

Tellers : My, Cottell and Mr, Wienholt:
Nous,- 17,

Mr. Allen My :Maughan
v Breslin nooMuleahy
55 Colling 5o Mullan
;v - Foley 5y - Nevith
55 Hamilton oy O’ Bullivan
.- Hardacre s Payne
3 Honter, & M 5y Theodore
3y Land s Winstanley
yy - LEBNoON

Tellers: Mr. Allen and Mr, Breslin.

PAIRs.

Ayes—Mr. Booker, Mr. Thorn, Mr, Paget, Mr, Denham,
and Mr, Grayson,

Noes—Mr, Blair, Mr. Douglas, Mr. Lesina, Mr. Mann,

and Mr. Murphy. :

Resolved. in the affirmative.
+ Clause 2, as’ amended, pubt and passed.

On  clause ' 3~ Number - of ‘members - of
Assernbly’’— :

Mr. "ALLEN:  They heard a great deal
about reducing the number of members, but

the Minister in charge. of 'the Bill would be °

doing a wise thing and would keep up Queens:
land’s. prestige by increasing the ‘mumber of
members.: (Hear, hear ) Under the proposed
redistribution they: were to have seventy-two
members; and" that would 'mean that they
would: have less members in the country dis-
tricts “and more in the towns.

Mr. LENNON i You would not be any better
off :Vith the larger number; under the same
quota.

Mr. ALLEN: He thought they would.
Clause put-ard passed..

On’clause 4, as follows:—

As soon as may be after the passing of this Act,
three. - electoral ' commissioners- (herein . referred
to as ‘" the commissioners’) shall be: appointed by
the Governor in Counecil by commission under his
hand and seal.

Each commissioner-shall receive ‘such salary and
allowances: as the Governor in Council thinks it.

If before the division: of the State into electoral
dxstrlqts_ ig" finally made ~as herein. provided any
conimissioner ‘dies, or for any cause becomes: in-
capable of aoting, another. commissioner  shall in
hkg manner be appointed in his room.

Mr. THEODORE:  The principle of the
clause. was fairly reasonable so far as it went.
It was safer ‘to.allow the: boundaries to be
arranged by commissioners than to leave it to
Parliament. . If -they left it to: Parliament; it
practically meant that the Woundaries would
be: fixed by the Cabinet; and,  if they were
préjudiced at all, they weuld be prejudiced in
favour ~of 'their own partv.  But Parliament
should haye:some guarantee that the commis-
sioners. whno: were appointed: were ‘men in

“whom both sides would have confidence; and
that they would not be men: who: would jerry-
‘mander the electorates in: the interests of the

[Mr.B.F.S. Allen.
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Government.  Parliament - should - have . an
opportunity. of criticising: the - appointments
and rectifying any:. mistakes that might be
made; and, in order to give Parliament an
‘opportunity of reviewing the appointments
that would be made,; he moved the insertion
in line 5, after the word ‘' commissioners,” of -
the ‘words; " ““who have been approved by a
resolution. of the Legisfative Assembly.” They
might be excused if they distrusted the Go-
vernment in the matter. He hoped the Homs
Secretary would accept the amendnient, as it
was a very reasonable one.

The HOME SECRETARY did not propose
to accept the amendment, ‘as it would - be
doing  away  with the responsibility ' of  the
Government in' connection with: the appoint:
ment ‘of  the ‘commissioners. . What ‘position
would the commissioners be in if the approval
of “Parliament had " to be obtained to. their
appointment?

An - OpposiTion MeMBER: They ‘would be
amenable to" Parliament.

The HOME SECRETARY : The Executive
would: be failing in- their duty if they rele-
gated - the responsibility of  appointing the
commissioners to Parliament.

Mr. Lanp: You want to put the Executive.
above Parliament.

The HOME SECRETARY : In the discus-
sion which ensued in. New South Wales on
the ' Redistribution of Seats Bill, where the
course  was followed  that was proposed . in
this" Bill, - the  Premier, “in: reply. to. Opposi-
tion “members  'who' ‘desived to. bring’ about
the same: end - that ‘was- sought to  be - at-
tained by the amendment just moved, refused
to “allow: the House to - appoint  the com-
missioners on “the ground that it would be
taking - from ‘the Government, to. a- certain
extent; “their responsibility. ~ The: Opposition

“saw -that his’ contention  was correct,. and

agreed that the nominations ought to be made
by the Government. ' That was the position he
took up as Minister in'charge of the Bill

Mr: MURPHY thouglit the amendmeént was
a very réasonable one. -The hon. member for
Woothakata did not propose to take from the
Government the right to nominate the com-
missioners: =~ All he  asked -was that Parlia-
ment should have an opportunity of ratifying
their appointment;  The hon. member wanted
to see that the men who were appointed were
reputable: men—men: in~ whom members: on
both sides -could. place their $rust. For in-
stance,- the. Executive might select  certain
gentlemen connected with -the People’s  Pro-
gress Lieague; they: might appomt Mr. Robin-
son, the: friend of the hon. member for Wool-
loongabba; . or they might take any: political
dead-beats: who were - hanging -on: - to- the
Government party and. make them commis-
sioners. - All that the mover of the amendmont
desired was that' Parliament should know who
were - selected . to: carry. out this  important
work.: ‘Surely there was niothing objectionable
in that. . The proposal was one that any pro+
gressive, democratic Government would grant
in a moment. . The amendment did not pro-
pose to take away the right of nomination
from the Government.: It-only proposed that
the people of Queensland: and the country dis-
tricts should be'safeguarded by seeing that the
men. who' were  selected wers competent - to
carry out the work. - Why should they relegate
that power to the Hxecutive? - The Hxecutive
were trying to ‘obtain all power; and members
of Parliament were only pawns on the politi-
cal chessboard. :

Mr. CorTeLL:: Speak for yourself.
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Mr. MURPHY : Would the hon. member.

for Toowong deny that® the Premier picked
him up and moved him from one spot to an-
other every time? He said to the hon. mem-
ber, ¢ You have to do this,” or ¢“ You have to
do that.”

The ~ACTING. CHAIRMAN: Order! I
would ask the hon. member to' confine his
remarks to:the amendment before the Com-
mittee.

Mr: MURPHY: Yes. He would admit that
he was” taken somewhat ‘off the track by the
interjection of the hon. member for Toowong,
‘but it was seldom that he got off the: track.
{(Laughter.). - This amendment did not, as the
Home Secretary tried to make out, want to
take any power from the Executive at all.. If

the Committee were to decide that Parliament -

should ratify the appointment of the commis-
sioners,” what would" actually happen?  When
the names were submitted to the House, and
the division bell rang, members on the other
side- would come up and vote. for them.

Mr. CorTBLL: Why all this trouble, then?

Mr. MURPHY : It was to point out to the
country: what the Government. proposed to do
in:the matter.. The Opposition recogniged that
the better way to bring about this redistribu-
tion scheme was by commissioners,. as it would
be- absolutely impossible to fix the boundaries
in - Parliament; but they had a right to know
whom the Government intended: to appoint as
commissioners.. There was nothing unfair in
asking: the Government, and: no. doubt the
Home Secretary could tell them, who were the
gentlemen who were going to be appointed
a§ commissioners.

Mr. J. M. Houxter: Could you not give us
anidea yourself ? .

Mr. MURPHY : Just at the present time
he was not in the confidence of the Govern-
ment.- (Laughter.) The Premier might have
two or three friends that he wanted to give a
good billet to;. but' why should they submit to
the  Premier -selecting  three political dead-
beats—three hangers on of the People’s: Pro-
gressive League?: He: thought that he him-
self could select three men in the Government
service: who: would: give a fair deal. It was
only fair that the Preniier or the Minister in
charge. of the’ Bill' should give the. House
gome information as to who were likely to be
appointed- commissioners. . He regretted that
the Home Secretary had been so doggedly
obstinate as not to accept the proposal.

The. PREMIER: The hon. ‘member for
‘Woothakata had said he rather approved of
the method -adopted of “appointing commis-
sioners by the Executive; because,” he said, if
the House appointed them they knew quite
well that that would just be appointment by
the Government.: Hon. members opposite were
continually telling hon. ‘mermbers on this side
of the House that they had no souls of their
own, and had just got to do what the Premier
told them. ‘What better would they be if they
got the  amendment carried; if all the mem-
bers on this side had to do what the Premier
told them? :

Mr. May: We would have publicity.

The PREMIER: He would: only ‘point out

that orce they dppointed commissioners, they -

could not blame the Government afterwards.
Mr: LENNON: There -are 5o many: other
.things that we can: blame you for that we do
not- want that one. :
The PREMIER : If the Executive appointed
commissioners, then they were responsible’ to
“the  House for the fair carrying out of their

[21 SerrEMBER.]

Districts Bill. 1043

Executive power; but if the House appointed
them ‘in the first instance, whatever the Go-
vernment " did “afterwards, they washed their
hands of the matter—the House could not
blame them.' It was very amusing to hear hon.
members. who  were ‘sitting in opposition give
as a reason for altering the principle of the Bill
that they could not trust the Government to
appoint the commissioners.  What an extra-
ordinary thing it would be if an Opposition
could trust the Government! - No Opposition
ever trusted’ the Government while they were
in opposition ; “and, ‘even if it trusted the Go-
vernment’ implicitly,” it surely would not be
such a fool of an Opposition asto admit that it
trusted any Government. ' The reason given
for  suggesting “a radical ‘amendment of the
whole 'principle of the Bill' was absurd; be-
cause everyone knew that hon. members on
the other side ‘did not trust the Government.
But then everybody also knew that.it was the
Government which was drafting this Bill, ‘and
the: Government. trusted themselves; and be-
lieving that a majority of the House trusted
them they, drafted the Bill onthis principle.
And how’ could the Government. accept: an
amendment which meant that the House had
no confidence in the Government?

Mr. HARDACRE: Why should not the Go-
vernment accept it?

The PREMIER: The " Governnient could
not accept the amendment without stultifying
themselves?

‘Mr. MAy: Noj: you put yourselves in a
higher position-<-the people will think more of
you. ' (Laughter.)

The  PREMIER: “The  Government  had
adopted this method because they thought the
principle of making the Executive responsibls
for the appointment of the commissioners was,
on the whole, the best method. It wag likely
to give better commissioners than the plan of
having,. the names 'wcarried. through by a
majority of the House, because afterwards the
Government would have no responsibility.

Mr. LexNON: A good reason why | you
should accept the amendment, because it will
relieve you of all responsibility.

The PREMIER: No; the Government were

““not relieved of responsibility. If the Governor

in Council made an appointment which turned
out badly, members would be quite justified in
blaming Ministers for making a bad: appoint-
ment ; but, if they accepted this amendment,
the Fouse could not say a word to the Go-
vernment  afterwards, no matter what took
place; as they would have appointed their own
commissioners.. He thought it was the best
plan” that the vower of appoiuting fair and

impartial - commissioners . should
- '[10 p.m.]" rest upon ‘the Executive, and that

they should be responsible to the
House afterwards.: That was why the Bill
was- drafted ‘as it was, ‘and that was why he
did not consider it was- reasonable to accept
the amendment:

Mr. LENNON:.If ‘members on that side -
of the House could feel that the Government
would appoint. fair' and impartial men; they
would: not - have moved the amendment, but
they were apprehénsive that the Government
was not so’strictly impartial as the Premisr
would have’ them: believe.: The hon.- gentles
man: had tried to thow that members. of the
Opposition sought the right-of appointing:the
comuiissioners. . They did not want to nomi:
ate anybody, or' suggest. anybody, but they
wanted the- right to reject men’ who were
known to be ‘partial and biassed. 'The Pre:
mier had given & very good reason why the

Mr. Lenson.]
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amendment should be accepted when he said
that they could not blame the Government
afterwards. - It showed how very magnanimous
they were when they were willing to take the
vespousibility. . That ‘was not the spirit that
actusted the Opposition in moving the amend-
ment.. They wanted the people in the country
to feel that the men who comprised the com-
mission——who had the carrying out of such
delicate work—should be strong and impartial
men.  The fact that the Government knew the
names would have to: be submitted for the
approval - of the House would make them
proceed circunispectly—they would go to work
with great care aud give the matter full con-
sideration. - If the  Government laid down
that  they. could not accept any amendment
from. that side, it would be a waste of time
to move them bubi for  the: fact that they
wanted to. show the people . of ‘the country
that they had some sense on: that side of the
Houge, -and that;  although they co}ﬂd not
mould the legislation; they sought to:improve
it as far as possible. He again appealed to
the Premier to accept this:very ‘reasonable
ameéndment:

Mr. O’SULLIVAN thought the amendment
was a very reasonable one; and it would be
wise for the House to have the power of re-
jecting members of the commiission: = If the
Government had the appointment of the com-
wission; it would practically be a stg.r»;chamﬁ
ber method: of bringing about’ & revision of
the - electorates of Queensland: That was not
& “very mice position. to take up, and’ he
- thought that side of the House should look
with. suspicion ot anything emanating from
the leader of the Government; as they had had

so- many instances of his: faithlessuess.  The
very fact of hirn refusing to accept the amend-

ment. was another’ proof of his want. of that
democratic spirit that he so:loudly proclaimed
throughout the length and breadth of Queens-
land. ” If the commissioners went to work with
the full approval of the House, they would be
in a somewhat similar position to the Auditor-

General—they would know they had the full
confidence of Parliament, and they would pro-

ceed with their work in:a fairer:and better

§pirit than if they were working to- satisfy

the political ‘bias of the Ministry that ap-

pointed . them:  As was pointed out by the
hon: “member for  Croydon, they might geb
political derelicts—men: who had proved that
‘ they had no political stamina or honour, and
sich men might be button-holing the Ministry

for some nice billet—for this position of divid-

ing Queensland into the different electorates.

The Premier made’a  point, or thought he

made a point; when he said: that nothing the

Government: did would' meeb with the- ap-

proval of the Opposition. . The Home Secre-

tary ‘pointed: out,: when he was objecting ‘to
the amendment; that the New South Wales

Opposition did- trust the then Government 1o

appoint: the commiissioners for dividing the

State into electorates. That was an instancs of

an Oppositicn who had confidence in the G-

vernment of that: State. and gave them a fres

hand inappointing theé commissionsers,  but
that  was very different  from' the  position
here. They had many examples of faithless-
ness on the part: of the leader of the Govern-
ment to democracy, ‘and they  objected to
giving - him' plenary powers to conduct the
business of - the  country. It would be far

better, and would corniduce to a more honour-
able  way' of proceeding about such a great
work' ag the dividing of the State into electo-
rates undoubtedly would be, if the House had

[Mr. Lennon.
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the power of rejecting any person who had
been proved to possess certain political bias.
He hoped the Home Sscretary would see the
reasonableness of the amendment. - Of course,
the hon.’ gentleman plumed himself on being:
a’ democrat, but this was ~another ' instarce
where he was wanting in democracy——when
he would not allow the House to have the
power ‘of ratifying: the appointment of. the
commissioners about to defing the boundaries
of the electoral districts of Queensland.

Me.-J. M. HUNTER:: This was one of the
most vital clauses in the Bill, as it provided
for. the  subdivision of . Queensland ' into' the
different’ electorates,  and whether it was sub-
divided: rightly: or: wrongly ‘rested with the
commissioners  appointed; ‘and; therefore; it
was only a4 fair request that the House should,
at:any rate; be allowed to ratify the appoint-
ments, even if the appointments were leftin
the ‘hands of the Government.  The weak
point in the logic of the Premier. was when
he said it did not matter whether the appoint-
ments: were made with: the concurrence of the
House or whether they were made outside of
i, that: the same thing would happen: - 'Thes
adoption: of the amendment would havs this
advantage: ' That the: Government; knowing’
that they had to: submit the names of the
commissioners to'the House, would be very
careful to nominate men of sterling charac-
ter’ and proved ability.  The fact that the
appointments ~would: be discussed’ in' the
House would have a deterrent effect on the
Government, supposing they were desirous of
doing that which members of the Opposition
said they might do; ‘and, should unsuitable
appointments. be made, the publicity given
to them:'in the House would have an’ efféct
in the country abt the next' general election:
That would be a very good safeguard against
the' appointment  of commissioners  friendly
to the Government. ' But that was not the
only advantage of having the appointments
reviewed by the House. There was a’ possi
bility that a man appointed as’ a ‘cominis-
sioner might not be competent to deal with
this matter; and it° would be a very serious
thing - for the: State if commissioners were
appointed who were not capable of ‘makin
o faiv. division of the State for electoral
purposes.. - Very.large interests might  re:
ceive - serious injury - through: being over-
looked in' the arrangement of  the various
divisions. " The commaissioners should be men
of: sterling character, of large experience;
and specially - capable of - dealing with this
matter;  and he did not see how any harmt
could result from having their appointment
reviewed by the House. i

Mr. MANN: He was in accord with the-
amendment. - The ~Premier, in ‘giving: hig
reasons for refusing to ‘accept the amend-
ment, stated  that the Execuiive would be
responsible for the commissioners appointed.
To'a certain - extent that was true, but it
was  also true: that. if the' Govérnment ap-
pointed 'as  commissioners. men who  would
act” according * to their wishes, they ocould
get the electorates carved out as they liked,
and S0 secure & rhajority of supporiers in
the House. = It was suggested that Govern-
ment nominees would be approved; no matter
who they ‘might be;’ but-he ‘did ‘not think
that, because many members had a saving
sense - of “shame. - As-an-instance of what
might happen if they passed the clause as
it stood; he might remind hon. members of
what was done under the Water and Sewerage
When - that measure  was passed hon.
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imembers on both sides of the House understood
that either-Mr.  Arthur Midson or Mr. Brady
would be appointed chairman of the board.
Had members: known that the Government
were going down to- Melbourne ‘for a man
for that position--a man who, on his own
‘admission, “was only & second-rate man,
seeing that he had accepted a lower salary
than wag fixed by the Bill=-did: they think
that = Government  supporters  ‘would = have
given-their approval to the proposal?  Some
members had suggested that the Government
might . appoint. political - derelicts - as com-
missioners. - He could mention half ‘a dozen
cases in which men had been appointed to
positions of trust: during the: last: eighteen
months,: though they. lacked the’ necessary
experience to qualify. them ' for those posi-
tions. . Those appointments: had  been made
purely and solely for political reasons.  For
~commissioners - under ~this = measure ~ they
wanted men: of large experience, who had
no- political leanings or: bias, and not men
who ‘would ‘take a map of Queensland and
a list - of - polling-places; and pollings "at. an
election to  see how the. voting had  gone
inyears ‘gone' by. :Such: men might take
away, say, Ross Isand from the Townsville
electorate in order to make it a safe seat for
g cgertain candidate, “or: Mount Perry from
the Burnett in' order to make it more safe
for:‘a  particular candidate. ' Men  of that
type would not act in the best interest of the
country, and: should: not: be appointed. For
their. own' protection; he ‘claimed  that: the
Government would act wisely in ‘submitting
the names of the commissioners to the House
for approval. - If the men nominated were
men. of outstanding “ability = their ~appoint-

ment would be approved; and that would be

the end: of it, for no. member would cavil
at. their appointment.  There were men in

the public service who were above suspicion.

For instance, in: railway matters, everyone
recognised that Mr. Thallon was the best
possible; man they ¢ould get to advise therm,
and nearly all - the Under Secretaries: and
chief clerks were fair-minded men, who were
above suspicion. " There could be no harm
in the Government submitting the names of
the commissioners to the House, and saying,
“Here are the names of ‘the best three men
we can find' for the position; and we chal-
lenge the Opposition to say oné word against
them.”” " If they were good men their appoint-
ment- would be. confirmed “at once, for ne
member” would be ‘so. foolish as: to~ criticise
men. whose. ability and  integrity were ap-
parent to the public: outside.

The  HOME SECRETARY :. While lis-
tening t¢ the objections raised by hon. mem-
bers opposite: he had turned up: the second
series. of ‘the ‘‘New South Wales  Parliamen-
tary Debates” for the session 1904, volume
xiv., to see what position was taken up by
Mr. McGowen, the: leader of ‘the Labour
party in New South Wales; when a similar
discussion: tock place ‘in the: Parliament ‘of
that State, and the Opposition weré trying
to ‘get the Government to give the names of
the commissioners they intended to appoiné
under ameasure similar to that now: before
the Committee. He proposed now to quote
from ‘the record; at page 60, the remarks
offered by Mr: McGowen on that otcasion—

Mr. McGOWEN ¢ They were not appointed under
the’ Bill. - I consider: that the: Government: should
have the: whole- Tesponsibility  of " this: mabier.
It means move than that o them; it means that
the  next election will not take 'place on the new
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basig. It rmeans their p%litical extinetion, and . it
will - besmiroh " their  names  as ~honest, upright
politicians.
* * *. ¥ *
I simply state. that. when we redistributed the
seats: the commissioners: were not named.

That was in connection with the redistribution
of seats in the year 1893.

An HonoUrRaBLE - MEMEER: Their nsmes  were
known.

Mr.” McGOWEN: If hon. members knew their
nanies, they were not stated publicly in the House.
* * * # i
Their names never came before Parliament, ~ If
everybody kunew them, they were known outside
of Parliament,  and the good taste of Parliament
wag manifested by their names not being: brought

before it.
* * * *.

It did not: come before Parlisment as s state-
ment  that this commission  had been  appointed.
There was mo debate in Parliament, such sas. took
place yesterday; in regard to Judge Murray, when
an hon. member ‘said - things which. should have
been left ‘unsaid about that gentleman.

Mr. Woop: It makes one feel very suspicious.

Hon. members would sée how applicable were
the following remarks -

Mr. McGOWEN : There are ‘some. people who are
sugpicious of ‘everything. ' I never heard such tittle-
tattle in my. life 'as 'we: have had in'the House.
‘Acertain statement hag been made, which 'L must
answet. I have unjustly - suffered from  playing
down tothe “gutter: I give the House my assur-
ance: that I .do not know the names of the com- -
missioners. 'I'do not know the name of & man who
ig going to ' beé- appointed: 'When I made certain
suggestions tothe Hon.: member for: Goulburn,: I
stated  what I thought to be =my’ idea of the
composition of  the commission; ' but I positively
assure the House that' I do not know: the names
of  the -commigsioners. :

Further, on page 61, he said—

I think:  the public. will say,  while ~we are
haggling over: the nampes of the commissioners, that
it looks as if we were not prepared to. leave to
three independent commissioners the responsibility
of dividing the State into ninety electorates.: The
commissioners  ought -~ to: know  no. party; = they
ought to know the dountry only in: this' matter:
I am : prepared to leave it to.any. three com-
missioners. whom: the Government  appoint,  so
long ag the instruction’ is  definitely conveyed to
them . that the' same value' must. be given to a
vote, no matter where it is cast.

That was the position taken up by the Go-

vernment and the Government party to-day;
and- hon. members -opposite knew  perfect!y
well that the commissioners ‘who would: be
appointed would be absolutely above reproach,
and would “honestly carry out the work which
would be: entrusted to them.

Mr. "ALLEN: The: hon. gentleman  had
quoted some remarks made by Mr. McGowen,
but it was s pity he did not get that gentle-
man’s “opinion  after ‘the event. . During' the
last recess he happened to be in New: South
Wales' i and on a visit o Parliament House he
was shown ‘a map of their electoral districts,
On that map were markings which showed the
electorates  to have -been beautifully gerry-
mandered. . The front of a crosscut saw. was
not in it for crookedness of boundaries. They
went anywhere, in and out, so as to get ail

“'the Labour: centres in: made-sure electorates.

Mz, MeGowen might have had a great dsal of
trust in the Government at the: time he made
those remarks; and’in his large-hearted way
he might have condemned other members for
having - their  ‘suspicions - aboutthe  Govern:
ment; but he found out afterwards that those
suspicions. ‘were: - justified. They ‘wanted 'the

Mr.B.F.S. Allen.]
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appointments submitted to Parliament, so that
they might. be criticised.: If the names sub-
mitted were the names of men of whom mem-
bers could speak well,- they would have ab-
solute faith that those men would try and give
a fair deal all' round: . He had no faith at all
in the Premier, and he did not- believe it was
wise, on such an important matter; that the
: Premier should be given power to
[10.30 p.m.] name. the " commission.  He re-
garded the: Bill as 'a trick to dish
the Tabour party, but he’ did not think it
would have the effect intended. . There were
other anomalies that were winked at; and he
regarded thig ery about anomalies——

The “ACTING CHAIRMAN: Order!  The
hon.  member must confine his rerarks to: the
qaestion before the Committee. :

Mr. ALLEN: No matter what amendment
was ‘proposed from: the Opposition  side’ the
Government would not accept’it. ./ The' Pre-
mier’ just waved his hand and threw dust on
every proposal that was made.  He knew that
the Premier; with his following; could ignore
all of their reasons; but.on second thoughts he
should "give it mors: consideration and: agree
to:what the: Opposition suggested. It would
rot: be climbing down at all, and n6: one
would be saying that the Premier was not pre-
pared to take the full responsibility, because he
had shown that he was prepared to do that
by introduecing this Bill. - But if Parliament
- ‘wanted to take that responsibility, then the
Premier should be prepared to let Parliament
take it. . The: Premier would have' more say
than ‘anyone else when it came before Parlia-
ment,  because he was the leader of the Go-
vernment; and; in-addition’ to' that,-he would
be giving- other members ‘in’ the  House &
chance of discussing it.
to: let  the recommendation come before Par-

liament, and give members a chance of ap-
The. Premier:

proving. or: disapproving of it.
and Home Secretary should not'stand on their
dignity ‘and talk about not backing down. - If
they. allowed the report of the commission to
come before the House they would rise higher
in. thie estimation of the: people outside.

The HOME SECRETARY moved that the
Acting. Chairman leave the chair, report pro-
gress, and ask leave to sit-again.

Question put and passed.

The: "House: resumed: " The  AcTiNg CHATR-
MAN ‘reported  progress, and the Committee
obtained leave to sit again: to-morrow.

STANDING ORDER. No. 1364.

The PREMIER: I beg to give notice: that
to-morrow: I will move that by Order of the
House, in accordance with Standing Order No.
1364, the Electoral Districts Bill be reported
on ‘Tuesday, the 27th ‘instant, and that the
Mines' Regulation 'Bill' be reported on. Wed-
nesday, the 28th instant.

Mr, MaNN: Good old gag again.

ADJOURNMENT.

The PREMIER: I beg to move that the
House do now adjourn. - The first business to-
morrow. will- be the Cominittee stage of the
Minés Regulation Bill;

Mr. Murpuy: ¢ Gagger’” Bill
[Mr.B.F.S. Allen.
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It “would be better -

Adjournment.”

Mr. LENNON': I think we ought to have
some explanation from the Premier as to why
he wishes to bring in such an absurdly drastic:
proposal as he has mentioned to-night:

Mr. Mavenan: Especially the Mines Regu-
lation Bill.

Mr. LENNON: I consider that under the
Standing  Orders he has' all- the restrictive
powers he wants, but he wants to have far
more power and wants to gag through these
measures in a way that is not creditable.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!  The
hon. ‘member. cannot: discuss those. ‘matters
now.. The proper time to discuss them will be
when they come before the House.

Mr.. LENNON: I consider that he has been
getting on very well:

Mr. MANN: I rise to a point of order. Is the
Premier-in order in giving notice of motion
to-night to introduce these motions? - Should:
he not do it to-morrow ?

The: DEPUTY SPEAKER: The  Chief Sec-
retary is- proceeding in: the  proper mmanner.
He' is empowered fo do it under Standing
Order 1364. The question: is that the House
do- now adjourn.

Mr. MURPHY: Mr. Deputy Speaker,—
Before this House adjourns, I desire to enter
my protest———-

The DERUTY SPEAKER: Order! There .
can. be no debate’ on the question that the
House do now adjourn. . I must admit—and
I am going’ to say so now-—that' during the
short period: I. have occupied the: chair a$
Deputy: Speaker I hdve on several occasiong
allowed ‘a debate to take place on this gaes-
tion. But I find, on looking into past records
of the’ proceedings of the House;. that Mr:
Speaker Cowley, Mr. Speaker Norton; and
Mr. Speaker Morgan particularly, bave at all
times laid down that on a motion: ¢ That the
House do now adjourn’ there shall” ke no
general debabte. on that  question—-that the
debate shall be confined to the leaders on both
sides discussing the. order of public. business.
I think that. that practice is a good one.
Although I confess that I have departed from
it in the past, I hope that the House will sup-
port me in the future in following the practice
laid down by the Speakers I have mentioned.

Mr. MURPHY : T would like: t6- point out
to you, courteously, that Standing Order No.
40 says--

Notice of motion: shall. not be received: after: the
House has proceeded” to the Orders of the Day, unless
with'the leave of the House.

The DEPUTY SPEAXKER: Order! I have
pointed “out that the Chief Secretary is per-
fectly inorder under’ Standing Order 136a:
There can. be no’ question  about: the- pro-
cedure being correct.. The question is-that
this' House do. now adjourn. :

Mr. - MURPHY: -Before 'you:  put. that
motion, I would courteously point out: to you
that: My. Speaker Bell has laid it down  dis-
tinotly  that there can' be: discussion on" the
motion for the adjournment of the House.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! I am
not concerned with the rulings of Mr. Speaker
Bell. - T have given’ the House the rulings of
Speakers who have: preceded me in:the chair,
and I asked the House; if 1t thinks my action
in connection with the: matter ‘wrong, to pros
ceed by motion in the ordinary way, when
occasion ‘arises. ‘I believe T am following the

correct course—the course taken in the past;
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and I have offered my apologies to the House
for having allowed a. wrong procedure—per-
haps, through being new to the duties of the
chair—in" allowing discussion to take place;
but I do not intend to allow it in future.

GOVERNMENT MEuMBERS: Hear, hear!
5

Mr.. MURPHY ;- It is because you have
been so courteous in apologising to the House
in such. a manly way that I do ot propose to
follow the usual custom of moving that your
ruling be disagreed with. - A% the same fime,
considering " that  the real - Speaker of the
Assembly has - permitted  discussion to take
place “on the motion for the adjournment of
the House, I think that during. your tempo-
rary occupancy: of the' chair you might very
well be guided. by his practice.

Mr., O’SULLIVAN: I am very sorty that
under your'ruling T cannot speak’; but I may
be permitted to say a few words. The Pre-
mier has come down at shis time of ‘night to
ask for powers from this House so drastic—-

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! T can-
not permit any hon. member to anticipate the
-discussion: on''a motion: which will appear on
tho business-paper for to-morrow.

Mr, O’SULLIVAN: "All'T wanted to say
was that we should not be asked to adjourn
at this hour when' there iz so much to do.
We might have gone on for another hour. I
protest against the adjournment.

My,  MANN: I beg to give notice that
to-morrow I will move that your ruling. be
disagreed with.

Question put and passed.

The  House adjourned at eighteen minutes
to 11 o’clock. : :






