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SECOND SESSION OF THE EIGHTJ{]J<~NrJ:'H PARLIAMENT, 

APPOINTED TO MEET 

AT BRISBANE ON THE TWELFTH DAY OF JULY, IN THE FIR'lT YEAR OF THE REIGN OF 

HIS MAJESTY KING GEORGE V., IN THE YEAR OF OUR LORD 1910. 

[VOLUME 2 OF 1910.] 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

WEDNESDAY, 21 SEPTEMBER, 1910. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER (W. D. Armstrong, 
Esq., Lockye1·) to·ok the cha•ir at inalf-past 
3 .o'clock. 

PAPERS. 
The following papers, }aid on the •tab).e, 

were ordered to be printed:-
Report of the visiting medical officer of 

the Diamantina Hospital for Chronic 
Dis·eases, for the ye·ar ended on the 
30th of June, 1910. 

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

QUESTIONS. 
ROYALTY ON TIMBER. 

Mr. TOLMIE (IJrayton and Toowoomba), 
in the absence of Mr. Thorn, 'asked the 
Sooret.ary for Public Lands-

What was the amount of royalty on timber paid to 
the department for the three years eneed 30th June, 
1910, by each of the following timber merchants:­
A. and D. Munro; Filshie, Rroadfoot, and Co. i BUn eo 
Brothers, ID. W. Pechey, and R. Emmerson P 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS 
(Hon. D. F. Denham, Oxley) repl•ied-

A. and D. Munro. £2,169 8;. 2d. ; Filshie, l:lrnetdfoot, 
and Co., £3,355 6s. 7d.; Blinco Brothers, £723 16,, 8d.; 
eXecutors of E. W. Pachey, £1,936 12s. 9d. ; Emmel'son 
and eo., £3511s. 2d. 

PROSERPINE CENTRAL SUGAR-MILL. 

Mr. THEODORE (Woothakata) asked the 
Treasurer-

1. Is it a practice with the management of the 
Proseqdne Central Mill to make arbitrary deductwns 
off the weight of the cane supplied by the farmers? 

2. Does the management of the Proserpine Central 
Mill take fair ave age· samples of the farmers' cane for 
analysis, or are only a few picked canes of rank growth 
used as a basis to determine the sugar contents of the 
cane supplied? 

3. Are the Proserpine farmers allowed to check the 
methods employed hy the Prosorpine Central Mill to 
determine the sugar contents of the cane delivered? 

T.he TREASURER (Hon. A. G. C. Haw­
thorn, Enoggera) replied-

1. No. 
2. Fair average -sampleB of the farmers' cane are 

taken for analysis. 
3. It is not customary for the farmer to check the 

methods employed by the Proserpine Central Miil, or 
othm· mills, to determine the sugar contents of the 
cane delivered. The mUl selects fair samples of cane 
throughout the different fielcls, and when the crushing 
season st:.J.rts, whenever practicable, the ripest canes, 
for obvious reasons, are put through first. The cane is 
not paid for by analysis, hut by weight, at Proserpine. 

NEW POLLING-PLACES AT RECENT REFERENDUM. 

· (Carpentaria) asked the 

in each State electorate 
rece11t referendum that were 

at last State election held on 2nd 
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The HOME SECRETARY (Hon. J. G. 
Appel, Albert) replied-

Albert 
Aubigny .. . 
Balonne .. . 
:Barcoo .. . 
Bowen .. . 
Brisbane North 
Brisbane South 
Bulimba ... 
Bulloo 
Bundaberg 
Bundanba 
Burke .. . 
Burnett .. . 
Burrum .. . 
Cairns 
Cambooya 
Carnarvon 
Oarpentaria ... 
Charters Towers 
Olermont 
Cook 
Croydon ... 
Cunning ham 
Dalby .. ... .., 
Drayton and Toowoomba 
:Enoggera 
Fassifern 
Fitzroy .. . 
Flinders ... . .. 
Fortitude Valley 
Gregory 
Gympie .. . 
Herbert .. . 
Ipswich .. . 
Kennedy 
Leichhardt 
Lockyer ... 
Logan ... 
.Mackay ... 
l\faranoa ... 
.Mary borough 
.Mitchell .. . 
.Moreton .. . 
.Murilla 
.Musgrave 
Norman by 
Nundah .. . 
Oxley .. . 
Port Curtis 
Rockhampton .. , ... 
Rockhampton North , .. 
Rose wood 
SIJanley .. . 
Toombul .. . 
Toowong 
Townsville 
Warrego ... 
Warwick 
Wide Bay .. 
Woolloongabba 
Woothakata 

TRAM FATALITY AT PETRIE'S BIGHT·. 

2 
3 
l 

Nil 
Nil 
2 
1 
1 

l\il 
Nil 
Nil 
Nil 
4 
l 
l 
4 
3 
2 
l 

Nil 
1 
l 
l 
4 
1 
1 

Nil 
2 
5 
3 
1 

Nil 
8 

Nil 
3 
5 
l 
2 
2 

Nil 
Nil 
1 
1 
3 
4 
2 

Nil 
1 
3 
3 

Nil 
2 
5 
5 
1 
4 
1 

Nil 
2 

Nil 
3 

106 

Mr. MoLACHLAN (Fo1·titude Valley) asked 
the Home Sooretary-

1. Has 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 movi,•g 
tram? 

2. Will he, under the powers conferred on him by 
the 1'ramways Act, and in view of the deplorable acci· 
dent referred to, compel the Brisbano Tramway Com­
pany to plaee gates or other pl'otection on their cars 
for the safety of the travelling public? -

The HOME SECRETARY repEed-
1. Yes, but not officia11y. Reports of accidents in 

connection with tramcHrs 11re repo1 ted to the Depart­
ment of Public ·vvorks nucler Regulation No. 20 of t.be 
mectric Light and Power Act of 1896. 

2. The matter of protection to passengers alightin'g 
from tramcars was inquired int0 some time ago by the 
Hon. A. G. 0. Hawthorn, when Home Secretary~ and 
reported upon by the Commissioner of Police. The 
lat.ter was of opinion that wickets or gates were not 

practicable, and framed a regulation, which is now in 
force, making it a punishable offence to alight from 
any tramcar nntil such tramcar tas stopped. 

0VERSEA PATIENTS A'P DIAMANTINA HOSPI'rAL. 
Mr. LAND (Balonne) asked the Home 

Secretary-
How mn.ny oversea :patients have been admitted to 

1 he Dl-lmantina Hospital during the pu,st eighteen 
months? 

The HOME SECRETARY replied­
Eight. 

ORDER TO WHICH NO RETURN YET MADE. 
Mr. ALLEN (Bulloo): I desire to 'ask ilhe 

Home Secretary-
If he can tell us when the rctnrn for which I moved 

in connection with the wages paid to orphan boys on 
farms will be available P 

'The HOME SECRETARY replied-­
Instructions have been given to have the return pre~ 

pared without any delay. I have no doubt that no 
delay will be ea us d by the officials concerned. 

Mr. ALLEN: Well, give them a hustle. 

ELECTORAL DISTRICTS BILL 
PROPOSED INSTRUCTION TO COMMITTEE. 

Mr. MAUGHAN (Ipswich): Mr. Deputy 
Speaker,-With the leave of the Hous·e, I beg 

move that it be an instruction to the Oom· 
on the Electoral Districts Bill of 1910 

Committee has power ·to insert ·a pro­
visiDn r.educing the residence qualifioation 
of t<he electors of Queensland to s·ix months' 
residence . 

The DEPUTY SPEAKE,R: Is it the 
pleasure of ·the House that the hon. member 
has leave to move this motion without 
notice? 

OPPOSITION MEMBERS : Hear, 'he,ar ! 
GOVERNMENT MEMBERS : No, no ! 
T'he PREMIER : We ar·e not dealing with 

the eledor•al law uow. We will deal with 
that later on. 

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

Mr. LESINA: You will be too late to­
morroi-V. 

Mr. MANN: We will stonewall the Bill 
to-day. 

The PREMIER: Oh, yes; I know you wilL 
MANN: Why should we not have a 

qualification? Six months' T·esi­
the quaEfioation under the Federal 
that is much more important than 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER : Order, order ! 

CoMMITTEE. 
(M1·. K. M. Grant, Rockhampton, in the chair.) 

On clause 1-" Sh0rt title"-
(Leichhardt) said that the 

a verbal one, and was of 
merely fixed the title of 

might be ,allowed to pass. 
thought the title 
Bill to try ,and 

0PPOSI'riON MEMBERS: Hear, he,ar ! 

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 quite 
unnecessary. 

Mr. MURPHY: The Premier need not be 
so"" cocky." He had had a caucus of his 
party all the morn'ng, and he got none the 
best of it. They told him that they would 
not agree to his hospital proposals. (Govern­
ment laughter.) 

The ACTING CHA1RMAN: Order! 
Clause put and passed. 
On clause 2, as folbws :-
From and after the end of this present Parlia· 

ment, the Electoral Districts Act of 1887 and the 
Electoral Districts Act of 1892 shall be repealed. 

Mr. HARD ACRE: 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. Everybody 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 political opponents. 

Mr. MURPHY :" They have been boasting 
about it. . 

The HOME SEORE'rARY: 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 Corn· 
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 retrogressive 
party left me. 

Mr. ·HARD ACRE: It wa.s 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 
tl!e power of the Press--

The PREMIER: This is a second-reading 
speech. It has nothing to do with this clause. 

Mr. HARD ACRE: It was only when he 
allied himself with those forces that he 
brought in this Bill for the purpose of wiping 
out a number of his opponents, who repre· 
sented sparsely populated districts. He (Mr. 
Hardacre) did not know that it wou'd not 
have been better to amend the title of the 
Bill as suggested by the hon. member for 
Croyd,m, and he was sorry that he had not 
moved an amendment on the prevcous clause 
with that object. 

The TREASURER: What would you have 
called it? 

The Holi!E SECRETARY: A Bill for the re· 
presentation or kangaroos and emus. 

Mr. HARD ACRE: In proposing to repeal 
the existing Acts they were not really going 
to try and give better representation to the 
people of Queensland. The Bill would merely 
give better representation to the district sur­
rounding Brisbane, where the mass of the 
populat:on was centred, to the disadvantage 
of the people in the outlying districts, " and 

ultimately to the detriment of the legislative 
and administrative well-being of the whole 
community. 

Mr. MACARTNEY: Does it not propose what 
your party have been advocating for years? 

Mr. HARDACRE: No. They had always. 
advocated "one man one vote," and they 
were also in favour of " one vote one value.,. 

The HOME SECRETARY: That is the under· 
lycng principle of the Bill. 

Mr. HARD ACRE: It would not give "one 
vote one value.~' 

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

Mr. HARD ACRE: The Bill was one which 
would largely disfranchise the people resident· 
in the outlying districts of the State. 
* Mr. l\IANN (Cai·rns): Whatever might be 
the object the Government had in view in. 
br~nging down the Bill, there could be no" 
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 regard to representa· 
tion years ago as there were to-day. A Bi!I 
had been drafted and was in the hands of the 
Morgan-Kidston Cabinet, but the then Trea·· 
surer, Mr. Kidston, refused to allow it to be 
introduced because, under it, three seats in· 
the Central district would have been wiped 
out. That was the reason why the Bill was 
not brought down sooner. 

OPPOSITION MEMBERS: Ah, ah! Cabinet' 
secrets! 

Mr. MANN: They might say "Better late 
than never." The Bill had now been brought· 
down. 

An OPPOSITION MEMBER: Not the .same· 
Bill. 

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 said, with the object of dishing th& 
Labour pat-ty; but it would not dish the· 
Labour party. This was a Bill for dishing 
the Conservatives. Under the Bill they 
would see a Labour Government in the House· 
in the near future. The Conservative party, 
or whatever they liked to call themselves, 
would become stronger in the country districts, 
but the Labour party 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 ou,tlying 
centres-the rural districts-and allow them a 
fair share of representation, and members 
representing country di.striots should urge· 
that necessity upon the Government. The 
Bill would not hurt him a 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 a Bill which was going to concentrate 
all political power within a radius of 100 miles 
of Brisbane. 

0PPOSI'riON MEMBERS: Hear, hear! 
Mr. HAMILTON: No matter whether 

country districts were represented hv Labour 
members or by the pre~ent 'upporters of the 

Mr. Hamilton.j 
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Government, it was going to be a centralisa­
tion of power. It was news to him that there 
had been a Bill prepared by the Morga.n­
iKidston GoveTnment, as inti'mated by lt;,he 
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 wa,s larger tha,n what 
was aliowed under this Electoral Districts Bill, 
and yet it worked: out that it was gong to 
reduce country representation and create addi­
tional electorates around Brisbane, and that 
was the way the whole thing was going to pan 
out now. It seemed .to him Jhat it was only 
lately that the Premier had been ,so anxious 
to bring in a Bill on these lines. 

The PREMIER: Not the Premier-the Home 
Secretary. {Laughter.) 

Mr. 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 not 
a Minister who was game to answer a ques­
-tion without asking the Premier. 

Mr. MuRPRY: Except the Treasurer. 
<Laughter.) 

Mr. HAMILTON: The Government must 
not think because they were going ,to wipe 
ou~ some o~ the country seats, that they were 
.gomg 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 had no 
-doubt that they would have some of their 
"Scalps hanging at their belts after ,the Act 
,came into operation. 

Mr. LAND {Balonne) : He had no doubt that 
there was a nece.ssity 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 been 
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-I am sure you 
will .. {Laughter.) · 

Mr. LAND: The reason they had separated 
from New South Wales was because of the 
,centralisation which took place, and since 
then they had federated. Many men in 
the House bad worked hard and voted for 
federation, and one of the most prominent in 
that direction wa,s the hon. member for Bris­
bane North, who said he had regretted it 
-ever since. 

Hon. E. B. FORREST: He says so still. 
Mr. LAND: 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 schemes. The greatest objec­
tion he had to the Bill was the centralisation 
in it. They had a difficulty in getting any­
thing like a fair deal in the country in con­
nection with any of the departments, and the 
fares and freights on the railways were a 
great handicap. A man sometimes had to 
wait a year or two if he wanted to get a 
piece of land, and it was all through not 
having sufficient representation in the country 
districts. He felt certain that under the Biil 
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 Brisbane was 
Queensland. 

[Mr. Hamilton. 

Mr. OoT~EJ::L: ~ gre~t many people of your 
way of thmkmg Imagme 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. 

Mr. MURPHY: As a unificationist, he 
gladly welcomed the 1viping out of all the 
States, and the abolition not only of the Legis­
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. 

Mr. MURPHY: Possibly we may do it. 
{~aughter.) The Premier, a couple of elec­
tiOns ago, was gomg round the country telling 
the electors, " If you do not send me book 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, since the coali­
tion, ,the hon. 'senior member for Townsville 
had controlled the present Government and 
~his Electoral Districts Bill was being br~ught 
m to please that hon. gentleman and his con­
servative friends. People who lived in the far­
away parts of Queensland, and spent their lives 
in trying to open up those isolated places 
should have fair representation. The Premier; 
the Secretary for Mines, and the Treasurer 

were always standing up in the 
[4 p.m.] 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 takinl'.' possession of it." And when 
they dealt with a Bill such ,as that under con­
sideration, they said those people were not 
entitled to any consideration at all. They 
had received verv little consideration from 
any Government up to the present time. 

Mr. ALLEN: The Home Seoretary says we 
are giving representation to emus, and kan­
garoos. 

The HOME SECRE'rARY: I was quoting 
Senator McGregor. 

Mr. :MURPHY: It would be remembered 
that shearers and the men who lived in the 
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
cerned, it simply meant that the Premier, at 
his caucus meeting that morning, received 
an a.ssurance from his party that he would be 
seen through on the measure, w all the Op­
posction could do was to make a kind of formal 
protest, and have a division or two just to 
show how things stood. That Bill would go 
through much easier than the Hospitals Bill, 
and much easier than ths Licensing Bill. The 
present Bill was a Government mea.sure, and 
every member of the Government party had 
to come into the House and support the Pre­
mier. The Premier knew it was a conserva­
tive measure, or thought it was--

The HolllE SECRETARY: The representat'on 
of democracy, a conservative Bill! 

Mr. MURPHY: Why did not the Premier, 
who had been in power 1since 1904, consider 
the representation of democracy before the 
13th April last, when his party got wiped out 
bv the Labour party throughout Australia? 
In New South Wales, Mr. \Vade introduced 
a second ballot to try and stop the Labour 
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party securing a majority in the coming con­
tests in 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. 

'l~he PHE~IIER: Apparently your party ha.s 
not had a caucus meeting. 

Mr. MURPHY said the party to which he 
belonged wa,s the only free party in the 
House. (Laughter.) They did not require a 
caucus, as they were absolutely· independent, 
and could vote as they liked. 

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

Mr. MURPHY: He had not asked per­
mission to make that statement. Did not the 
Premier aak permission from his party that 
morning to introduce the Hospitals Bill, and 
did not they refuse that permission? (Govern­
ment l8~ughter.) Members· of the House and 
members of the Government party knew, just 
as well as meml:{ers 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 to the people, but in 
order to hang on to the Treasury benches. 

Mr. P A YNE ("~fitchell): Claus3 2 of the Bill 
wiped out the Electoral Districts Acts of 1887 
and 1892. 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 
get away from that. If the Government were 
not careful to give the country districts a fair 
deal under the Bill, they would do more 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 Barcoo as being just a matter 
of .form. He (Mr. Payne) would inform the 
House that there was a grow\ng feeling in 
the North and Centre in favour of separa­
tion. It had already been stated that the iso­
lated districts were at a di·sadvantage 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 country districts as a whole, they were 
of considerab!y less trouble to the Govern­
ment than the electorates in and around Brc s­
bane. They did not have deputations from 
the country districts every day, as it were, 
demanding this and demanding that. The 
country districts had been the pioneers and 
backbone of all success. and during the time 
he had been in the Ho11se, the present and 
all previous Govern!llents had sadly neglected 
those distr'ctB. If the Bill meant that those 
districts were to be pena1i·secl further, then 
they were doing more than anything he 
knew of to stimulate the agitation that was 
already in existence in reference to .separa­
tion and unification. He trusted, whatever 
was done, the country districts would recPive 
an extra amount of consideration, as they 
were away from the Government. as it were. 
and ·a.way from the different departments. If 
the Government were wise they would give 
those districts h_onest consideration. 

Mr. HARDACRE thought the Committee 
ought to postpone consideration of clause 2 
until thev had dealt w'th the other provisiona 
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 

prsvi·ous methods of introducing a Redistri­
bution of Seats BilL Upon every other occa­
sion when an Electoral Bill had been before, 
Pa.rliament, the new electoral districts were 
actually named :n the Bill itself, and were not 
left to a commission, so that Parliament 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, formal'y moved that the con­
sideration of clause 2 be postponed until after 
the consideration of cla11se 11. 

Mr. MURPHY: There was no doubt that 
this w.as one of the most important clauses in 
thB Bill. When Redistribution of Seats Bills 
were introduced on previous occasions, con­
siderably more information was given to the 
Committe<J than was imparted to members on 
this occasion, and he hoped that the Minister 
would give due consideration to tfle .pwposal 
of the hon. member for Leichhardt and allow 
the clause to stand over till thev' had dealt 
with the other provisions of the Bl!l. 

Mr. O'SULLIVAN (Kennedy) supported 
the amendment. HB did not think it wiSB to 
place such power in the hands of the Ministry 
as would be given to them if they werB allowed 
to appoint commissioners to dividB the State 
into electoral districts. While he did not want 
to give country electorates an undue propor­
ti_on .of representation, he was of opinion that 
d1stncts remote from the metropolis were en­
titled to every consideration. 'When the pre­
sent Premier was fighting the senior member 
f?r Townsville and the Labour party some 
time ago, {le ma?e a speech in the Kennedy 
electorate m whwh he stated emphatically 
that he would have nothino- to do with a 
Redistribution of Seats Bill. The hon. gentle­
man also stated on tha.t occasion that he did 
not think th<J time had arrived for the intro­
duction of such a measure, and that it would 
not arrive for some time to come. This mea­
sur€ would place the preponderance of politi­
cal pow.er in the hands of the large centres of 
population. Many members seemed to think 
that Brisbane was Queensland. Even at the 
recent gathering of membBrs of local 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
eas~ern corner of Qu<Jensland, proclaimed a 
natwn~l.par.k. If this measure was passed, a 
great tn]ustiC€ would be done to the remote 
districts of the State, as the result would be 
to place the preponderance of political power 
in the hands of electors in the lar![er centres 
of population. He hoped that the Committee 
would agree to the amendment. 

Question-That clause 2 be. postponed till 
after the consideration of clauSB 11 (llfr. 
Hm·dacre's amenclment)-put and negatived. 

* Mr. NEVITT (Carpentaria): In his speech 
on the second reading of the Bill the Home 
Secretary stated that he (Mr. Nevitt) had 
quoted certain figures in connection with Blec­
toral representation in Great 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 th<J world had they ever attempted to 
secure one vote one value on the basis laid 
down by the Home Secretary. In the figures 
referred to it was shown that there was a 
great difference between the values of votes in 

Mr. Nevitt.] 
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<!iffer.ent electorates. For instance, the num­
ber of electors in Romford, in Essex, was 
thirteen and three-quarter times more than 
the number in Montgomery, in Wales. 

The HoME SECRETARY: Those are remnants 
.of the rotten borough ·system. 

Mr. NEVITT: They were not remnants of 
the rotten borough system. The pBople of 
Great 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
vernment. If Brisbane was not represented 

··in the House by a single member, it would not 
lose anything as far as public expenditure was 
concerned. 

The HOME SECRETARY: You say that after 
the remarks that have fallen from members 
on that side as to the "octopus," Brisbane? 

Mr. NEVITT: What· he said was quite cor­
rect. The effect of passing this measure 
would be to increase the politica] power of 
Brisbane and the electorates in the immediate 
-vicinity of the metropolis, as compared with 
the power possessed by the outlying districts of 
the State. The area of the district he repre­
·sented was one-tenth of the whole area ·of 
Queensland, and if the Bill became law that 
area would have to be extended to one-sixth 
the area of the State in order to get a suffi­
cient number of electors 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-
1owing for the diffBrence of one-fourth, his 
party proposed to move an amendment. The 
Premier said, on the second reading, that no 
democrat could oppose the Bill. 

The PREMIER asked the Acting Chair­
man's r.1ling 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. 

Mr. 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 took exception to 
the Premier trying to bully any member of 
the Committee; and he would not be bullied 
bv the hon. gentleman. 

'Mr. COTT'ELLrosetoa 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. 

Mr. NEVITT: He was pleased that the 
Chairman had seen fit to rule as he had 
clone. He would reserve any further remarks 
until a future occasion. 

Mr. ALLEN thought it would be foolish 
to accept the clause as it stood. There might 
be a dissolution at any time, and if this 
clause were passed they would be at sixes 
and sevens. Clause 12 provided that-

The provisional rolls shall be published m s01ch 
mD,nner and to such extent as the Minister directs. 

And the 2nd subsection said-
If by reason of the dissolution of this present 

Parllament a general election becomes necessary--

[ Mr. Nevitt. 

The PREJ'diER 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 
arg·ument very much. The operations ot the 
new Act would only be brought into force on 
the 30th of June, and he contended that every­
thing would not be in proper order until the 
end of the vear. 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 w'as a good deal 
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 PREMIER : 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. · 

Mr. HARDACRE: He thought it would 
be wise to provide that the old districts 
should not be repealed until the new dis­
tricts had been proclaimed. If· hon. mem­
bers would look at clause 11, they would 
see that after the commisison had completed 
its labours, 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 PREMIER : You cannot repeal them 
even then. They must last until the end of 
this Parliament. 

Mr. HARDACRE: That was so if Pm·lia­
ment lasted longer than the 1abours of the 
commissioners. The point he made was that 
Parliament might bB dissolved before the 
commission had completed their labours. 

Mr. MuRPHY: There might be a burst up 
in the Government party over the Hospitals 
Bill. 

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 corn· 
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 do any· 
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 possession for nine months from now. 
If the state of the parties in the House was 
not satisfactory, and work could not be done, 
then it was a right thing that Parliament 
might be dissolved at any moment. But if 
thev passed the clause as printed, and the 
old" electoral districts were repealed before 
the new ones came into force, it would be 
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grvmg undue power to the occupants of the 
Treasury benches. He suggested that the 
amendment be amended to provide that the 
dd 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 boundaries 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 Bill, which would probably 
save time. Otherwise the discussion would 
go on imd on, like Tennvson's brook, "for 
ever." He was getting inv a fog himself over 
the clause. 

The PREMIER: No wonder. 

Mr. LESINA: I£ the ~lause did not mean 
what it said, it must mean something else, 
and the sooner they discovered it the better, 
be.Qause it would make it clear to their 
understanding. He hoped that the Mininster 
would explain precisely what the clause really 
meant. Did it mean tha,t 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 Parlimncmt 
would be the period fixed for the repenl of 
the Acts mentioned? Did anyone under­
stand it? If the Government passed this 
legislation and got the country into a knot 
when a general election came on, that would 
be the fault of the Government, and member~ 
could not be held responsible. 

The HOME SECRETARY o He thou~ht 
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 effluxion of time, or by a dissolu­
tion before the natural effluxion of time, the 
Acts referred to would be repealed. 

Mr. LESINA: 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 
30th of June, when the whole of the work of 
the commisioners would be completed, and 
the 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. LESINA: Who makes the provision? 

The HOME SECRETARY: The only 
provision that could be made was the pro­
vision mentioned in the Bill, 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 PREMIER: Which is unlikely. (Oppo­
sition laughter.) 

The HOME SECRETARY: Which was 
unlikelv-he took it that the House would 
make provision for the circumstances which 
would arise in such a case. So far as they 
could, they had made all the necessary pro­
visions, which would take a certain amount 
of time to bring about the result that was 
intended by the measure before the House. 
Beyond that he could not give any further 

explanation. The matter was as plain and 
as simple as it was possible for the Parlia­
mentary Draftsman to have made it. 

Mr. MAY (Flinders): Provid<;ld that a dis­
solution t<Jok 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. LAND: No. 
Mr. MAY: Then some amendment should 

be inserted in the clause, making provis_ion for 
such an emergency. They should certamly go 
on the old basis until the commissioners had 
completed their work. 

Mr. MANN: It was perfectly clear that no 
provision had been made in the clause for an 
extraordinary dissolution. The Home Secre­
tary said that the House would deal with the 
question should the oc,casion !!rise; but, in ~he 
event of a,n extraordmary dJssolutiOn takmg 
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 occasion, when the House refused to pass 
Supply, and they had no guarantee that the 
House would be willing to pass 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 not 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 
8ooretary gave them to understand would be 
the position. There was room 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 empty portfolio, and there were three, 
if not four; aspirants to it--

l\Ir. LESINA: I know fifteen. 
The ACTING CHAIRMAN: Order! 

Mr. l\IANN: 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 quite possible that the 
Government might be defeated. As a matter 
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 accept 
the conditions. 

The ACTING CHAIRMAN: Order, order! 
The hon. member must confine himself to the 
amendment. 

l\Ir. MANN: It was just a!S well for the Pre­
mier that he was not allowed to finish what 
he was going to say, or hB 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 oo made for such a contingency. 

Mr. MULL.AN (Charters ToU'ers): 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 HoME SECRETARY: Not at all. 
Mr. MULLAN: The Bill was based on thB 

assumption that Parliament was going to liv~ 
the allotted 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 
assented to in a coupl0 of months. Immedi­
ately it was assented to, the two Acts referred 
to in clause 2 would be repealed; and, if there 
should be an extraordinary dissolution befor·a 
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 impracticablB it might be for 
Parliament to do anything of the kmd. 

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

Mr. l\fOLLAN: As the hon. member: for 
Cairns pointed out, on one occasion when an 
extraordinary dissolution tcok place, Parlia­
mBnt refused to grant Supply; and it might 
happBn, under, similar circumstances. that 
Parliament would refuse to make provisicn for 
the election of its successor. 

The PREMIER : Who would be responsible? 

Mr. MULLAN: Who would be responsible 
but the Cabinet for bungling in the drafting 
of this Bill? 

The PREMIER: No; the person who 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 duty devolved upon the Go­
vernment of obviating the possibility of chaos 
by amending the clause. It should provide 
that two conditions .should take place befcre 
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 electoral 
districts should have been proclaimed before 
the present Acts were repealed. There would 
then be no possibility of a difficulty arising. 

Mr. FORSYTH (Moreton): 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 
been rep·ealed. But what would happen? 
They would have to do one of two things in 
such a case. They would either have to 
!nclude some clause in the" Bill providing that, 
m the event of such a. contingency taking 
place, the election should be held under the 
old Act; or the;r might proyide that t~is Act 
should be repea,ed for the time bemg m case 
of a dissolution of Parliament, and they 
would then get back to the old Act. As far 
as one could judge, it was more than likely 
that everything would be all right, and that 
Parliament would continue for some consider­
able time. 

Mr. J. M. HUNTER: Don't start prophesy· 
ing. 

Mr. FORSYTH: There was another point 
which had been raised. Smmosing a dissolu­
tion took place within the \~ext four or five 
months. By that time the provisional rolls 
mirrht be ready, althou.rrh they might not 
have been confirmed, and, according to the 
Act, they had power, in the event of a dissolu­
tion taking place, to use these provisional rolls 
before they were confirmed. ' 

Mr. MuLLAN: You would not have the dis­
tricts. 

Mr. FORSYTH: They mil!ht insert a pro­
vision that, in the event of a dissolution taking 

[Mr. Mullan-. 

place before the commissioners had time to 
define boundaries, the new election should 
then come under the old Act. 

Mr. J. M. HUNTE·R (2lfaranoa): He did. 
not think they would be justified in passing 
the clause in its present form. They should' 
make provision for all contingencies so far as. 
they could see them. As the non. member for· 
Moreton had pointed out, it was fairly reason­
able to think that this Parliament would live 
its full time, but they had seen fairer pros­
pects than that suddenly blighted. A pro­
vision could be inserted in clause 2; simply 
stating that, in the event of a dissolution of 
Parliament taking place before the boundaries 
were defined, then that extraordinary electi.Pn 
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 twd extraordinary elec­
tions which had taken place within the )~st 
two years, he did not think such a possib1hty 
could have been provided for, because Parlia­
ment was in a state of chaos, and no party 
could have arranged for the necessary machin­
ery for the carrying on of a general election. 
This could all be obviated by the Home Sec· 
retary at once admitting that he had brought 
this measure in in an unprepared form. 

The HOME SECRETARY: He does not admit 
ili~ . 

Mr. J. M. HUNTER: He thought the hon. 
gentleman would be compelled to admit it. 
He had admitted it in his speech; he did note 
say so openly, but there was no other con­
struction to be put on what he did oay, than 
that there was a lack of machinery to deal 
with possible contingencies such as had been · 
mentioned. Any Government and any Minis­
ter made .small mistakes at times, and it was 
an honourable thing for a Government to· 
admit that they had made blunders occasion­
ally. Provision could now be made to meet· 
the clangers which underlaid the Bill in its 
present form. The Opposition had fully ex­
posed the weakn-ess of the measure, and if 
they were not strovg enough to induce the 
Government to make the a.lteration 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-" 
ber for Bulloo, who had made this proposal,. 
or in what had been said in support of it .. 
The thing was a fancy-a problematical con­
tingency-and nothing else. 

Mr. HAMILTON : You are assuming too· 
much. It is pOSISible,~ anyhow. ' 

The PREMIER: The Home Secretary had 
shown that other plac·es, when .a,ltering their 
Electoral Districts Acts, acted just as we are 
doing. · 

The HOME SECRETARY: New Zealand. 

The PREMIER: Other Sta.tes had amended 
~heir Electoral Districts Acts quite recently, 
Just in the same way as we were doing. 

OPPOSITION MEMBERS: No, no! 
The HOME SECRETARY: Yes; in two cases. 

The PREMIER: And in 1887, the Parlia-
ment of Queensland amended their Electorar 
Districts Act. 

JY!:r. J3ouCHARD: They described the boun­
daries m the Act. 
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The PREMIER: The describing of the 
boundaries in the Bill, or their being mad.e 
after the Bill was passed, did not affect th1s 
point. 

Mr. HAMILTON: Yes; it. does. 
The PREMIER: Section 2 in that Act read 

exactly like clause 2 in this Bill-
From and after the entl of t.he present Parliament. 

the Electoral Districts Act of 18S7, and the Electoral 
Districts Act-

etc., should be repealed. 
Mr. J. M. HuNTER: They probably made a 

blunder too. 
The PREMIER: The same fanciful diffi­

culty existed there. 
Mr. HARDAORE AND OTHER OPPOSITION 

MEMBERS : No, no! 
The PREMIER: That Parliament might 

have been dissolved before the new districts 
described in the Bill came into operation­
just in the same "!ay as this Par~iament might 
be dissolved. Lrke the men m _the othe_r 
States when dealing with the ordmary busi­
ness ~£ legisla.tion, they were not concerr:ed 
with fanciful contingencies which might anse. 
What was the difficulty? If an extraordmary 
situation should arise necessitating an elec­
tion, were hon. members afraid that they 
would ~ret into such a hole that they could not 
deal with it? 

Mr. LENNON: \Ve 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. MAY: 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 Premier would not listen 
. to it, but· after a member of his 

[5 p.m.] 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 become 
real if there was a dissolution in the near 
future. The hon. gentlema.n tllought he was 
in office for life, 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 
-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
monwealth Parliament introduced their 
Electoral Act, the electoral boundaries were 
defined and attached· as a schedule to the 
Act, and 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 
and electorates were defined as a scheduic 
to the Bill. 

The PREMIER: That does not affect it. 
Mr. HAMILTON: It did affect it ver;~' 

materially. If the boundaries of the new 
districts were defined as a schedule, then the 
clause would be all right, bec?>use the minute 
one was repealed the other would 1ec<'mo 
operative. There was a good deal of logic 
in what the hon. member for Leichhardt had 
said-that the present Acts should not be 

1910-3s 

re,)ealed until the boundaries of the new 
di~tricts were defined and proclaimed. When 
that was done, then is was quite time enough 
for the present Acts to be repealed. If they 
were repealed, as proposed by t4e clause, 
and a ·dissolution took place s1x weeks 
hence what a peculiar position they would 
be in: It was all very well to say that the.y 
could deal with the position whenever It 
cropped up. Those Acts would be repealed 
and the present constituencies and their boun­
daries would be repealed, and the ·comm.rs­
sioners would not have the new boundaries 
defined· and perhaps chaos would rule in this 
Houi€, 'and it would b~ impossible to bring 
in a measure to rectify the mistake~ It 
would be a mistake to pass the clause with­
out making some provision for any cor.tin­
gency that might ari~e. It did _no~ seem P()S .. 
sible at the present time, but strllit was qmte: 
possible. It was possible for a posithn of. 
that sort to arise at any moment, and pro­
vision should be made for it now. Evnn if 
the Legislature, when it passed the Act in 
1887, did make a mistake, that was no reason 
why they should perpetuate it. The mistake 
should be rectified. Whether the mechoJCI 
proposed by the hon. member for Rarcoo 
was the proper way, he was not prepared to 
say, but he thought there was somd.hlll!:; in 
the suggestion of the hon. memb(jjli, for 
Leichhardt, that the repealing of the pre 
sent Acts should be contemporaneous with 
the proclamation defining the boundaries 
and the new districts. 

Mr. LENNON thought it would be vC'ry 
desirable if the Premier, who appeared to 
be in charge of the Bill, would listen to. 
reason. The Premier said members of th0 
Opposition were 'looking 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 aim to have, and, instead of 
ridiculing the objections that h'ld been 
pointed out, the Premier would hav0 done 
well to have c consulted the Parliamentary 
Draftsman to see if some slight alteration 
might be made by him to meet of:te <liffiuulty. 
If the clause read, "After due !·l'·~dama­
tion of the new boundaries of electorates 
and the due preparation of the rolls," that 
the present Act should be repealed, that 
would meet the 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 House? 
If the Hon. the Premier would accept his 
(Mr. 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 effiuxion 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
tion in 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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g&ntlemen on the Treasury bench that there 
was no possibility of the Government going 
out of power for some considerable time. 
'!'hat might be so in. the 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 
time. It had been stated that provision 
.could be made when the necessity arose, 
but h0 w could they possibly get a body of 
men, when the House was m a state of 
·chaos, to put their heads together to provide 
some means of going to the country? :Lt was 
the duty of the Government to make pro­
-vision in the Bill for an election while they 
uould.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 is an amendment before the House at 
the present time. 

Mr. MURPHY thought the hon. member 
for Bulloo was to be complimented on the 
fact "that he had noticed this big defBct in 
the clause. But for that hon. mBmber the 
Committee would probably have passed the 
clause, and if an extraordinary election took 
place, hon. members would have found them­
selves in a rather peculiar posit~on. The 
Minister in charge of the Bilt had not been 
able to explain the criticisms made hy the 
hon. mBmber 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 to explain the matter.· 
The hon. gentleman talked about members 
discussing fanciful contingencies, and said that 
if there was a diswlution members 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, " There is .no possibility of 
defeat; we shall see this Parliament out." 
But members of the Opposition fought him, 
and made him go ip 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 serious objection, which 
ought to be provided against. It was all > ery 
well to say that members would make t.hings 
right to go to the country, but supposing 
there were thirty-six members on one side 
and thirty-five on the other, and those thirty­
five refused to allow any clause in this Bill 
to be repealed, what would happen? Why, 
they might prevent an election taking place. 
The Home Secretary would do· well if he rose 
at once and told the Commi.ttee that he had 
instructed the Parliamentary Dr.aftsman to 
prepare a clause which 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 looked into those Acts 
more closely befnre agreeing to them. He 
was sure thak if members had studied the 
Workers' Compensation Act oarefully, they 
would ~;~ot have allowed lthat provision to 
pass which only allowed £1 a week to a man 
injured in an accident. They were under the 

[Mr. Payne. 

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 
wa.s .the financial expert 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 inserting " thirty-first day of 
December, 1911." 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-

}""rom and after the proclamation of the new 
electoral boundaries under thi• Act, the Elec­
toral Districts Act of 1887 and the Electoral Dis­
tricts Act of 1892 shall be repealed. 
He thought that the Minister might very well 
accept that e.mendment, as it would improve 
the Bill. A number of members had recog­
nised that the drafting of the Bill was faulty, 
and had suggested that a new clause ~hould 
be inserted to obviate the .difficulty. His 
proposed amendment would provide all tha,t 
was required without inserting a new clause, 
as it simply meant that automatically and 
concurrently with the coming into existence 
of the new electoral boundaries the existing 
Acts should be repealed. He thought that 
was a 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 Vihich 
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 into existence new electoral 
districts providing for the representation of 
the people in Parliament! Under those cir­
cumstances it would be practically impossible 
for the Governor to dissolve the Assembly, 
because there would be no provision for the 
election of a new Assembly. 

The ACTING CHAIRMAN: Order! This 
is the second time the hon. member has 
spoken on this question, and his time has 
expired. 

Mr. HARD ACRE: In view of those cir­
cumstances, he thought the Minister ·~hould 
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. 

Mr. MACAR.TNEY asked whether the hon. 
member for Leichhardt was in order in 
making two speeches in succession? 

The ACTING liHAIRMAN: 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 HOME SECllETA~Y: I had ri'len. 
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The ACTING CHAIRMAN: I only saw 
the hon. member for Leichhardt. (Laughter.) 

Mr. HARDACRE: The Governor would 
be placed in a very unfair position. He might 
oonsider it would be in the interests of the 
country to dissolve Parliament, but he might 
say, ".I cannot dissolve Parl:ament now, be­
cause there is no machinery for the election 
of a new Parliament. My hands are tied by 
the necessity of asking the Min~stry of the 
day to pass a new Act." 

The PREMIER : Just as the Governor's 
hands were tied in 1887. 

Mr. HARD ACRE: In 1887 they did what 
he wanted to do now--they provided tha.t con­
currently with the coming into existence of 
the new district-s. 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 
of constitutional procedure and the rights of 
the Gqvernor and of Parliament, they ought to 
provid'e that the old Acts should not be re­
pealed until they had the machinery for the 
election of a new Parliament. 

The HOME SECRETARY: After listening 
to members opposite he was. of opinion that 
they were simply raising an " Aunt Sa!ly" to 
shy at. (Opposition dissent.) They talked 
about the chaos that would ensue if the clause 
were passed as drafted. He maintained that 
it had been properly drafted, and it was in 
accordance with precedents in connection with 
redistribution measures recently pwssed in 
New· South Wales, Victoria, and New Zea­
land. In none of those cases was it considered 
necessary to make such 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 
30th 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 longer in exi-stence. The policy 
of the measure was to give more equal r'ghts 
to electors; and they could not do better than 
fol'ow the precedents to .which he had re­
ferred. 
* Mr. MANN: 'Ghe Home Secretary, with a 
_good deal of eound and fury, had tried to 
cover up the blunder which had been com­
mitted in regard to this clause. 

The HOME SECRE'rARY: No blunder at all. 

Mr. 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. Everybody must admit 
that the Bill was badly drafted. The only ex­
cuse for not accepting the amendment was 
that an extraordinary general. election was a 
remote contingency. ·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 now wanted to hold a bludgeon over the 
heads of members by telling them that no 
dissolution could be given, and that if by any 
manner of means the Opposition should get 
over to tbe other side they could remain in 

power even if they were in the minority. It 
was merely a threat to drill his followers into 
submi-ssion. 

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

Mr. MANN: There was nothing derogatory 
whatever to the Government in admitting that, 
through an oversight, a mistake had occurred, 
and then rectifying the mistake. The Govern· 
ment would not lose any prestige by 1t. The 

Courier would not come out with 
[5.30 p.m.] any headlines about " Another 

Blunder" or "Another S!ip"­
(Opposimon laughter)-so that no one in the 
country would know anything about it. The 
fact remained that a blunder had been made, 
and the country would see it much more 
clearly if there happened to be a dissolution. 
There were a number of members on the 
Government side who were looking for port­
folios, and no one knew what would happen. 

The ACTING OHAIR:VIAN: Order, order! 
Mr. MANN: The Home Secretary slated 

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 r~.n.son 
why they should perpetuate the blundor? Two 
wrongs did not make a right. Just bef)e,use 
New Zealand and New South Wales had the 
~ame clause in their Bills it did not follow that 
their draftsman dra.fted an absolutely correct 
BilL When the Bible was first printed a re­
ward was offered of £1 for every error· dis­
cov-ered in it, but some errors were discovered 
after 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! 
JYir. lVIURPHY: Your time is up. 
Mr. MACARTNEY (Brisbane North): It 

looked as if there was a 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 point raised, 
but after hearing ail that had been ;,aid, and 
on looking carefully through the Bill, he saw 
that it was practically giving effect 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 m•der· 
etood from the Minister that it was the snme 
in the New Zealand and New South Wales 
Acts. There was a differ-ence between this 
Bill and the Queensland Act of 1887 in that 
that Act itself defined the electoral boundaries. 

Mr. HARDACRE: Hear, hear! That n:akes 
all the differepce. 

The HOliiE SECRETARY: But the boundaries 
are not defined in the New Zealand and New 
South Wales Acts. 

Mr. MACARTNEY: The policv of the Bilt 
was to delegate to commissioners-and very 
conveniently and properly so, too-power to 
define the electoral boundaries, and ~lcces· 
sarily that would take a considerable tim<'l. 
The Bill gave them until the 30th of June 
next. If the hon. gentlemen opposite thought 
there was anything serious in the points wh!Ch 
they raised, they should shorten the dates set 
out in later clauses. TheTe was no doubt tbat 
the present system of electoral bounda-ries was 
not a fair reprf'sentation of Queemland, arid 
why should they perpetuate it for years to 
come? The Bill carried out the oolicv tic at 
was intended by the Government, althcuqh 
hon. members oppo.site might suggest a change 
in dates if they were serious in their con· 
tention. 

Mr. J. M. HuNTER: You admit strai,.ht 
away that a contingency might arise when 
you< suggest narrowing the dates. 

Mr. MacartneJJ.) 
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Mr. MACARTNEY: The contingency was 
a very remote one indeed. If matters did rcot 
go on as thev were, then hon, gentlemen 
'opposite, or sorne gentlemen that hon. mem- ' 
bers opposite were prepared to support, \"Culd 
occupy the Treasury benches, and th0y could 
not do any harm in the few months that 
would ensue before a general election. If the 
Government were defeated, there would be a 
new Gov,ernment. So far as he could see, the 
contingency membBrs oppositB were address­
ing themselves to was a very remote o·:e, and, 
as the hon. membBr 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 pullBd np lcy the 
Acting Chairman before his time, as he shou~d 
have been allowed ten minutes. 

'l'he ACTING CHAIRMAN: Order ! 'The 
hon. gentleman spoke twice on the amend­
ment. 

Mr. MANN: I did not. 
GOVERNMENT ME1!BERS : Order ! 

The ACTING CHAIRMAN: The ho:1. 
gentleman must accept my assertion that he 
spoke twice. He followed Mr. May and was 
succeeded by Mr. Mullan on the first occoPion, 
and on the second occasion he followed the 
Home 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 was made in the Bill 
for an extraordinary general election t;1king 
place. The only argument advanced by the 
Government in favour of the, clause being left 
a,s it 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 extraordinary 
general election. The Home Secretary should 
get down from his high horse and move the 
amendment himself, because, rightly or 
wrongly, the Government had taken up the 
attitude tha,t no amendment would be received 
from the Opposition side of the House. He 
did not wish to move an amendment, because 
it would not be accepted, but he hoped the 
hon. member for i\1oreton 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 he done, as they would 
only be providing for what might occur. It 
was quite possible that anything mi£"ht take 
place. They knew what had happened in past 
years. The Premier came in with a following 
of forty-four on one occasion, and it was only 
a few months when most of that following 
disappeared. The Pret.nier got another party 
together which he called a "solid, progressive, 
homogeneous party," but they {lisappea.red 
like snow before the 'sun. Again, they had 
known the Government majority to be re­
duced to one, and if such a thing happened 
ao:ain, then under the provisions of this Bill 
a~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. It would be a bad Bill, and would only 
represent the opinions of the thirty-six mem-

[ Mr. M dcartney. 

hers who passed it. Instead of putting through 
a Bill when the members were at each other's. 
throats, the Govern"!t!ent should pass it at a 
time when It would be the reflex of the opinion 
of all the members of the HouS"3. 

Mr. O'SULLIVAN: The loose way in which 
the Bill wa!S drafted to meet the contmgency 
which had been pointed out by hon. members. 
on his side went to prove that the Govern­
ment had not been animated by a democratic 
spirit when they introduced it. If the contin­
gency which had been referred to arose, poli­
tical chaos wou:d result, and they m'ght 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 elect'on should be conducted under 
the Act of 1892. 

The HOME SECRETARY: And perpetuate the 
old bad order of things. 

Mr. O'SULLIV AN: They had seen 'SO many 
hitches in Queensland during a short sraoe of 
time that they should be careful to provide 
for every contingency. For the Home Secre­
tary to argve that, because neither this State 
nor that 8tate had any such provision, it was 
not necessary to take it into consideration, 
wa,s to apply the old Chinese argument that 
they should never excel the:r forefathers. 
They must never do anything good for them­
'Selves, but must always copy the old methods. 
Nobody ever hstened to a more foolish a,rgu· 
ment. The speech of the junior member for 
Brisbane North, Mr. Macartney, went to prove 
that the hon. member believed in his heart 
that the hon. member for Bulloo was right in 
raising the question. Hon. members opposite 
refused to listen to a straightforward attempt 
on the pal·t of the Opposition to provide 
against any contingency that might occur 
previous to the boundaries being defined by 
the commissioners. As 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 interests 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, l:ke the shepherd boy, 
"Wolf, 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 
his slavish following by r<Jsorting to such 
tantics. The hon. gentleman should take warn­
ing from the approaching fate of his colleague, 
the Premier of New South Wales. 

Mr. MoLACHLAN thought it was a matter 
for congratulation that the hon. member for, 
~ul~oo h>:d pointed out a palpable discrepancy 
m. the Btll. 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 
d>ssolution were well founded. The Home 
Secretary admitted the same thing in h's first 
speech, although in his second he endeavourea 
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:to cloud the issue by saying that before the 
dissolution took place Parliament could pass 
special legislation. It was reasonable to 
ass~ine that, in the event o~ the House having 
a dissolut,on forced upon It, there was little 
likelihood of its passmg legislation for the 
<Conduct of the election which must follow. It 
wa-s the duty of Parliament to pass legislation 
which would either not require amendment 
at an early date or would require but little 
amendment. Year after year they devoted a 
"grea.t deal of their time to 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 
lyeen called to this obvious defect in the c:ause, 
-~hey should take the opportunity of amendong 
~t, ~o t~at they would not need to pass special 
legislatwn m the event of a certain contin­
gency transpiring before the commissioners 
l1ad concluded their work. Of course, the 
Premier might be of the opin'on that there 
was no likelihood of a dissolution before Par­
liam.ent expired by effiuxion of time. He might 
possibly have an assurance from his followers 
tha~ they were prepared to support him 
durmg the whole term of th's Parliament; 
but there seemed to be something in the con­
tention of the Opposition when they found the 
lion. member for Moreton finding fault with 
the c'.ause, when they found the hon. member 
for Brisbane South,'Mr. Bouchard bv interc 
jection. disapproving of the clause' as" -it was 
drafted, a.nd .saying that it required some 
amendment; when they found the Home Sec­
reta.ry admitting that the contingency alluded 
to might arise, but they could get over the 
difficulty by passing special legislation; and 
when they found the junior member for Bris­
ba:'-e. North, Mr. Macartney, expressing the 
opm·on that there was something in the 
argument,s 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. 

The HOME SECRETARY: I did not understand 
that. 

Mr. McLACHLAN: But he said ,that on 
li,stening 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 HoME SECRETARY: Hon. member's on 
tha-t side have suggested amendments to 
lengthen the term. 

Mr. McLACHLAN: Although the lion. 
junior member for Brisbane North was not 
prepared to support the amendment as moved 
fr'?m this. side, he adm~tted that contingencies 
might anse under whwh some alteration or 
amendment would be necessary. The point· 
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
tion of having to repeal our Eleotoral Dis­
tricts Act, while they might have a dissolu· 
tion before the proclamation was brou.o-ht 
into force proclaiming new districts, and thev 
would be in the position of not having any 
·electoral districtS' at all. The amendment 
;Suggested by the hon. member for Leichhardt 
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 amendment, or else get the Parliamentary 
Draftsman to d.raft a clause which would pre­
ven~ the necessit:y, a~ a later stage, of having 
to mtroduce legislatwn 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 c~ause fanciful. Anyone who did not 
ag~e:' w1th tJ:e lion. gentleman was, in his 
opmwn, nothmg but a faddist. 

The PREMIER: Sometimes not even that. 

Mr. ALLEN: There were some thin o-s 
which were worse than being a faddist ~t 
times. Then they had the Home Secretary 
getting up and making a great cry about 
~haos, and insinuating that the real reason; 
of the objections on this side were with the 
object of killing the Biil. 

The HOME SECRETARY: Hear, hear! 
Mr. ALLEN: He might tell the· Home 

Secre~ary. that .t~ere was not a great deal of 
fElar m hJS pohtwal 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 a dissolution. He was one 
of those who hoped there would be no d~ssolu­
t1on in the near future; he bad had quite 
enough of elections for awhile, but one never 
!<:new 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 no hope 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 HOME 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 nothing in his 
amendment, and he would not have proposed 
it; but this Parliament might be dissolved at 
any minute. Af,ter the passin!S of this Bill 
they would have no electoral dtstricts, and it 
would be impossible for six or nine months 
to have an election unless-and this wa-s 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 which was 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, tha-t the 
work would be done well? Even 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 tha-t 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 
lion. member's time i-s 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 sense in 
the· amendment of the hon. member for 
Bulloo. The Opposition were there to protect· 
the right,s of the people, to see that they were 
not encroached upon. 

Mr. CoRSER: What are we here for? 
Mr. COLLINS: To do likewise. The hon. 

gentleman might be prepared to give away 
his rights, but they were not prepared to do 
so. They did not wish to see any harm done 
in the event of 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 t,o have a little more 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 no :reason why they should do that, 
They should try 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 Secretary had 
shown a little common sense. (Government 
laughter.) 

The TREASURER: Let you have your own 
way. 

Mr. COLLINS : To his mind it would 
facilitate business, and they would make 
much greater progress if the Government 
gave that side of the House a little of their 
own >:ay. Surely they recognised that they 
were m no way perfect, and they all knew 
imperfect men could not· make perfect laws. 

When they reached the high state 
[7 p.m.] 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 fut~re 
and the unexpected might happen even i~ 
the State of Queensland, and the amendment 
had been moved in case the unexpected did 
happen. A crisis might arise at any time 
!tnd, if a. ?risis did arise, they wished to b~ 
m a po_s~twn to say they had provided for 
that crlSls. The best arguments that had 
been advanced in favour of the amendment 
had come from the hon. member for Moreton 
a,rd also from the hon. member for Brisbane 
North, Mr. Macartney. Although he (Mr. 
:i\;Iacart!ley) did not say straight out he be­
lieved m the amendment, he proved it was 
desirable that some such amendment should 
be made; 

Mr. MACARTNEY: I tell you now I do not 
believe in it. 

. Mr. COLJ:INS : The Home Secretary 
hrms~lf admrtted that the clause did not 
pro>:rde f'?r a contingency arising, such as 
a drssolutwn. 

The HOME SECRETARY: I gave my reasons 
why there should be no alteration in the Bill 
as it stood. 

Ml:'. COLLINS: Which were very weak 
reasons. It was something like the per­
plexed philosopher: He (Mr. Collins) hoped 
the Government would use a little of that 
common sense that hon. member.s had been 
told should exist. 

Mr. WINSTANLEY (Uharters Towers):: 
He had no desire to waste the time of the 
House, nor did he think hon. members on 

[Mr. Gollins; 

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 oh 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 a 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 no explanation to give. He 
simply got up and read the clause and said 
it was based on the previous Act. 

The HoME SECRETARY : I said it was so 
absolutely simple that I could not 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, and it did not even satisfy 
the hon. gentleman himself. Hon members 
Of\ the Government side saw perfectly clearly 
that such a contingency as had been pointed 
out might arise. That had been admitted. 
The Home Secretary pointed out that a. 
precedent had been established in a pre· 
vious Act, but, as had been pointed out over 
and over again, in those previous Acts thE> 
boundaries were laid down. 

The HOME SECRETARY : I pointed out in­
stances where the same course was followed 
as is followed on the present. occasion. 

Mr. 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 not get into a bog that it would neces­
sarily follow that the Committee 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 their 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 melee Govern­
ment members would be in if Providence 
called the Premier to his reward. 

Mt. LENNON : What-his reward? (Oppo­
sition laughter.) 

Mr. 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 automati-
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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 accepted in the first place the 
Committee would have been half-way through 
the Bill. 

Mr. J. M. HUNTER was sorry the Home 
Secretary had not seen fit to accept the 
amendment. Having resisted the appeal to 
reason for so long, he (ll1r. Hunter) sup­
posed the hon. gentleman was immune to 
anything of that sort by that time, and it 
was simp]y a matter of the power that sat 
behind him whether the Bill became law in 
its present form 01' not. He did not think 
the Opposition had shown any unreasonable­
ness in making a stand against the passing 
of the measure in that form. The hon. 
gentleman assured members of the Opposi­
tion that the suggestion they had to make, 
that the existing law should remain in focce 
until circumstances were brought about as 
provided in claus'e 11 for the proclamation 
of the new electoral diviscons, would be per­
petuating the same old evil. Allowing that 
that was so, what did the hon. gentleman's 
scheme per1?etuate? In the first 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 
sense to be an explanation. There was no 
justification for the clause as it stood. Even 
the hon. member for Brisbane Nor-th-though 
he_ indulged in a little special pJeading, and 
said he had 'somewhat changed h1s mind after 
further ·consideration- stated that the contm­
genny 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. Was that not an admission that there 
was some need for amendment in the clause~ 
The Opposition mio-ht be charged with wast· 
ing time in discussing this matter, but it was 
a serious enough matter to justify them in 
spendmg time over its discussion. The whole 
discussion would have been easily avoided it 
the Minister had only recognised the necessity 
for' some amendment, and had shown a " sweet 
reasonableness·" in dealing with the matter. 

Mr. MURPHY: He certainly expected that 
after t_he HoJ?e Secretary had enjoyed his 
after-.dmner cigar he would have met the 
Committee in a reasonahle spirit. The hon. 
gentleman had told the Committee that this 
clause was dmtfted on the lines of the New 
Zealand and New South Wales Acts. Would 
the hon. gentleman quote any provisions from 
ei,ther of those Acts which was similar to the 
one under discussion? 

The HOJ\rE SECRETARY : I said there was no 
clause in those Acts making provision for the 
matter suggested by hen. members opposite. 

Mr. MURPHY: The hon. gentleman was 
entirely wrong, because in the New South 
Wales Act there was a provision similar to 
that which members of the Opposition de­
sired to have inserted in this Bill. All that 
members contended for was that it should be 
made perfectly clear that it would not he left 
to the House to make arrangements on the 
eve of a dissolution for carrying out the elec· 
tion. The Home Secretary told them that 
mistakes' were not likely to occur. He (Mr. 
Murphy) might mention one case in which ·a 
mistake did occur in New South Wales, and 
that was in connection with the Gambling 

Act. That measure was badly drafted and 
was rushed through Parliament by th~ Go­
vernment W1th the aidi of their very brutal 
majority; who would listen to no reason or 
argument, and the result was that when the 
Act came into operation people were able to 
run sweeps in New South Wales. All over the 
Sta~ ls. sweeps were freely advertised and 
earned on-all the result of faulty legislation 
-and Parliament was then asked 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 not err. Legislation had 
also been rushed through the Queensland 
Parliament, containing grave errors which 
had necessitated amendment after amend­
ment of the Act. If the Hon. the Premier had 
any courtesy about him, he would meet the 
Opposition in this matter, and introduce an 
amendment which would make the matter 
perfectly clear. He was very pleased; indeed 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 is up. 

Mr. ALLEN: When the Home Secretary 
refused to accept the amendment, he .stated 
that a 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 Bill, inasmuch 
as they did !lOt 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 under 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 ori him. But even if there 
was a similar provision in previous Bills, that 
would be no justifica-tion 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 l)is amendment 
were accepted, instead of members being re· 
sponsible to no one, they would be respon­
sible to the people who elected them. 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 
n;>ight have the _Premier sitting in the _Oppo­
SItion corner w1th three or four of h1s fol­
lowers. 

Mr. O'SULLIVAN: One would have 
thought the Home Secretary would have seen 
fit to provide against the chaos that might 
follow if the clame were passed as it stood. 
In the kingdom of the blind the one-eyed man 
was king, and the Home Secretary, in trying 
to refute the logical position of the position 
was taking a one-eyed view of the whole 
thing It showed the slavish position occu­
pied bv members opposite when they were 
prepared to let this go by default-a glaring 
constitutional mistake. He would have 
thought that some of them would ha.ve the 
courage of thPir convictions. When a logical 
proposal like this was treated with contuniely, 
it would prove to the Donntry that the status 

Mr. O'Sullwan.] 
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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, democracy was only a sham. 
The result of rejecting this amendment would 
be not only to :li sfranchise the far-out districts 
but also to lock up the legislative machinery 
of Queensland so that no dissolution could 
come about. 

Mr. MURPHY: He would like to take ad· 
vantage of his remaining five minutes. Some 
member 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 
lines of the Acts passed in New South Wales 
and New Zealand. Members of the Opposi­
tion had cha}.lenged the hon. gentleman to 
show in either of those Acts where a clause 
similar to this was included, but the hon. 
gentleman had not done •so. He (Mr. 
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 s1mply depended on the ma­
jority behind thE-m 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 
wa,s 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 (tovernment was to try and 

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

The ACTING CHAIRMAN put the ques­
tion-That the w.:;rds proposed to be omitted 
:Stand part of the clause-a.nd declared "The 
'Noes' have it." 
[7.30p.m.] 
Hon. R. PHILP: Divide! 

Mr. MURPHY called attention to the fa<Jt 
that a member 0f the Government called for 
a division. 

The PRE'IIIER : Who did? 
Mr. MURPHY : I understand! that the 

senior member for Townsville called for a 
division. 

OPPOSITION MEMBERS : No, no ! 
Mr. MURPH'{: Then we have won it. 

The ACTING CHAIRMAN: The question 
is that <'~ause 2 stand part of the Bill. As 
many a,; a"'" c-f ';"tat opinion say "Aye." 

GOVERNMENT \[E:IIDERS: "Aye." 

The ACTTNG CHAIRMAN: On the con­
trary "No." 

OPPOSITION ME1Il\ERS: No, no! 

The ACTING CHAIRMAN: The "Ayes" 
have it. 

Mr. LENNON: Divide! 
The ACTING CHAIRMAN: Ring the belL 

[Mr. O'Sullivan. 

While the division bell was Tinging, 
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. 

OPPOSITION MEMB~RS: Hear, hear! 
The ACTING CHAIRMAN: Yes. 
OPPOSITION MEMBERS:_ 0£ course you did. 
Mr. LEN,NON: You gave it to the "Noes." 
The ACTING CHAIRMAN: Order! I put 

the amend!ment-" That the words proposed 
to be omitted stand part of the clause," and 
I gave it that the "Noes" had it. 

The PREMIER: That is quite right-that the 
"Noes" had it. 

Ur. LENNON: Mr. Grant, point of order-­
The ACTING CHAIRMAN: Order! I 

understand a blank was created unintention­
ally. 

OPPOSITION 1\fEMBERS: "Ah !" 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. 
GOVERN~T.ENT MEMBERS: Hear, hear! 
Mr. MURPHY: I£ 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. 

OPPOSITION MEMBERS: No, no! and dis­
order. 

Mr. LENNON: Do you admit that you 
created a blank? 

T'he ACTING OHAIRMAN: Yes. 
Mr. LENNON: Then the Committee could 

not pass clause 2 with a blank in it. 
Mr. MAUGHAN: There is no division. 
Mr. LENNON: It wouldi 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 hori. mem­
ber for Townsville called for a division he 
denied it. 

Hon. R. PHILP: I did not. 
Mr. M:URPHY: Recommit the Bill. That 

is what you will have to do. 

The ACTING CHAIRMAN: Order, order! 
After a pause, during which the AcTING 

CHAIRThfAN consulted with the Clerk of the 
House and the Premier and Home Secretary. 

Mr. MANN asked what was the question 
before the Committee. 

'l'he ·ACT·ING CHAIRMAN: When I 
found that I had cr.eated a blank I stopped 
the ringing of the bell-stopped the division. 

Mr. MAUGHAN: It was not reai!y a division. 
Mr. LENNON: No. The bar of the House 

was not closed. 
The ACTING CHAIRMAN: I put the 

question, and I gave it to the "Noes," think­
in.g- that the -greatest cry came from the 
" Noes." I did not hear the "Ayes " at all. 

OPPOSITION MEMBERS: Hear, hear! 
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The ACTING CHAIRMAN: There seems 
to be a misunderstanding entirely in regard 
to the division, and I heard someone call out 
"'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 
_go on with the division. 

The PREMIER: No, no! 
OPPOSITION MEMBERS : Yes, yes ! 
1\Ir. vVINSTANLEY: The Government were 

caught napping. 
'I'he ACTING CHAIRMAN: There is no 

,division now. 
The PREMIER and Mr. MAUGHAN rising 

·simultaneously, 
M~. MAUGHAN: Mr. Grant,-I rise to a 

point of order. 
Hon. R. PHILP (to Mr. Maughan) :_ Sit 

·down. 
Mr. MAUGHAN (to Hon. R. Philp): You 

. are not the master of this House. Make no 
mistake about that. · 

Hon R. PHILP : Nor you. 
The ACTING CHAIRMAN: I call upon 

the Premier. 
The PR-EMIER: It was quite clear to 

members that a. mistake had been made. 
(Hear, hear!) Whether the mistake was made 
by th0 Acting Chairman or by the members 
of 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!'') 

JY1r. l\1URPHY: We were "had" once before. 
Mr. MULLAN: 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 wanted to get a clear decision recorded 
·-of the will of the Committee. 

GoVERNMENT MEMBERS: Hear, hear! 
The PREMIER: Every member would ad­

mit that a mistake had been made. 
Mr. BRESLIN: You were all asleep. 
The PREMIE.R: As a mistak!'" :<l}ac\ been 

made, the Acting Chair'man could hart!Iy re­
fuse to put the matter again t5' the Committee. 

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

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

The PRE.MIER: Any man in the chair 
might make a mistake. · 

Mr. LENNON: It is not the .Acting Chair-
man. 

The PREMIER: It was the Acting Chair­
man. 'I'he Acting Chairman did not put 
clause 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 
cam€'nded, 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 

hon. members opposite speak of the Govern­
ment if we were attempting to take unfair 
advantage of a mere mistake? 

Mr. HARDACRE: 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 else spoke. 
0PPOSrriON J\fEMBERS: " No;" and loud 

laughter. 
The PREMIER: Unless the hon. gentle­

maJJ is going to second it. 
Mr. LENNON: He was not going to do 

any such thing. 
OPPOSITION MEMBERS: Hear, hear! 
Mr. MURPHY: We will see him hanged first. 
The PREMIER: Then you should let the 

question be put . 
Mr. LENNON: The motion moved by the 

leader of the Government was .a perfectly 
preposterous one. The question WillS put to 
the Committee by the Acting Chairman­
" That the words proposed to be omitted 
stand , part of the clause," and the Acting 
Chairman gave his decision in a clear, firm 
voice that the que.stion was in favour of the 
"Noes." 

OPPOSITION MEMBERS: Hear, hear! 

Mr. LE.NNON: As far as that side of the 
Committee was conce~ned, they did not 
care a rap for the Premier. They claimed 
their rights undier the Standing Orders. 
The Acting Chairman had given his de­
cision in their favour, and a blank had 
been created. There was only one way 
of rectifying the matter, and that was to 
fill up the blank. He was surprised at the 
Premier trying to force his opinions 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 g.ave his de­
cision in favour of the "Noes." But even if 
the Actin.'S Chairman had heard the hon. mem­
b(lr call for a division, they could claim tlie 
hDn. member's vote. When they had so much 
domination and domineering from the Premier 
in connection with the Standing Orders1 that 
they had fought unsuccessfully against, It was 
time the Acting Chairman.· .should preserve 
something like) decent order. ·For the Premier, 
after what they had gone through recent1y, 
to cram his opinions down their th~oats was 
a disgrace to the Committee. 

HoN. R. PHILP: By way of personal ex­
planation, he wished to state that he was in 
the Chamber when the question was put. The 
Acting Chairman declared that the "Noes" 
had: it, and he (Mr. Philp) ca.Ued "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!" but the hon. 
gentleman not having done so, he (Mr. Philp) 
a.llowed the question to be put. He did not 
deny having called for a division. What hap­
pened was this: The hon. member for Croy­
don said that a mc~mber of the Government 
called "Divide!" and he (Mr. Philp) said he 
was not a member of the Government. 

Hon. R. Philp.] 
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Mr. 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 hi.s decision, and the Premier came along 
with a suggestion that, althoug-h the question 
had been decided against the G<J·vernment, 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. 

Mr. HARDAORE: He has aheady given his 
ruling. 

Mr. MURPHY: He wa.s going to ask for a 
ruling upon the Premier's motion. 

Mr. HARDAORE: He cannot move it. 
Mr. MURPHY: He was very pleased to 

know that he could not move it. All he knew 
was that the Premier had moved it. 

Mr. HARDAORE: No. 
The ACTING CHAIRMAN: The Premier 

has moved a motion. 
Mr. MURPHY: He understood the Premier 

to move that the question be again put, and 
he wished to point out that, if the Acting· Chair­
man accepted such a motion, the position would 
be ridiculous. They might carry an amend­
ment at a time when some of the Premier's 
part_y were away, and, when they came in 
agam, th~ hen. gentleman _might propose that 
the questwn should be agam put, and carry it. 
All that the hon. gentleman had to do on the 
present occasion was to recommit the Bill 
an? t~ey should insist"on the hon. gentlema~ 
adnermg to the regular parliamentary pro­
cedure. 

·An OPPOSITION METhiBiiJR: Let him fill in the 
blank. 

Mr. MURJ"HY: 'l'he hon. gentleman looked 
very blank JUSt now. He had no objection to 
the b11ank being filled so long as there were 
enough to carry it. They could learn from 
the hon. gentleman whether the words with 
which he proposed to fill the blank were 
a?ceptable to t~em or not, and they could 
discuss the quostion and take a vote upon it. 
They had better hear what the Minister in 
charg!l of the .Bill had to propose. If the 
Premier had hiS way! he would ride rough­
shod over them. It dtd not matter how often 
he ":RS _beaten, he. w~u!d S:>Y, "I am going to 
put It m to the Bill m spite of Parliament." 
Now. they were not going to stand that from 
the hon. gent.leman. If he was looking for 
a row, he could get it. 

The PREMIER: All right. I will not ask 
that n;v motion be put. The Home- Secre­
tary will move an amendment. 

GOVERNMENT MEMBERS: Hear, hear! 
OPPOSITION MEMBERS: Oh, oh! 
Th~ ACTING CHAIRMAN: The question 

no-:v !s-That the clause, as amended by the 
om1sswn of the words " the end of this pre­
sent Parliament" ;;tand part of the Bill. 

Mr. TB:EODORE: I rise to a point of 
order. 

The ACTING CHAIRMAN: The Premier 
has withdrawn his motion. · . 

OPPOSITION MEMBERS: No, no! 
The ACTING CHAIRMAN: Is it the 

pleasure of the Committee that the motion be 
withdrawn? The Premier moved-" That the 

[Mr. Murphy. 

question be again submitted." That was not. 
put by me from the chair. The question now 
is-That the olause as amended by. the omis­
sion of the words, "the end of this pre-sent 
Parliament" stand part of the Bill. 

OPPOSITION 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. T'hen the Premier wanted to 
go back on tha.t. He contended that they could 
not go back on what had been done. The 
hon. gentleman had to abide by the decision 
of the Acting Chairman, and they were not 
going to 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 "31st Decem­
ber, 1911." 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 a blank was to fill up 
that blank afterwards by the insertion of 
other words. 

The PREMIER: That .is exactly what the 
Acting Chairman said. 

Mr. LENNON: But you want to make it 
part of the Bill, I understand. 

The ACTING CHAIRMAN: The question 
is-That the words proposed to be inserted be 
so inserted. 

Mr. 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 "31st December, 1911." 

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; the 
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 not dictating ~o 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, " 31st 
December, 1911." The question before the 
Committee is whether those words shall be 
inserted. 

Mr. MANN: Yes; and he (Mr. Mann) 
was speaking to that, and he was resenting 
the Premier dictating; to the Acting Chair­
man across the Chamber. He did not think 
it should be done. 

The ACTING CHAIRMAN : Order,. 
order! • 

Mr. MANN: The amendment was not as 
good as they desired, still it was much better 
than the clause originally drafted, and, fail­
ing a better amendment, he trusted the 
Committee would accept it, because it would 
give time to allow of some provision being 
made if there shouldi be an extraordinary 
election. He trusted. that the Premier would 
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see the error of his ways, and accept the 
amendment, or else move one which would 
meet the case. 

Mr. NEVITT : For cool cheek, recommend 
him to the leader of the Government. The 
manner in which he had got up to-night­
in fact, he had been doing it 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 amendment 
before the Committee, 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 put 
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 now 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. meniber for 
Bulloo's amendment was before the Com­
mittee at the time the Premier made use 
of the words he uttered. The question 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 Premier 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 other 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 occupying, I have been fair to all sides-­

HONOURABLE 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 theposi, 
tion was that the whole clause was put, and 
the hon. member for Herbert, Mr. Lennon, 
called "Divide!" 

The ACTING CHAIRMAN : Order ! I 
have already explained that the clause was 
put wrongly by myself. We created a blank. 
and therefore I thought it would be a good 
opportunity for the blank to be filled in. 
I was wrong in putting the clause as I did, 
but now the whole case has been explained 
to the Committee, and we h!jove put tlie 

question orderly, every memb'er knows that 
the question before the Committee is the 
insertion of the words proposed by the hon. 
member for Bulloo, and I cannot, therefore,. 
allow any more discussion on the point. 

HONOURABLE MEMBERS: Hear, hear! 
Mr. ALLEN: With the permission of the 

Committee, he desired to withdraw his 
amendment, as he had reason to believe-­

OPPOSITION MEMBERS : Don't give reasons; 
withdraw it. 

Mr. ALLEN: He had every reason t<> 
believe that another amendment would be 
brought forward later on from this side of 
the House. 

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

HoNOURABLE MEMBERS: Hear, hear! 
Amendment withdrawn accordingly. 
The HOME SECRETARY moved the 

insertion, in lieu of " From and after the· 
end of this present Parliament" of the words. 
·' From and after the next dissolution of 
Parliament." 

Mr. LENNON rose to a point of order. 
He contended that that resolution had 
already been defeated. 

OPPOSITION MEMBERS: Hear, hll&r l 
Mr. LENNON : What difference was there 

between "the end of this present Parlia­
ment" and "the next dissolution of Parlia­
ment"? 

The ACTING CHAIRMAN: I rule that 
this amendrr1ent 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 in three months. 
* Mr. JYIANN moved that the Acting Chair­
man's ruling be disagreed with, and referred 
to Standing Order No. 71, which said-

A question or amendment shall not be proposed 
which is the same in substance as any question 
which, during the same s~ssion} has been resolved 
in the affirmative or negative. 

The Acting Chairman had said th\lt he was a. 
fair Chairman, and gave both s1des of thB' 
House a fair deal--

Hon. E. B. FoRREST: So he does. (Hear, 
hear!) 

Mr. MANN: And gave his decision inde­
pendent of any party leanings pe might 
have. He claimed that the Standmg_ Order 
which he had read was sufficient to gmde the 
Acting Chairman i;r this matter .. He would 
ask the Acting Cha1rman to explam wJ::at was 
the difference in substance or m meanmg be­
tween the words, " From and after the end of 
this present Parliament''' and ''From and. 
after the dissolution of this Parliament." 
"The end" and "the dissolution" meant the· 
same thing. They had heard the Hon_. the 
Treasurer the other night labour the quest1on of 
the meaning of "~xpenditure." .Perhaps J:e· 
might have been nght to a certam extent m 

·his reasoning, but he (Mr. Mann) 
[8 p.m.J claimed that it would require a 

sophist to explain away t};le Stand· 
ing Order. It was as clear as dayhght that: 
the end of Parliament was a dissolution, 
and that a dissolution was the end of Par­
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 entirely 
disagreed with the ruling o£ the Acting Chair­
man in this matter, and he had intended 

Jf r. Len'1wn.] 
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moving a similar motion to that moved bv the 
hon. member for Cairns. He was loth to do 
so,. but if the Acting Chairman considered the 
J'l1atter seriously for one moment he must 
admit that the terms were synonymous. Par­
liament was dissolved by certain action in­
stanter-on the spot-and in the other casP- it 
died by degrees-bs effinxion of time; but 
Parliament was dissolved in toth cases, and he 
contended that the ruling was wrong, and he 
would have to press the motion to a division. 

Mr. MURPHY reminded the Acting Chair­
man of a ruling which the Chairman of Com­
mittees, 1\'Ir. Armstrong, gave on several occa­
;;ions during the last S·ession of Parliament. 
In connection with certain railway proposals, 
members of the Opposition proposed that a 
minimum rate of wage should te inserted in 
those proposals. Mr. Grant would recollect 
that on the first occasion the Government 
were strong enough to defeat the proposal; 
and on every other railway proposal that was 
introduced that session. when members of the 
Opposition endeavoured to movB the insertion 
of a similar clause to that which had l·Hen 
defeated, the Chairman of Committees ruled 
that it WaG the same in substance, even though 
the rate of wa\je was different, and he a.b. 
£olutely refused to accept it. As the hen. 
member for Cairns pointed out, Standing 
Order 71 was y.ery 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 provided that 
no question or amenrlment should be pro­
posed which is the same in substance to 
any qu-estion which had been resolved in the 
affirmative or negative. The proposal of the 
Home Secretary was the same in substance 
to the proposal which had just teen defeated. 

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

Mr. MURPHY: He did not, and confessedJ 
it. "To err is human; to forgive divine." 
He made a mistake, and he mi2:ht have gone 
on under that mistake had not the member 
for North Brisbane pointed out that it was 
the same in substanc•e. He (Mr. Murphy) 
therefore had a look at it, and saw that, EkB 
most of thB measures proposed by the Govern­
ment, it was loaded, and consequently they 
had to oppose it. The Acting Chairman had 
ruled that the proposal was in order, and hen. 
members 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 ha.ve 
to ?isagree. with 'the ruling given by the 
Act:ng Chairman, as the proposal was synony­
mous with the words in the clause before the 
blank was created. It appeared to him as 
synonymous in its meaning as if a 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 effiuxion of time, it died a natural 
death; and if Parliament dissolved by its own 
act, then it practically committed po~itical 
suicide. Of all the twisty and tricky things, 
commend him to the HomB Secretary fer a 
lawyer's way of doing it. The Home Secretary 
was so delighted when the Acting Chairman 
ruled the amendment in order that he could 
not retain himself, and had to laugh. ) t V< as 
not a fair thing to, treat the Committee in 
'luch a flippant manner. Unfortunately, he 
could not see his way to uphold thB rt;ling 
given by the Acting Chairman, and he (Mr. 

(Mr. Lennor.. 

O'Sulliv.an) was sorry to think that the Acting 
Chairman had allowed himself to read irto 
the proposal a different meanin <; to that f·Ut 
on it by every reasonable man in the Cham­
ber. 

Mr. ALLEN was very sorry he was com­
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 wer·e used, the pro­
posed new words had pmctically the same 
meaning· as the words deleted. If the ruling 
was upheld and a discus3ion took place on the 
proposed amendment, the same arguments 
would be used as werB used on the propos"d 
omission of the words. It appeared to him 
that the Home Secreta.ry, in proposing the 
amendment, was sparring for time, 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 mom<'nts 
ago. He (Mr. Alien) sinCI?rely regn•tted 
having to vote against the ruling of the Act­
ing Chairman, because on nearly every occa­
sion be had been well satisfied with the rulirgs 
given, and he knew the Acting Chairman did 
his hest to be fair to both sides, hut he bad 
made a very grave mistake on this occasion. 

Mr. J. lVL 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. member at havmg to 
oppose his ruling on this occasion, and he 
(Mr. Hunter) thought-if he might make the 
suggestion-the Home Secretary woul_d h? act­
ing a generous part were he to withdraw r.is 
amendment so that an amendment which 
would he in order might be submitted to fill 
the blank which had been caused. Whrm the 
blank was created, 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 
" end of Parliament" and the " dissolation 
of Parliament." Both terms meant the in­
stantaneous death of Parliament. ffe trmted 
the Home Secretary would not force the ques­
tion to a division, because, if he did, he (Mr. 
Hunter) would be compelled, 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 
Acting Chairman had given a hurried ruling, 
and that in his cooler moments he would see 
that the amendme.nt was the same in suhstancf 
as the words which had just been d'eleted 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 Par­
liament." It was not a nice thing to have to 
disagree with the ruling of the Speaker or 
Chairman, but, however painful it might bB, 
if members thought the ruling of the Acting 
Chairman wa.s 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 
pe•rson would agree with the ruling. 

The ACTING CHAIRMAN: After the dis­
cussion which has ta.ken place on this matter, 
I am of opinion that the amendment goes 
very close to the wind, and I rule it out of 
order. 

OPPOSITION MEMBERS: Hear, hear! 
The HOME SECR.ETARY 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 purpo.se of filling up any vacancy 
arising in the 1. epresentation of any electoral 
district during the existence of this Legisla­
tive Assembly." 'The clause would then 
read-

.B'rom and after the passing of this Act, except 
for the purpose of filling up any vacancy arising 
in the representation of any electoral district dur­
ing the existence 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 amend­
ment met the difficulty. It simply dealt with 
by-elections. · 

The PREc<IIER: No; it fixes the date when 
the Act comes into opera.tion. 

Mr. MUR.PHY: Willt you, 'Mr. Grajtlt, 
kindly read the amendment again? 

The ACTING CHAIRMAN thereupon 
read the proposed amendment. The question 
is that the words proposed to be inserted be 
so inserted. 

Mr. O'SULLIV AN: It appeared to him 
that the amendment applied only to by­
elections. \Vhat members had been contend­
ing for was that provision sh<mld be made 
to meet the case of a dissolution of Parlia­
ment before the date when it would expire 
by effiuxion of time. He ·should, therefore, 
oppose the amendment. 

Mr. HARD ACRE 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 Committee had rejected the 
proposal in the clause that the existing Elec­
toral Acts should be 1·epea!ed as from the." end 
of· this present Parliament," and the Home 
proposal in the c]ause that the existing Elec~ 
toral Acts should not be repealed so far as the 
filling up of any vacancy arising in the re­
presentation during the existence of the pre­
sent A-ssembly was concerned. That was ex­
actly the proposition which the Committee 
had rejected. The Standing Orders distinctly 
said that an amendment should not be moved 
which was ·the same in substance as a ques­
tion already decided in the same session; and 
on page 286 of "::\'fay," tenth edition, he 
found this--

It is a rule in both Houses, which is essential to 
the due performance of their duties, that no ques­
tion or Bill shall be offered that is substantially 
the same as one on which their judgment has 
already been expressed in the current session. 

And further on-
A ni.ere alteration of the words of a question 

without any substantial change in its object will 
not be sufficient to evade this rule. On the 7th 
.Tnly, 1840, Mr. Speaker called attention ·to a 
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 
out to the· hon. member that the words 
defeated gave a currency to the _Bill, tp.e 
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. T~e 
position they were in was the result of a m1s-

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 creditable >to their common sense. 
fle, thought it must be admitted that the amend­
ment now proposed was substantially different 
from the one that was negatived. 'rhe words 
negatived provided for a repeal of the two 
Acts mentioned as from the end of the pre­
sent Parliament; the present amendment 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 sub­
stantially a different amendment, and he 
thought the ruling of the Acting Chairman 
waS' absolutely correct. · 

Mr. HAMILTON: He agreed with the hon. 
member for Brisbane North that this position 
had been created by sticking as closely as 
possible to the Standing Order·s. The Go­
vernme!;ht had allowed a blank to be created; 
and now tl::tey 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. HARDACR.E: When he spoke before 
he had not considered the word ''vacancy," 
which he now took to mean a by-election. H.e· 
ha? therefore changed his opinion on the 
pomt. 

lYir: MURPHY: He was not going to ex­
press an opinion as to whether the proposal 
of the Home Secretary was in order or not ; 
he simply wa'!ted to point out .that they had 
not been talkmg about a by-election at all, 
but about a dissolution of Parliament. 

An HONOURABLE MEMBER: Move your 
amendment. 

Mr. MURPHY: I£ 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 t-o 
cri.ticise them, and the Government should 
find a way of remedying anything that was 
wrong. 'rhis propo•sal might be in order. 

Mr. HARDAORE: Yes; but it is a silly thing. 
Mr. MURPHY: If it was a silly thing, they 

wanted to get it out of the way. For the last 
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 amendment in five minutes. So far as a, 
dissolution was concerned under the Bill, he­
found himself in the position of having to lcok 

for another constituency, and he· 
[8.30 p.m.] was going to look for an easy one. 

The Home Secretary, after con­
sultation with the Premier, the Treasurer, the 
Parliamentary Draftsman, the clerks of the 
Home Secretary's Office, and the hon. member 
for Brisbane ~orth, ought to be able to give 
members a stmple remedy for the dcuccts 
which they had been point.ing- out in the chuse 
for the last two hours. They )'Vanted to make 
the clause so that any senstble man oouldf 
understand it, and do away with the defects 
in the event of a dissolution. Suppose they got 
enough follower's to burst up the Government 
party and a dissolution followed, what would 

Mr. Murphy.] 



1038 Electoral [ASSEMBLY.J Districts Bill. 

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 B.n 
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 in it, he hoped he 
would give them a good sensible Scotch sug­
gestion-(laught<Or)-one that they would r,ot 
be able to cavil at. (Laughter.) They wanted 
something that was free of legal phrases with 
their " whereas" and " whereof " and " where­
at." (Laughter.) As the Acting Chairman was 
looking at the dock, he would sit down. 

The HOME· SECRETARY: With the per­
mission of the Committee-;Opposition lavgh­
ter)-he wished to make his amendment more 
comprehensive, and to save members of the 
present Assembly who might be affected by 
the wording of his amendment as ma\ile 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 
purpose of the repesentation in this Parliament of 
existing- electoral districts and the filling- up of 
-any vacancy arising in the representation of any 
electoral district during the existenc.e of this 
Parliament, the Electoral Di.stricts Act of 1887 and 
the Elector,al Distl',icts Act of 1892 shall be 
repealed. 

GOVERNMENT MEMBERS: Hear, hear ! That 
is clear enough. 

Mr. WINSTANLEY: It is confusion worse 
confounded. 

Mr. HARDAORE: You want to extend! it now. 
The ACTING CHAIRMAN.: This amend­

ment is to be substituted for the other c11e? 
The HOME 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-

' tive on 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. 

Mr. MuRPHY: \Vby not bring Barlow? 
Mr. LENNON: He called attention to the 

fact that if there was anything· wanted to 
show the necessity of having the Atwmcy­
General holding a seat in the Assembly it was 
the confusion and wa•ste of time that had gone 
on that evening drafting amendments. 

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

Mr. WINSTANLEY: We have not got that 
one. 

The ACTING CHAIRMAN: The Clerk 
wrote out a number of copies of the Home 
Secretary's amendment, and thBy were distri­
buted amongst members. The Home Secre­
tary desires to alter his amendment. 

Mr. MANN rose to a point of order. There 
was an· amendment already before the Com­
mittee. 

The AOTING CHAIRMAN: Ordm•, order! 
Mr. MANN: There was aJ1other amendment 

before the Committee that they had not yet 
finished with. 

The ACTING CHAIRMAN: But the 
Home SBcretary asked leave to substitute this 
one in its place. 

Mr. MANN: But he has not got leave yet. 
The ACTING CHAIRMAN: I was just 

going to ask the Committee if they would give 

[Mr. Murphy. 

him leave. Is it the will of the Cornmitte<J 
that the Home Secretary's amendment s}ould 
be altered by the insertion of these words? 

GOVERNMENT MEMBERS: Hear, hear! 
Mr. HARDAORE: No, no! 

Mr. MANN: Before the Committee agreed 
to that, he reminded the Acting Chairman that 
they were dealing with the original amendment 
of the Home 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 '!)rinted and 
circulated amongst members. In the imeresi•s 
of good legislation they should have the 
amendment printed and circulated amcngst 
membe.rs so that they could unde,·stand it. 
They could not consider it properly that 
evenin'l' 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 believe in patchwork legislation. He 
believed in doing their work properly and not 
having to bring down amending Bills later 
on. A grea.t deal of the confusion that arose 
in the oountry 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. Wou~d 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 circulated, and it came on for 
further consideration to-morrow? There had 
been no less than three amendments brought. 
in during the last three-quarters of an hour. 
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 waR wanted, the Government 
hastilv drafted another. For the credit of the 
Government, they should agree to postpone 
the clause until to-morrow. 

Mr. O'SULLIY AN 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 <:>lections should be con­
tested under the existing Acts. That was just 
what was proposed in the clause as it stood 
in the Bill. If the Home Secretary would 
look at the quP.stion 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. Thev did not want to have a dicta.tor­
ship for six or nine months. If a want of 
confidence motion was carried, and parties 
were practical1y evenly balanced, the gentle­
man who was commissioned to form a Go­
vernment would not be in a position to pass 
le<rislation that would tide them over the elec­
tions that would follow on a dissolution. 
Members on this side were anxoious that there 
should be no ambiguity, and that the country 
should be amply protect.ed in the event of a 
dissolution: 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 HoME SECRETARY: I do not. 

Mr. O'SULLIY AN: '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 th<_) matter would have been 
settled before tea t1me. 

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 do it." Dur­
ing the last half hour the Home Secretary had 
S(Ubmitted three different proposals to get 
them out of the difficulty in which they found 
themselves through the hon. gentle:nan's mis­
take in not calling for a divisiOn. Why 
should not the Home Secretary, with the per­
mi~sion of the Premier. take the, advice 
ten-dered by the hon. member for Cairns and 
postpone the consideration of the clause until 
to-morrow? It rarely happened that they 
found themselves so tied up as they were at 
present and nobody on the Government side 
seemed' capable of extricating the.m from the 
difficulty. What were they gomg to do? 
Were they to have more amendments, and 
was there to be no finality about it? The 
most sensible thing the Government could 
do was to 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 
noh profess to know much about law, any 
.more than he had had to pay a few legal 
accounts 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. (Laughter.) 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 a proviso in plain and easily 
understood language 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 l5ring amendment after amendment, they 
would get into that position directly that 
they would have amendments on the brain. 
He niust 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 con­
cede that the amendment as it stood was not 
substantially the same 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 election , 
they would have to keep two sets of machin-, 
ery in operation. 

The HOME SECRETARY: It is all provided 
for in the Bill. 

Mr. MULLAN: Was it advisable to have 
that proviso? He did not think it was. 

The Fj:OME SECRETARY : Yes; absolutely 
necessary. 

Mr. MULLAN: It was remarkable that 
the hon. gentleman should find that out. 

The HOME SECRETARY : I pointed it out on 
the second reading. 

Mr. MULLAN: It was not provided for. 
The HOME SECRETARY: The machinery is 

provided later on in the Bill. 

Mr. MULLAN: If 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 addit~onal 
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 this Act. came 
into operation, it should be available in the 
case of an extraordinary vacancy, thus 
avoiding the n~cessity for th~ extraordinary 
expenditure wh1ch would be mvolved by the 
duplication of the electoral machinery. The 
amendment as it stood made it very much 
worse than it was before so far as provision 
for an extraordinary vacancy was concerned. 

The HOJIIE SECRETARY: Clause 14 in the 
Bill makes full provision. 

Mr. MULLAN : The Home Secretary 
would be well advised in temporarily with­
drawing clause 2, and proceeding with 
clause 3. He could have his proposed amend­
ment printed and distributed, because it 
was very difficult to got the hang of the 
amendment, covered up as it was in le!S'al 
verbiage for the purpose of confusmg 
members. 

The HOME SECRETARY : I do not think so. 

Mr. MULLAN: If that course were 
adopted, . they might to-morrow do in 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 
for the delay which had taken place. The 
Premier 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 to postpone clause 2 till to-morrow, 
as he had suggested, and proceed with the 
other clauses of the Bill. 

Mr. ALLEN : Although he was not a 
lawyer, or even ~"n old member of the H;ouse, 
he contended that this proposal was an msult 
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 'Yhich 
would arise in the event of an extraordmary 
dissolution. The Home Secretary, 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
temnted to be placed on the statute-books. 
They had defeated the original proposal 

because the Committee desired 
[9 p.m.] to make some provision for cir-

cumstances that would arise in 
the event of an extraordinary 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. Jl. 8. Allen.] 
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alteration in meaning-it was simply an 
amendment to gull the Assembly; and he 
contended that it was out of order. 

The 
order! 
expired. 

ACTING CHAIRMAN : Order, 
The hon. member's time has 

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
tionaJlv they would not be in a position to 
draw their salaries. He would like to impress 
that nhase of the question on the notice of 
the Premier and Home Secretary. It did not 
matter so much to him (~Ir. Murphy), because 
his salary wa.s only a small one, but if the 
Bill were nassed the Home Secretary would 
have to provide all the machinery necessary 
for another 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 tiJVe. He (Mr. Murphy) was sure the 
hon. member for North Rockhampton would 
give the matter •serious consideration yrhen 
it wa,s pointed out that unless some machmery 
was provided for the protection of hon. mem­
bers of the As"embly, as soon as the Bill was 
passed by the Legislative Council, the Parlia­
ment of Queensland would be practicaJly 
abolished. As a unificationist, he had no ob­
jection to the Legislative Assembly ~nd 
Legislative Council of Queensland bemg 
abolished. 

Mr. ALLEN: But you do no.t 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 soon as the Bill was passed. 

The HmiE SECRETARY: That is the reason 
of my amendment. 

Mr. MURPHY: The Home Secretary now 
told them that what he (Mr. Murphy) had 
pointed out was the reason for bringing down 
the amendment. They could now charge .the 
Government with introducing a Redistnbn­
t'ion 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 Committee should have an 
•assurance from the Home Secretary that if 
they a,greed 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 
a.s printed, hon. members would be i~ a 
position to hold their seats until the expira­
tion of 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 has 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 pto-

[Mr. B. F. S. Allen. 

posals were introduced during the present; 
session, he would move that the men receive· 
a minimum rate of Ss. a day, and if that 
amendment was defeated he would immedia­
tely get up and move that the pay be 16s. f<Jr 
two days, and, further, that the pay be 9(;, 
pence for eight hours' work. The Acting 
Chairman in allowing motions practically the· 
same in substance to come before him was. 
opening a wide doorway for further trouble. 
Some time earlier in the session he (Mr. Mann) 
tried to do the same thing as the Home 
Secretary 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 amendment which the 
Acting Ohairman had declar·ed the· {Jam­
mittee had decided aga:inst. He thought 
that, in the interest of good government and 
of f.air play, the Acting Chairman, having once 
given a ruling, should adhere to that ruling 
and declare the present amendment out of 
order. 

The AC'.riNG CHAIRMAN: Order! The 
hon. member must address himself to the 
question before the Committee. 

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

The ACTING CHAIRMAN: Order! The­
hon. member's time is np. 

Mr. MANN: As no ot"?er 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 ?on. gentleman h":d 
moved an amendment whwh was the ,same m 
substance as the words which _had been re­
jected by the Committee. Havmg regard to, 
the whole circumstances, he. would suggest to 
the Home Secretary th~t he should withdraw 
clause 2, and proceed with !,he other provisionS­
of the Bill. In the meantime, he could have 
a proper amendment drafted, and the new 
amendment could be •submitted to-morrow.~ 
If that amendment provi.ded for an ex~ra·· 
ordinary general electiOn, It would pass with­
out much discussion, but so long as the Home· 
Secretary kept up his present a-ttitude, mem-· 
bers of the Opposition must strongly. protest 
against it as the course he was pursumg was• 
contrary to the Standing Orders. He ho.ped 
the hon. gentleman would ::ccept_ his sugge~­
tion to postpone the consideration of this~ 
clause till to-morrow. 

Mr. NEVITT thought it was a pity that ~h& 
Minister had not accepted the suggestiOn 
made by the hon .. member for Leichhardt 
earlier in the evemng to postpone the con­
'sideration of this clause. Had the hon. gentle­
man done that, the Bill might have been 
passed now, with the exception of Clause 2. 
The original clause and the amendment before· 
the Committee were practically the same, as 
both made provision for holding by-elections 
under the existing Electoral Acts. 

The ACTING CHAIRMAN: Order! Is the­
hen. 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 
cert.ainly altered the meamng of ~he c!a':lse, 
but' the second pn,rt restore~ it to Its ongmal 
form, inasmuch as it provided tha-t. J::y-elec­
tions should be held under the provisiOns of 
the Electoral District Acts of 1887 and _1892, 
but made no provision for an extraordmary 
dissolution of the Assembly. He thought th~t 
after devoting nearly five hours to th1s 
'mat-ter--

The PnEMIER: We might go to a division. 

Mr. NEVITT: That it was ti:ne the Pre­
mier got a little " sweet reasonableness.'' If 
the hon. gentleman adopted a more reaso~­
able a,ttitude towards members of tl1e Opposi­
tion, the business of the House would J::e 
conducted in a different manner from tf1at m 
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 not 
the .;,ay to facilitate business, and he. hoped 
the hon. gentleman would adopt a different 
attitude. 

Mr. ALLEN: He still contended that the 
amendment was an attempt to ge•t behind the 
decision which had been given by tJ:e Com­
mittee in the earlier part of the evemng. ~Y 
their votes members had expressed a wish 
that some provision should be made t~ meet 
the circumstances which would arise ,'m the 
event of an extraordinary di~sol1:1tion. But, 
instead of doing that, by qmbbhng and by 
putting together some awkwardly-arranged 
English phrases, the Government e?-deav<:mre.d 
to restore the clause to the form m which 1t 
was introduced. If any Minister could show 
him ,the difference between the original clause 
and the amendment now befo,re 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 iJ?stea_d 
of improving the Bill they were n;akmg_ It 
worse. Though he did no~ w~nt a dissolutiOn 
in January, he would be mclmed to vote for 
one just to see how things would go. If they 
got together all the inelegant amendme_nts 
proposed on the spur of the moment durmg 
the existence of that Assembly, the one now 
proposed by the Home Secretary would head 
the list. 

Mr. O'SULLIY AN: The reason why he was 
anxious to defeat this amendment was br,cause 
he- wanted to have another amendment,_ put 
into the cla,use: In the event of a dissoltloJon, 
th~re would have to be a block election ty th~ 
who:e of the constituencies, and he d1d no" 
want that to occur. Wh0n the 'Water o,nd 
Sewerag;e Board was elected there was.,a !f,rge 
number of informal votes, owing to the horge 
number of candidates. In this blo~,k vote 
there would be seventy-two vacancws and 
probably more than double that number of 
candidate,s: and an el€ctor would he all day 
strikinrr out the mtmes of -candtdat<Js for 
whom he did not wish to vote. That wouJ_d 
be the position if they did not defeat tbs 
amendment and incorporate; an a:.nendment 
that would insure an electwn bemg taken 
under the old Acts wh_ich this was ah.out. to 
repeal. If the su,rrrrestwn made. ~n thts stde 
had been accepted, his opposih~m to the 
clause would have ceased. His anxiety was to 
have thinrrs fixed up so that there would }oe no 
ambirruity if a dissolution should come along. 

1910--3 T 

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: \Ve want to do useful work. 

Mr. O'SULLIV AN: The senior member for 
l\1aryborough plumed himself on doing his 

- duty to Queensland; but hon. members oppo­
site were not doing their duty to Queensland 
by sitting there silent. 

Mr. OOLLINS: 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 t];e 
Home Secretary would be well advised if he­
would take a little advice from the Opposition 
side; but, like most lawyers, the hou. gentle­
man seemed to despise the advice of laymen._ 
The wording of the amendment was different, 
but the effect was the same. 

The HOME SEC:RETAEY: The efl'Bct is dif­
ferent. 

Mr. COLLINS: Why, then, did not the hon. 
gentleman get up and show how it was 
different? He would like the hon. gentleman 
to get up and reply to the criticisms of mem­
bers of the Oppos1tion, and show they were 
wrong, if he could do so. He had pointed cut 
on previous occasions that the tendency \\as 
to do away with the democratic form of go­
vernment _step by step, and take away fr(om 
the people of Queensland their rights, and he 
wanted to do all he could to prevent that. If 
the Government had put into the clause a 
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 dbing thDir duty to 
Queensland by remaining ,silent. Why did 

they not give members the benefit 
[9.30 p.m.] o£ that great intelligence which 

they claimed that they possessed, 
and point out where the Opposition were 
wrong? They remained silent until the divi­
sion bell rang, and then most of them voted 
without listening to any of the arguments 
offered. He hoped the Home Secretary would 
allow the clause to stand over till some future 
time, and go on with the other clauses. 

A G;ovERN~fllNT MEMBER: He ought to. 
Mr. OOLLINS: He was glad to get that 

interjection from the Government side, as it 
showed tllat one member opposite agreed 
with him. 

Mr. HAl\!IILTON pointed out that if the 
matter came to a division and W&s 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. Vvhen the mistake was 
made and the blank created, the Governm'ent 
should have accepted the amendment of the 
hon. member for Leichhardt. The Govern­
ment had other cci,nstitutional mejjhods 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
l::ornness and pig-hea.dedness of the Minister, 
who would not accept an amendment from the 
Opposition side, he made confusion worse con­
founded by inserting provis'on after provision 
which wa.s 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 (:ii-Ir. Appel's amendment) be so in­
serted-put; and the Committee divided:-

AYEs, 25. 
Mr. Appel 

, Barnes, G. P. 
, Barnes, \V. H. 
, Brennan 
, Bridges 
, Corser 
, Cottell 
, Forrest 
, Forsyth 

Gunn 
, Hawthorn 
H Hunter,D. 
1 , Keogh 

Mr. Kidston 
, , Macartney 

M organ 
, Petr1e 
, Philp 

Roberts 
, Somerset 
,, Stodart 

Swayne 
Tolmie 

,. Walker 
Wienholt 

~·euers: :ilfr. Oottell and Mr. Wienholt. 

Mr. AJ!en 
,, Breslin 
, Collins 
,, Foley 
, Hamilton 
, Hardacre 

No>:s, 17. 

, Hunter.J. M. 
,, Land 
, Lennon 

Mr. Manghan 
, Mulcahy 
,, Mullan 
, Nevitt 
, O'Sullivan 
, Payne 
, Tbeodore 
, Vrinstanley 

Tellers: Mr. All en and Mr. Bres!in. 

PAIRS. 

Ayes-Mr. Booker, Mr. Thorn, Mr. Paget, Mr. Den ham, 
and Mr. Grayson. 

Noes-Mr. Blair, Mr. Douglas, Mr. Lesina, Mr. Mann, 
and ~fr. Murphy. 

Resolved in the affirmative. 
Clause 2, as amended, put and passed. 
On clause 3-" Number of members of 

Assembly"-
Mr. ALLEN: They heard a great deal 

about reducin15 the number of members, but 
the Minister m charge of the Bill would be 
doing a wise thing and would keep up Queens­
land's prestige by increasing the number of 
members. (Hear, hear !) Under the proposed 
redi.stribution 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 : You would not be any better 
off with the larger number, under the same 
quota. 

Mr. ALLEN: He thought they would. 
Clause put and 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 cm_nmissioners") shall be appointed by 
the Governor In Council by commission under his 
hand and seal. 

Each commissioner shall receive such salary and 
allowances as the Governor in Council thinks fit. 

If before the division of the State into electoral 
distri~ts. is fina:lly made as herein provided any 
commiSSioner dies, or for any cause becomes inw 
c_apable of acting, another commissioner shall in 
hke 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 l::roundaries would 
be fixed by the Cabinet; and, if they were 
prejudiced at all, they would he prejudiced in 
favour of their own partv. But Parliament 
should ha'le some guarantee that the commis­
sioners who 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 

. [M-r. B. F. S. A.llen. 

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 Legislative Assembly." They 
might be excused if they distrusted the Go· 
vernment in the matter. He hoped the Home 
Secretary would accept the amendment, 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
~Zated the re>ponsibility of appointing the 
commissioners to Parliament. 

Mr. LAND: 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 desired! to bring about 
th1e same end that .was .sou;g(ht 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 thought the amendment was 
a very reasonable one. ']'he hon. member for 
Woothakata did not propose to take from tlie 
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 trust. For in­
stance, the EX'Bcutive might select certain 
gentlemen connected with the People's Pro­
gress League; they might appoint Mr. Robin­
son, the friend of the hon. member for Wool­
loongabba; or they mi?ht talre any political 
dead-beats who were hanging on to the 
Government party and make them commis­
sioners. All that the mover of the amendmmt 
desired was that Parliament should know who 
were selected to carry out this important 
work. Surely there was nothing objectionable 
in that.. The proposal was one that any rro­
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 were competent to 
carry out the work. Why should they relegate 
that power to the Executive? The Executive 
w<'lre trying to obtain all power, and members 
of Parliament were only pawns on the politi­
cal chessboard. 

Mr. CoTTELL: 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 p,n­
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
mitte•e. 

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 Prurliament 
.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. COTTELL : Why all this trouble, then? 

Mr. MURPHY: It was to point out to the 
<Jountry what the Government proposed to do 
in the matter. The Opposition recognised that 
the better way to bring about this redistribu­
tion scheme was by commissioners, as it would 
be- absolutely impossible to fix the boundaries 
1n Parliament, but they had a right to lqww 
whom the Government intended. to appoint as 
oommissioners. 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 
:as commissioners. 

Mr. J. M. HUNTER: .Could you not give us 
an idea your.self? 

Mr. MURPHY: Just at the present time 
he wfuS not in the confidenoe 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· Premier or the Minister in 
charge of the Bill should give the House 
·some information a·s 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 ~aid, 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. members on thi·s 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 once they appointed commissiOners, they 
·could not blame the Government afterwards. 

Mr; LENNON: There are so many other 
things that we can blame you fot 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 

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 i£ it trusted the Go­
vernment implicitly, it surely would not be 
such a fool of an Opposition as to 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 tl1ey, drafted the Bill on this principle. 
And how could thf;l Government accept an 
amendment which meant that the House had 
no confidBnce in the Government? 

Mr. HARD ACRE : Why should not the Go­
vernment accept it? 

The PREMIER: The Government could 
not accept the amendment withoat stultifying 
themselves? 

Mr. MAY: No; you put yourselves in a 
higher position-thB people will think more of 
you. (Laughter.) 

The PREMIER: The Government had 
ad?p~ed this method because th~y t.]lougbt the 
prmmple of makmg the Executive responsible 
for the appointment of the commissioners was, 
on the whole, the b~st.method. It was likely 
to give better commissiOners than the plan of 
havin~ the names ca.rried through by a 
majority of the House, becau&e afterwards the 
Government would have no responsibility. 

Mr. LENNON: 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 appointm<mt which turned 
out J::adly, l!'E!mbers would ?e quite justified in 
blammg J\Ill:,nsters for makmg ~,t bad appoint­
ment; but, 1f they accepted th1s nmendmfmt, 
the House could not say a word to the Go­
vernment afterwards, no matter what took 
plaoo, as they would have appointed their own 
commissioners. He thought it was the best 
plan that the power of appointing fair and 

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

they should be responsible to the 
House afterwards. 'I'hat 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 apprehensive that the Govern'ment 
was nut so strictly impartial as the Prem'er 
would have them believe. The hon. gentle­
man had tried to Phow that members of the 
Oppositi?n sought the right of appointing the 
commtsswne,rs. They dtd not want to nomi­
ate anybody, or suggest anybodv, btit they 
wanted the right to reject men who were 
known to be partial and biassed. The Pre• 
mi.er had given a ve.ry good rea,son why the 

Mr. Le:')c:on.] 
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amendment should be accepted when he said 
that they could not blame the Government 
afterwards. It showed how v·ery magnanimous 
they were when they were willmg to take the 
responsibility. That was not the spirit that 
actuated the Opposition in mov:ng the amend. 
ment. They wa.nted the people in the country 
to feel that the men who comprised the corn· 
mission-who had the carrying out of such 
delicate work-should be strong and impartial 
mmi. ~'he fact that the Govcn·nment knew the 
names would have to be submitted for the 
approval of the House would make them 
proceed circumspectly-they would go to work 
with great care and give the matter fu] 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 but for the fact that they 
wanted to show the people of the country 
that they had some sense on that side of the 
House, and that, although they could not 
mould the legislation, they sought to improve 
it a.s far as possible. He again appealed to 
the Premier to accept this very reasonable 
amendment. • 

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 commission. If the 
Government had the appointment of the oom· 
mission, it would praotwally be a star·cham· 
ber method of bringing about a revision of 
the electorates of Queensland. That wa,s not 
a very nice positwn to take up, and he 
theught that side of the House should look 
with suspicion on anything emanating from 
the leader of the Government, as they had had 
so many instance's of his faithlessness. The 
very fact of him refU~Sing to accept the amend· 
ment was another proof of his vrant of that 
democratic spir.it that he so loud:y proclaimed 
throughout the length and breadth of Queens· 
land. If the commi~sioners went to work with 
the full approval of the House, they would be 
in a somewhat 8imilar posit:on 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 
spirit than .if they were working to satisfy 
the political bia.s of the Min'•stry that ap· 
pointed them. As was pointed out by the 
hon. member for Cwydon, they might get 
political derelicts--men who had proved that 
they had no polit[cal stamina or honour, and 
such men might be button-hoFng the Ministry 
for some nice bil:et-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 meet with the ap· 
pl'OVTJ o' the Opposition. The Home Secre· 
tary pointed out, when he was objecting to 
the amendment, that the New South "\Vales 
Opposition did trust the then Government to 
appoint the comrrJ.i•ssioners for dividing the 
State into electorates. That was an instance of 
an Opposition who ha.d confidence in the Go· 
vernment of that State, and gave them a free 
hand in appointi_ng the commissioners, but 
that' was very different from the position 
here. They had many examples of fa;thless· 
ness on the part of the leader of the Govern­
l'Y!e':lt to. democracy, and they objected to 
g1v1pg hun plenary powers to conduct the 
busmes,s of the country. It would be far 
better, and would conduce to a more honour· 
able way of pr_oc;eeding about •such a great 
work as the d>v1dmg of the State int,o electo· 
rates undoubtedly would be, if the House had 

[Mr. Lennon. 

the power of rejecting any person who had: 
been proved to possess cert'ain political bias.­
He hoped the Home Secretary would see the 
reasonableness of the amendment. Of course, 
the hon. gentleman plumed himse'£ on being 
a democrat, but this was another instance 
where he wa,s wanting in democracy-when 
he would not allow the Hou:se to have the· 
power of ratifying the appointment of the 
commissioners about to de-fine the boundaries. 
of the electoral districts of Queensland. 

Mr. 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 elwtorates, and whether it was sub· 
divided rightly or wrongly rested with the 
commissioners appointed, and, therefore, it. 
was only a fair request that the House should, 
at any rate, be aJlowed to ratify the appoint­
ments, even if the appointments were left in 
the hands of the Government. The weak 
point in the logic of the Premier was when 
he said it did not matter whether the appoont· 
ments were made with the concurrence of the 
House or whether they were made outside of 
it, that the same thing would happen. The 
adoption of the amendment would have 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· 
Go.vernment, S!Jpposing they were desirous of 
domg 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 effect 
in the country at the next general election. 
That would be a very good safeguaTd 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 commis· 
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 canable of making 
a fair division of the St~te for electoral 
purposes. Very. large interests might re· 
ceive s~l'ious injury through being over· 
looked m the arranr;;ement of the various 
divisions. The commissioners should be men 
of sterli~g character, o£ large experience, 
and speCially capable of dealing with this 
matter; and he did not see how any harm 
could result from having their appointment 
reviewed by the House. 

Mr. MANN: He was in accord with the 
an1endment. The Premier, in giving his 
reasons for refusing to accept the amend· 
ment, stated that the Executive would be· 
responsible for the commissioners appointed­
To a certain extent that was true, but it 
wa.s also true th3;t _if the Government ap· 
pomted as comm1ssroners men who would 
act according to their wishes, they could 
get the electorates carved out as they liked, 
a.nd so secure a majority of supporters 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 
Bill. When that measure was passed hon. 
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.members 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 a second-rate man, 
seeing that he had accepted a lower salary 
than was fixed by the Bill-did they think 
that Government Bupporterg 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 
in years gone by. Such men might take 
away, say, Ross Isand from the Townsville 
electorate in order to make it a safe seat for 
a certain 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 wiselv in submitting 
th•" 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 \Vould 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 could get to advise them, 
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" 
longe the Opposition to say one word against 
them." If they were good men their appoint­
ment would be confirmed at once, for no 
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 to 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 took place in the Parliament of 
that State, and the Opposition were trying 
to get the Government to give the names of 
the commissioners they intended to appoint 
under a measure 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 occasion-

J\fr. M eGO WEN: They were not appointed under 
the Bill. I consider that the Government should 
have the whole responsibility of this matter. 
It means more than that to them; it means that 
the next election will not take place on the new 

basis. It means their /olitical extinction, and it 
will besmirch 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 HONOURABLE MEMBER : Their names were 
known. 

Mr. McGOWE:Ii': If hon. members knew their 
names, they were not stated publicly in the House. 

Their names never came before Parliament. If 
everybody knew them, they were known outside 
of Parliament, and the good taste of Parliament 
was manifested by their names not being brought 
before it, 

It did not come before Parliament as a state­
ment that this commission had been appointed . 
There was no debate in Parliament, such as took 
place ye-sterday, in regard to Judge Jlfurray, when 
an hon. member said things which should have 
been left unsaid about that gentleman. 

Mr. WooD : It makes one feel very suspicious. 

Hon. members would see how applicable were 
the following remarks:-

Jl;Ir; M: eGO WEN: There are some people who are 
suspicious of everything. I never heard such tittle· 
tattle in my life as we have had in the Rouse. 
A certain statement has been made, which I must 
answer. I have unjustly suffered from playing 
down to the gutter. I give the House my assur­
ance that I do not know the names of the comw 
missioners. I do not know the name- of a man who 
is going to be appointed. When I made certain 
suggestions to the hon. member for Goulburn, I 
stated what I thought to be my idea of the 
composition of the con1misslon; but I positively 
assure the House that I do not know the names 
of the commissioners. ' 

Further, on page 61, he said-
I think the public will say, while we are 

haggling over the names 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 country only in this matter. 
I am prepared to leave it to any three com­
missioners whom the Government appo1nt, so 
long as 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 perfectly 
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 a 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.; and on a visit to 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 "as 
not in it for crookedness of boundaries. They 
went anywhere, in and out, so as to get all 
the L.a,bour oontres in made-sure electorates. 
Mr. McGowen might have had a great dea.I 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 about the Govern­
ment· but he found out afterwards that those 
suspidions were justified. They wanted the 

· Mr. B. F. S . .Allen.] 
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appointments submitte<'t 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 hav0 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 Labour party, but he did not think it 
would have the effect intended. There were 
other anomalies that were winked at, and he 
regarded this cry about anomalies--

The ACTING CHAIRMAN: Order! The 
hon. member must confine his remarks to the 
q..testion 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 more consideration and agree 
to what the Opposition suggested. It would 
not be climbing down at all, and no one 
would be sayin14 that the Premier was not pre­
pared to take the full responsibility, because he 
had shown that he was prepared to do· that 
by introducing 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 woul({ 
be giving other members in the House ~. 
chance of disrussing it. It would be better 
to let the recommendation come before Par­
liament, and give members a chance of ap-. 
proving or disapproving of it. The Premier 
and Home Secretary should not stand on their 
dignity and talk about not backing down. If 
they allowed the report of the commission to 
corn.:~ before the House they would rise higher 
in the estimation of the people outside. 

The HOME SECRETARY moved that the 
Acting Chairman leave the chair, report pro­
gress, and a&k leave to sit again. 

Question put and passed. 

The House resumed. The ACTING CHAIR­
MAN reported progress, and the Committee 
obtained leave to sit again to-morrow. 

STANDING ORDER No. 136A. 

The PREMIER: I beg to give notice that 
to-morrow I will move that by Order of t},e 
House, in accordance with Standing Order No. 
136A, the E·lectoral 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. 
V 

The PREMIER: I beg- to move that the 
House do now adjourn. The first busin-"ss to­
m<;>rrow will be the Committee stage ;£ thfl 
Mmes Regulation Bill. 

Mr. MuRPHY: "Gagger" Bill. 

[Mr. B. F. 8. Allen.. 

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. MAUGHAN: 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 manner. 
He is empowered to do it under Standing 
Order 136A. 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 DEPUTY 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 as 
Deputy Speaker I have on several occasions 
a.llowed a debate to take place on this q..tes­
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, have at all 
times laid down that on a motion "That the 
House do now adjourn" there shall be no. 
general debate on that question-that th€' 
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: r would like to ooint out 
to you, courteously, that Standing Order No. 
40 says-

Notice of motion shall not be received after the· 
House has proceeded to tbe Orders of the Day, unless. 
with tbe Je&ve of tbe House. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order ! I have 
pointed out that the Chief Secretary is per­
fectly in order 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 Mr. Speaker Bell has laid it down dis­
tinctly 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. I have given the House the rulings of 
Speakers who have preceded me in the chair, 
and I asked the House, if it thinks my action 
in oonnect'on with the matter wrong, to pro­
ceed by motion in the ordinary way, when 
occasion a;rises. I believe I am following the 
correct course-the course talten in the past; 
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and I have offered my apologies to the House 
for having allowed a wrong procedure-per­
haps, throur;rh being new to the duties of the 
cha:ir-in allowing discussion to take place; 
but I do not intend to allow it in future. 

GOVERNMENT MEMBERS: Hear, hear! 

Mr. MURPHY: It is because you have 
been so courteous in apologising to the House 
in .such a manly way that I do not propose to 
follow the usual custom of moving that your 
ruling be disagreed with. At the same time, 
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'SULLIV AN: I am very sorry that 
under your ruling I cannot speak; but I may 
be permitted to say a few words. The Pre­
mier has come down at this time of night to 
ask for powers from this House so drastic--

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

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

Mr. 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. 
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