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Special Adjournment. [12 Avaust.] Question. 845

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY.

TuzesDay, 12 AvueTsr, 1913.

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

AUDITOR-GENERAL’S REPORTS.

The SPEAKER anncunced the receipt of
the following paper from the Auditor-
General : —

Report on (Government Savings Bank
securities held in London on Ist
July, 1813.

Ordered to be printed.

The TREASURER (Hon. W. H. Barnes,
Bulimba) laid on the table the eighteenth
annual report of the Auditor-General on
the Supreme Court fund.

Ordered to be printed.

PAPERS.

The following parpwers, laid on the teble,
were ozdercd to be printed :—

Anunual report of the Chief Protector of
Aboriginals for the year 1912.

Return to en Order relative to contribu-
tions to the police superannuation
fund, made by the Houso, on the
motion of Mr. Kirwan, on the 20th
July.

Return to an @rder relative to absentoe
votes in each electorate of the State,
made by the House, on the motion
of Mr. Winstanley, on the 23rd July.

ROMAN CATHOLIC CHURCH LAND
SALES BILL.

PRESENTATION OF REPORT OF SELECT
COMMITTEE.

The TREASURER, as chairman of the
Select Committee, brought up the report of
the committee on this Bill, and moved that
it be printed.

Question put and passed.

The second reading of the Bill was made
an Order of the Day for Thursday, &lst
August.

QUESTION.
Boxus oN QUEENSLAND COTTON.

Mr. HUNTER (Maranoa) asked the Secre-
tary for Agriculture—

“1. Has he approached the Prime
Minister of the Uommonwealth with a
view to obtain a bonus to assict in the
srowth and manufacture of cotton in
Queensland ?

“2. If not, is it his intention to do
s0?”

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE
(Hon. J. White, Musgrave) replied—
“1. No; but there is already a bounty
. upon ginned cotton.
“2 This is receiving consideration,
and will be laid before the Interstate
Commission.”
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CRIMINAL CODE AMENDMENT BILL.
INITIATION.

On the motion of the SECRETARY FOR
PUBLIC INSTRUCTION (Hon. J. W. Blair,
Ipswich), it was formally resolved—

“That the House will, at iis next
sitting, resolve itself into a Committee
of the Whole to consider of the desirable-
ness of introducing a Biil to awmend the
Criminal Code by establishing a court
of criminal appeal and making better
provision for appeals in criminal cases,
and for other purposes incidental to the
aforesaid objects.”

MINERY HOMESTEAD LEASES BILL.
INITIATION,

The HOME SECRETARY (Hon.
Appel, Albert) in moving—

“That the House will, at its next
sitting, resolve itself into a Committee
of the Whole to consider of the desirable-
ness of introducing a Bill to amend the
law relating to miners’ homestead
feases,”

gsaid: I have to thank the leader of the
Opposition, who called ¢ Not formal ” to this
motion, for giving me an opportunity of
giving a brief outline of this measure, which
13 of considerable importance to those who
are resident upon goldfield areas, proposing,
as it does, to effect several material altera-
tions so far as the tenures and the provisions
in connection with miners’ homestead leases
are concerned. The Bill itself is divided into
three parts or chapters; and Part II. is
divided into four divisions. Part I. contains
the usual preliminary provisions, interpreta-
tions, and definitions, and also provisions as
to existing rights which have been acquired
under present legislation, and also repeals.
Part II. deals with miners’ homestead leases.
Division 1 of this part contains power to
grant leases, and deals with the area of land
that may be leased. The maximum area
may be 640 acres. This maximum may be
proclaimed by the Governcr in Council to
be the maximum. on a field, It need not
necessarily apply to the whole of the field,
but simply to a portion which may be
recommended by the warden. As in the
caso of areag of 30 acres, it must be situated
at least 1 mile from the nearest boundary
of a city or town. Provisions are also con-
tained in the Bill regulating the shape and
frontage which those leases may have to any
creek or other natural boundary. Division
2 of this part deals with land available for
application, the method of making epplica-
tion, and administrative details, and the
power of the warden in respect to approv-
ing or rejecting applications. Division 3
embodies a new principle in respect of home-
stead leases—the making available of these
lands or leases cither by tender or by public
auction. This follows the legislation of the
present Land Act, but it will only be appli-
cablo to perzons who are qualified—namely,
those who are resident within the goldfield
arep where it is proposed that the leases
will be dealt with in that manner, and then
this course will be adopted only when the
warden has made a recommendation to that
effest. A further important denarture is
made in connection with all leases which
exesed 20 acres in area. In connection with

[Hon. J. W. Blair.

J. G.

these leases, it will be a condition that the
Jessee must, within six months, effect the
improvements which are specified in the
Bill. Furthermore, it will be necessary that
he continuously and boni fide resides upon
the leasehold, or that an agent, who is like-
wise a qualified person, carries out the
residence conditions for him. Another
important provision is, that the leasehold
must be kept clear of noxious wesds. Parb
TII. consists of gereral provisions, which
d=al with the subletting of these leases,
transfers, subdivisions, and the mortgaging
of same, and also contains the necessary
protection for any advances which may have
been made by the Agricultural Bank. It
also contains provisions as to forfeiture for
tha following reasons:—fraud, breach of
conditions, and non-payment of rent; like-
wise administrative details in connection
therawith, preservation of the rights of
miners, protection of miners’ improvements,
resuiuptions, and compenzation therefor,
compensation to lessses; end it is also pro-
vided that the Fencing Act shall apply in
connection with these leases. There are also
provisions for transmission in case of death,
and power to make regulations, and the
schedules.

Mr. Grant: Is
residence sreas?

Question put and passed.

there anything aboub

ELECTIONS ACTS AMENDMENT BILL.

SECOND RFADING—RESUMETION OF DEBATE.

Mr. KESSELL (Port Curtis): 1 suppose
every hon. member will feel, as the lesder
of the Opposition felt, that this Bill, from
some siandpoints, is the mest importent Bill
introduced this session, It is mof a Bill to
favour hon. members sitting on the left or
hon. members sitting on the right. It is an
atterzpt by the Government of 'the day to
place on the statute-Look a 'Bﬂl to give
effect to a great principle of this party. It
is a Bill to give equal opportunitics to all
and preference to none, and that is oue of
the basic principles of Likeralism in Australia.
Those of us who were privileged to listen to
the hon. the Fome Secretary, in introducing
this Bill, must have been struck by the clear
way in which he put its provisions before the
. And those who heard the speech of
the leader of the Opposition when he put his
views before the House must have been
struck by the appeal to passion that charac-
terised his remarks. It seems to me a pity
that a wmatter like this cannot be dizeusted
free from politics and free from these lsment-
able exhibitions which sre evidence of the
vorst passions that are in men. It is a Plty
that the old cry of the poor down-trodden
working man should have been dragged up
azain. The leader of the Opposition said that
he had not the slightsst doubt thet the mem-
bers on this side of the House would in their
remarks speak solely on the sick women’s
vote. As a member who {ollows the hon.
and learned leader of the Opposition, I shall
have something to ssy sbout giving sick
women a vote, for I hope the day will never
dawn when any member of this party will
be so neglactful as to forzet women who are
unfortunately laid aside by illness when such
an important matter as this comes before the
House. T must say it comes with verr bad
taste indeed from the leader of the party
opposite, which was under such a heavy obli-
gation to women in the Brisbane strike, when
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they placed the women between them snd the
policzmen’s bateus, reminding us of the very
apt verse in the ¢ Courier "—
“They only filled the highest jobs,
And drew the biggest pay;
But they crept nd the wozsen,
When the polize got in the way.”
It is a pity tha! any hon. meimnber opposite
should do anything to refurd women from:
having = vote. A= we all know, the objec-
tions of hon. mewbers opposits to this bill
are not that it rows the franchise, uob
that it reducss the number of porsens on the
roil, bt ihat it increases the number ou the
roll Ly giving the genuine Liberals a vore.
The great object of this Bill, I take it, is thab
the women who live in the country shall be
able to record their votes. And whv is it that
there is such » strons objection on the other
side of the House to allow these women to
have 2 vote—women who in ANy cases are
practically sacrificing every attraction that
iife can offer, and following their husbands i:to
the interior of this State, and doing so nuch
to make Queensland what it is—these women
who have gone out to the backblocks and

have stood nobly by their huskands and
given Queensland to-day some of her brightest
and best zens?  Why is it that thess

people who have done so much to build up
Queensland should not have a vote? 1 Sy
that if by giving the wemen of Queensland
a vote in the far-out settlements we have to
a certain extent—as a matter of fact, e have
not—but if we had to a certain extent to
lsssen the safeguards of the franchise for
their sake, I wuuld be prevared to do it
But the Bill intrecluced by the Home Secre-
tary does not atterapt to do that. On the
other kand, while we have this strong objec-
tion to riving the women in the country a
vote, we have the hon. and learped loader
of the Opposition making a tremendous BOT
about 300 shearers, able-bodied men—and, by
the way, he referred to it as 2 nomadic vots,

Mr. Bowman: Are they not entitled o a
vyote?

Mr. XBSSELL: Curtainly they are entitled
to a vote, but why should you burden one
particular electorate with a nomadic vote? T
would like that question answered by some
bkon. member opposite when they get up to
speak. Why should we burden one particular
electorate with the shearing vote? Tha
shearers are able-bodied men, and, as a matter
of fast, a great many of them are not genuine
settlers or residents of the State at all. In the
shearing season they come from other Statos.

A GOVERNMENT Memsr: Some of them
come from New South Wales.

Mr. KESSELL: Ves, in the old days they
travelled from New Zealand and other Larts
of Australis. Why is it that the only in-
terest that hon. members opposite have is
for the shearers’ vote?

Mr. G. P. Barxes: Silence.

The Home SrcRETARY: There is no answer
to 1t

Mr. KESSELL: Is it that they are afraid
of the genunine couniry vote. well knowing
that it matters nothing what restrictions
they place on the people who vote for this
side? Members on the other side do not
want a genuine vote of the electors. They
do not want the voice of the settlers, which
invariably goes against them. What they
want is that the franchise shall be so re-
stricted that only the people who vote the
socialist ticket shall receive a vote.

GovernMENT MEMBERS: Hear, hear!

[12 Avgust.]
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Mr. KESHELL: There is not the slightest
doubt of that. The leader of the Opposition
said that this Bill was te narrow the fran-
chise end lessen the number on the voll;
Lut it is to broaden the franchiss end fo
lessen the chiance of crooked voting. This
mezasure, I take 1t, is to clea.r the rolls,
purify the ballot system, and improve the
systeiin of voting so thet we shall have better
means of ascertaining the volce of the
people. We all admit that abuses oceurred
mdor the old systern of postal voting.
Neither side hiad & monopoly. I know that
in one case in my electorste, before I got
into politics, a siice of the peace ?vxt-
nessed some dozsn signatures at a  place
about 80 miles from Gladstone. To my
knowledge, those mon had not been in Glad-
stovie for ever two months before the elec-
tion, nor had that justice been out of it. I
have ro doubt that hon. members opposite
could give romo instances something like
that against us, but if an Act of Perliament
is fuulty, are we rot here to rectify that?
Have w# not the intelligence here to _im-
prove the law? I take it that our duty
15 to make bad lews good and good laws
hatter, and, if we cannot do that, then I
think the best thing we can do_is tc go out
of the House. What hon. members opposite
want is the go-as-you-please system of voting,
and go-as-often-as-you-please, too. (Govern-
ment langhter.)

Mr. BowmMay: Speak for yourself.

Mr. KESSELL: A go-as-vou-please sys-
tern, and the oftener you go the better they
will be pleased.

Mr. Barsrr: That is a deliberate untruth.

The Howr Secnerany: What about the
opening of graves? (Laughter.)

Mr. KESSELL: The Right Hon. Andrew
Fisher, squirz of Oakleigh Hall, said that
the postal vote was the natural corollary of
any eclectoral systein.

Mr. Bowwmax: Did
repeal it?

Mr. KESSELL: They did so many foolish
things that I csnnot tell if they did that
particular one. With the knowledge we
have of the past, under the old Act, is it
not possible that we should restore to these
deserving people in the country the vete
which they prize o much, and which they
wie s0 intelligently? I think the wish of
every hon. member of this House is to
safeguard the pestal vots as much as pos-
cible. Lot us have e broad a franchise
as possible. If by widening the franchise
and reducing abuses—and I think we have
enough intelligence hore to do that—we can
improve our electoral system, I think we
should do it by all means. The hon. and
learned leader of the Opposition said that
his party believad in amendments in the
electoral law. Xe did not tell us any of
them. He took the political rag-bag and
threw out all the shreds and patches; there
was not one solid argument in his speech.
I did a very foolish thing. I lisisned teo
him; and, of course, we all have pleasure
in listening to the hon. gentleman, as his
words come oubt with » fine roll, and he
makes up in noise what he lacks in argument.

Mr. BertraM: There is neither noise nor
argument in your remarks. (Laughter.)

Mr. KESSELL: If the hon. gentleman
believes in amendments of the electoral law,
why did he not mention some? I listened

Mr. Hessels.]

his Government not
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to his specch, and then, after I got away

from tho chari of his personality, I rsad
d it ’fhla mo;mn'r to try to
Bill that he had com-
with the exception tha! he
systom of voting by means
id ¢f grossing out the name
, I found nocthing. Well,
any judge of the remarks of that
hon. member, he wants to =acrifice electoral
purity for political expedicncy. He wants
to do anvthmg to come ross the floor of
this Houswr fro: vhich
minent!y
benches
Liberals
me m‘~~>5 know,

1 torme

find some Jlmg in ths
mended, but,
agrecd wiih tha

country
as ah hon.
& very old

irom vofir
Por

country. It is
15 or & miles,
to record theiv
eapecially the
of a say in the 8 'y
ms tlxlng‘ of which t‘ley heve had so much %o
i felt very keenly wi they were
not aHov Ad to T4 Cmd their votes by post.
There are huuadrecs of dairy farmers in that
electorate,  We v.ul take, for instance, a
wifc and three or
who live a lo dis-
booth. It is abeslutely
to drive to the poll,
211« enu‘ in tho hu Dhand’s com-
and the wifc’s vote is Iant.

the absent W h«,n' one

ciie of & farmer with a
four or five children,

ing m’co t
And what

coraes  to Iook it, he finds that it is
mahy an ¢ ee vote.” I will Ju.é give

one case in p01 to #¥nlain it. In the first
Paort Curtis eleciion in which I was in-
terested there e seventy odd absent voles
from Bany . Those men their
positiom just sfter the strike.  Ther were
in Miany Peaks for a few monthsA]ust long
enough to cnable them to gc+ on to the roll.
Thex had not the slighiest interest in the
d1 triet; they left it never to return, and
never intended to return, and yet they
reco*ded their voiss by mecans of the absent
vote as againsg the gerul ne svtlers. l say
that the postal vote 1s the genuins voice of
the true settlers in the elw*nmte. The
absent vote, on the other hand, is what
these hon. gentlemen opposite are always
talkinz about. It is an aksentee vote. Men
who ]Pawe an electorate rarely have much
intersst in it, very often intend ne to
return, and do nob cure what happras to
that parbicular oclestorate. are enzbled to
vots br it. Now I am going to touch on
a matier aboub which I think it will be
concluded am qu;., compatent to have
somie say.  But before I go imto it, I would
h&‘ the hon. aud lﬂa“ md le the
ssition to re: ber thut h:) promized
nty minutes on this il
acerred, Ioam very :
in hi* plece in this Chamber
5 he can leave his profe
dutics come here and attend to hi
Tism: nt‘nlv duti
enf]emﬂn promisod me twenty minutes on
t‘ » Tilectorz]l Bill. Why did the hon. and
BRLT man not give m» five minutes ?
T told hl'n I would bo satisfied with that.
The only answer to thut question is thst he
lacked the courage to do it. I

[4 p.m.] notice that he is silent. I say
here on the floor of this House

that the only reason why the leader of the

[Mr. Kessell.

"U

—
O

far an

[ASSEMBLY.]

Aimendment Biil.

Onposition did not zive mo five minutes and
give the history of the Kicctions Tribunal, as
far as I am coscerned, was thui he lacked
the couragze %o do it.

The Homr Secmeriny: Ifear, hear!
Mr. KESSELL: I will say further; I now
sbzolute liberty to give his version
of my history in conne ”twn w"‘h the Hlec-
ions T i um,l on condition thit I am ngen
One hon. mcwlbor spea

ks that they were nelthm nonc>t
The ounlry rewark ande
i 1 degeror-
iery man who
w5 that that is
« of the Opposi-
s formz of Billings-

to @Y remn
nor nonourable

> that vwhich cvory
new was absolutely true. One
who weid th curiously

3 one of those o passed a
party vote.

Mr. Brurpanm:
own side.

Mr. KESSELL:
own side, and also a menﬂr-n
aide.  The hon. member for Wide Bay
paire:d with the 1}on inember for DMitchell
on the Tnbur\al If two mem
1rouqe we that one is
for and one agains! a motion. These
en wore sworn to give a  verdict
acccrding to tha evidence, What con we
of these gentlemen who gave a ver-
ore they el the evidence ? Both
gentler did tk One of them
sm voting for Keusell,” and the
ther, “I am voting for Bresliz: ;" and ther
got up and left the court without hearing
what was said.

Mr. WaLKER
slanding.

Mr. KESSELL : There was something worse
than that kappsned. One of the hon. mem-
bﬂrs ep iting the other side of the
louse again paired with a member on this
side, and by some unfortunate oversight he
forgot it. e came to the court in the after-
noon, and, but for the fact that the two
members on this 51(10 of tle House objected
about it to the judge, he would have sat
there and have made an uncven tribunal.

Ir. COY'\IT‘ I rise to » point of order.
Is the hown. or in ordev in a‘utrlb ting
s to hon. membhors of
1mput1n~ that they
dishonour-
ably in conncection oin matter?

Hear heur !

OpprositioN DMIENLERS :

The SPHEAKTR: There iz no point of
orler. As far as I con discern the argu-
ment which the hon. member for Port Curtis
has advanzed to the House, he is using it in
a eril way.

Mr. Coyxz: No; he is dealing with the
Elections Tribuzal,

Th\ SPEAWER: Order! The hon. mem-
ber for Port Cuvrsis is in order.

Mr. XKFSSTLL: I can quite understand
that i in dealing with a matter like this T may
say somsthing thai does not meet with the
vicws of hon. members oprosite, but I have
vet to learn that I am bound to say any-
thing that suits them. I am personally re-
sponsible for the way I vobe, and any votes
I pass are passed by me as a free man, I

It was a member of your

It was a member of my
of the opposite

They paired on an under-

o
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am not here to say what hon. members oppo-
site litke; I am here to say what I think.
They abused me to no end, but I am not
going to descend to their I vel. (Opposition
laughter.) The voting in connection with
the Eleotions Tribunal degenerates into a
party vote, and it did so as far as I was
concerned; there is not the slightest doubt
about that, and any mnian in hi: senses knows
it is a fact. It is no use hon. members
oppusite f*ottmg up and raising all sorts of
silly ob]ef ions to what I say. Tha vy can say
what they like abont me—they make the
most idiotia statements—but nothing can get
over that fact, and ss usual, when they are
up agaiust a colid fact, down they cowmie.

hope “that this paltlculal section of the Elec-
tions Tribunai Act will be knocked out, and
that therf will be no sach thing as any mem-
ber «f this IHouse sitting again on_an elec-
tions Lubﬂnal I say it is_sbsolutely impos-

sivle for any man in thls House to sit on an
el_ehtlon ciLie
bias.

sind free Limself from party

But T saw worse than that. There was
wote o‘nectpr{ io by the other side. My
5 snd by no stretch of
atlon could that vote have besn
slin. - The only question which

for Mr.
arose was that it was either for me or that

it wes informal. I want to emphasise the
foct that there was no question that the
opposing barvistar did no: claim this vote;
he claimed that it was informal—there was
no suggestion that it was a Breslin vote.
Three members voted that it was my vote; if
there was any doubt they gave me the
benefit. ’lvo members with equal rmtitude——

that it was informal; they zave Mr. Broslin
the credit. Three members voted on my
side, two voted that it was informal, and
cne voted for Ar. Breslin. Was that a party

vote?
Mr. MackiNtosT :  Certainly it was.
(Laughter.)

Mr. KESSELL: The vote was upset, and
two of the assessors told the judge that
unless this gentleman left the court they
would leave, and the offender was removed.
The judge practically ordered this man out
of court, and I say it was a disgraceful
thing that hon. members of this House
should so prostitute the position that you, Mr.
Speaker, gave them, by going to that tri-
bunal and casting absolutely party and
biassed votes. I have now finishied with that
part of the subject. I have had this on my
mind for some weeks. (Opposition laughter.)
fon. members know this, and I have not
got all off my mind that is there yet.

OrpositioN MewmBErS ; Throw it off.

Mr. KESSELI,: No; that is quite ¢nough
in connection svith this matter. I hope that
this demacratic measure which has been sub-
mitted by the Home Sesvetary will pass
the Hous:, with one or two slight amend
ments which we are practically all agresd
on. T hope it will pass the House so
Queensland can ot last hear in unmistak
terins what the people want. Vhen th'\
country clectors and the citv electors vote,
the trouble will be that we shall come back
with too large a numher—with the coposite
benchss so depleted that, poor ss their argu-
ments¢ are now, weak as ther put their
now, it will be weaker still -when ther can
spara time to aitend *o the interests of this
House. AsIsaid just now, I wes glad toses
the learned leader of the Oppo"mon back in
his place, for which he gets £800 o year——

OpposrrroN MEewMBERS: No.

19133 ¢

[12 Avcusrt.]
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Mr. KESSELL: He has £500 and <£300.
OPPo#TTION MEMBERS : No; £500 altogether.

Mr. KESSELL: Well, I beg his pardon—
for which he gets £500 a year. It is a mis-
take for an hon. member to refer personally
to anv other hon. member, but it was said
that | was the most unpopular member on
this side of the Chamber.

OPprpOSITION KIEMBERS :
(Laughtsr.)

HONOURABLE MEMBERS :

Mr. KESSELL: The leader of the Oppo-
sition raid I was the most unpopular member
on this side of the Chamber. 1 am at least
a4 member on this side of the Chamber, but
the hon. gentleman twice unsuccessfully ‘tried
to get here, and was twioc ignominiously
turned down. He twice tried to get on this
side of the House, but the electors would
not touch him Vvlth a 40-foot pole. I am
here by the voice of the prople: but the
hon. gentleman, after twice failing to get
on this side, went to that refuge for the
politically dostitute—the socialistic side.

GOVERYMENT MEMBERS : Hear, hear!

W{r. Ryav: That is & lie.

The SPEAKER: Order! I ask the leader
of the Opposition to withdraw that expres-
sion.

Mr. RYAN: Mr. Speaker, I withdraw the

word, as it is unparliamentary.

Mr. KESSELL: Perhaps it is necessary
for me to repeat that remark—that the hon.
gentleman has ¢sayed twice to be a member
on this side.

The SPEAKER: Order! I suggest to the
hon. member that he does not repeat that
remark.

OrposITION MEMBERS : Hear, hear!

Mr. KESSELL: I will try to follow the
thread of my argument.
OPPOSITION MEMEERS :

thread.

Br. KESSELL: Unfortunately, the needle
at the etd of the thread is what troubles
hon. members opposite.

Mr. K1rwan : The Premier repudiated you
in this House.

Mr. KESSELL: I may be an unpopular
member of this House——
GOVERNMENT MEMBERS: But you are not.

Mr. KESSELL: But I have
that it is b Cuse of “(all me Bill,” or “ Call
me Tom,”” before you are popular The only
stamp of popularity you require here 1is
adherence to principle—not lip service to
any party shibboleth. The only brand of
popularity I ever uspire to is the trust of
my partr. I am not put in any position in
this party to keep me straight. Some mem-
bers are put as leaders in their party, other-

wiso they have no chance of gvmg siraight
»—tha iy why they are put there. Any
position to <whish I may abtain in the future
in this party I will ges by straight going;
not because T am a politieal acrobat, but
because I_go aleng the bread straight paths
of Liberalism in which every true man has
equal chances of rizing, and in which there
is equal opportunitr to all.

Bir. BrerrTRav: Provided you ean buy the
other fellow out.

Mr. KESSELL: Fancy an hon. member
on that side saying that a man can be

Mr. Kessell.]

Hear, hear!

You are not.

You have lost your

et to learn
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bought out! It is a dreadful thing to say
that on the floor of this House—to admit
that each man has a price. No man in this
party has a price. I belong to a party that
canrot be bought. It is unnecessary to be
a tumbler here as in a circus. I hope that
this Bill will soon be passed through the
House, and that it will be placed on the
statute-book free from any.herassing strio-
tures, &0 that when members come before
the electors of this State they will be able
to vote in an untrammelled wiy.

Mr. MAY (Flinders): I wish to make a
few remarks on this Bill before it pusses its
second reading. I am rather surprised at
the speech delivered by the hon. member for
Port Curtis this afterncon. Previously,
when he has spoken in this Chamber, he has
given us a little bit of vim, but I suppose
that was' because he received interjeciions

from members which helped him to put a

little life into the debate. On this occasion,
however, his remarks were like stale soda
waters—they had no ““pop” in them at all,
and just poured out fiat. Since the hon.
member has been in the House, we have not
had snything so drastic from him as we
have had this afternoon. The hon. memnber’s
remarks on this Bill, in reply to the lesder
of the Opposition, have been very weak
indesd, and he msde an accusation which
was quite unworthy for any hon. member to
make.  Stil, we must take it from whence
it came. The hon. member then went on to
refer to the clections tribunals. I hepiened
to be a member of an elections tribunal
some years ago, and I can say that my
actions when I was sitting on that tribunal
were in the direction of doing justice, no
matter whether the candidate was a member
of my own side or a member of the other
side. As & matter of fact, during the whole
of the deliberations my colleagues thought
I was a little bit more in favour of the
other fellow. However, I stood my ground,
and I gave a decision according to what I
thought was right and just. I hope that
there will be some other method of dealing
with elections tribunal procssdings than
what we have had in the past. I hope thas
members of this House will not be put on
as assessors at elections tribunals at any
future hearing; but, if members are put on,
I am sure that they will do their duty, and
not deserve calumny from members who
have just monaged to get into this House
by the skin of their teeth. The hon. member

spoke about the absentee vote. I think it
is very wrong indeed to eliminate the
ebsentee vote from this Bill. The hon.

member for Port Curtis spoke in a depre-
cating tone about the shearer~. That
includes both shearers and shed hands. I
know these men very well, and they mowve
about with their wives and families to
various electorates, and they will have mo
opportunity of recording their votes unless
they are granted an absentee vote. I con-
sider that the absentee vois is one of the
best provisions ever enacted in an Elections
Act, becanse it gives all the nomadic workers
of Queensland a chance of recording their
votes. We know that there must be a lot of
these nomuds in Queonslend, especially in
the back country, es the very nature of their
calling makes them so. I hope that before
the Bill goes through we will be enabled to
have an abseniee vote included in its pro-
visions. I hope members on both sides will
give n conscientious vote, so far as restoring
the absentee vote is concerned. I hope that
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they will not be brought to heel when if
comes to a vote, and I hope that they will
not be so hidebound as to refuse to restore
the absentee vote. It is only by retaining
the absentee vote in the Bill that it will be
possible for cevery elector in the State to
record his vote. There is a provision in the
Bill to restors the old postal vote. We
now the abuse that the postal vote met
with in the past, and we krow that it was
decided by this House to abolish that form
of vuilog altogethnr. Seeing that it is only
a fewr short years since the posta
knocked out of cur electoral
gearcely reasonable to ask us agair
it on the ate-book. It has
found necessary to have the postal vote
restored, and, if it is re-enactsd, it will be
inflicting a very great injustice on a large
number of people, It -will bring about thab
very same intimidation swhich was experi-
enced before. Whilst times arve good it does
not matter very much, but when times are
bad  omployers can intimidate their em-
ployees and make them vote how they like.
That is not @ true reflex of the opinion of
the people, and members should not be
raturned to the House on votes given in that
way. I hope that the postal vete will be
eliminsted from our eloctoral L for ever.
With regard to the number of guestions that
a, man has te answer when he applies to get
his name on the roll, it is a wondor that
the Home Secerctary did not ask us to bring
in our family tree. It is a wonder that he
did not ask us to_bring in the names of our
ancestors for the last five or six generations.

The Howe SecrETARY : I am sure that you
could do that, John. (Laughter.)

no 'rioubt you could, too. An hon.
wr over here suggests to me that we
1ight have to go bwick to the time of Adam

¢f Neah, 1t will be far enough.
ghter.) I think therc are a great many
ridiculous quesiions that an applicant 1is
asled, and ther should be eliminated. We
shall be able to deal with them when we
get to the Committee stage. I just wish to
enter my protest ageinet what has besn said
about the shearers and shed hands, because
they arc a worthy class of men. There are
also a goodl meny miners who move about
with their families, and when electisn time
comes along, if they are not allowed to vote
as absent voters, they will be deprived of
their votes altogetlier. Fowever, we shall
be able to deal with all these matters when
we got into Committee.

Mr. BOOKER (W éde Bay): I rise thus early
in the debate in order to iollow as closnl
I can the hon. membler for Port Cu
quite awzsumed, when the +

cussnd this afterncon wan d e
Address in Reply, that that was the Is
would heer of 15, I regret very much
tho insident should have croppsd up again in
this debate. I think it is duc to myself, and
it ig alto due to the hon. member for Mit-
cliell, that I should state what really took
et on the geeasion of my abscuce from the
slestions tribunal nroceedings when ihe Pord
Curtis case was boing dealt with. My friend,
the hon. member for Coorccra, Mr. Walker,
knew that I wes very anxious to get away,
as I had some very important husiness to
attend to. Mr. Walker understood the posi-
tion, and he said to me, “I believe I can
arrange a pair for you.” I thanked him,
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and I accepied the fact that the hon. member
for Mitchell (Mr. Payne), dnd myself had
paired.  Tie hon. member for Mitchell did
not quite clearly undersiand the csse, and I
accepted what he said then just us it took
place, ro fault of the hon. wember
for Mit I may also assume th ;
; y own thet I was not

ular ocra :
1, as I
on ¢ this

and the hon. member
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party vote was ¢once:
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Zo far
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considera )

mym.f. itheat any p rt“
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appoint an officer to represent each of those
ten areas. Whenever any overlapping occurs,
so far us a State eiectorate ovetlapping a
¥ederal electorate is concernesd, they could
joint a parmanent ofitcer to deal with those
te arens not 11191(1(, the Federal areas, and
{ rolis. L}e man
and sho should

will be fully
He "111 h:no wnat is viry meses-
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ve fail so much at the pre-

time
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their votes? They cannot do so because, if
they were both absent at the same time, they
would have to leave their children alone at
the homestead. If the husband goe: away
to vote by himself, when he returns it is
probably too late for his wife to go to the
polling-booth. If the wife can exercise the
franchise by voting by post under a scheme
which is properly safeguarded against the
operations of the political pimp, she will
have full opportunity for recording her vote.
¢ is not usual to deal with the whole of the
provisions of the Bill on the second reading,
as we have ample opportunity of discussing
its various clauses in Committer. I am quite
certain that when the measure is dizeussed in
Committee its general principles will be en-
dorsed, and I shall only add, in conclusion,
thet in my judgment every hon. member who
takes up a pfoper position must seo the jus-
tice of the postal vote, inasmuch as it gives
to the old and the ill an opportunity of exer-
cising the franchise as well as the strong and
the vigorous. (Hear, hear!)

# Mr. ADAMSON (Roecthampton): I should
like to congratulate the hon. member for
Wide Bay on the manly sentiments he has
uttered in relation to an incident which took
place in connection with the Elections Tri-
bunal last year. I also was onc of the asses-
sors on that tribunal, and I know I did my
best to hold the balance fair for everybody,
and tried nct to take any party advantage n
~any way. I regard the measure now before
the House a a reactioniry measuvre. I say
that honestly. Just as I thought last year
that the Industrial Peacs Bill was u reaction-
ary measure, so I think this Elections Bill is
a resctionary measure, and I hold that the
present Government will go down to pos-
terity as a resctionary CGovernment. What
is the causs of this reaction? What is the
cause for reintroducing the postal vote?
What is the «ause for throwing out again
the absentee vote, which was only enacted a
few years ago? The postal vote was cast
out only a few years age, and I should like
to know what is the reason for its reintro-
duction now. I cannot see any just or valid
reason for easting out the absentee vote or
for reintroducing the postal vote. The only
conclusion I can come to with regard to the
matter is that the fertile imagination of the
Premier, or the Home Seceretary, and of
other members on the opposite side of the
House, suggests that it has become necessary
to introduce such a measure, and that some
member of the other Houss, whose imagina-
tion is more fertile etill, has had something
to do with the introduction of this Bill. 1%
appears to me that the eeneral lock-out last
year, the result of the last State clections in
the metropolitan area, and the resalt of the
late Tederal wlections in Queensiand have
given them & sort of political nightmare, and
filled them with polilical forehodings as far
as the futurs of their parvty it concerned.
Tho things which have been said in rela-
tion to the Federal e'ections have not been
proved. derstand that there is an elec-
tion case 1 n Austrelia which is sub
judice, and I shsll not refer to it on the
presant occasion. I have a quotation con-
cerning the finding of the members of the
Committee of Inquiry in regard to this matter
in Western Australia, but seeing that the
case I have alluded to is likely to come bafore
the Hlections Tribunal, I shall say nothing
about it. I must say, however, that the
charges made by the Home Secretary on the
floor of this House—gross charges of per-
sonation, double voting, and all the rest of

[3 . Booker.
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it—have not been proved in this House or
anywhere else. The charges made by that
hon. gentleman against the Labour party
when he introduced this Bill and when he
moved its second reading have not been sub-
stantiated. I hold that at the present time
democracy in Queensland is in peril. Mr.
Lloyd-George, speaking at Carnarvon re-
cently, said that
“ Democracy was in graver peril in
Great Britain to-day than for generations
past; a deliberate conspiracy was on foof
in influential quarters to overthrow
demosracy and the Government.””
I am oi opinion, from what took place here
last session, and from what is taking place
now, that there is a conspiracy in Quecnsland
to overthrow democracy, pariiralarly the
democracy which the Labour party stands for.
Mr. E. B. C. CorseR: It requires a great
stretch of imagination to arrive at that con-
clusion.

Mr. ADAMSON: I think that is a fact,
and I have rcason for thinking xo0, because
the postal vote was knocked out @ few years
ago and the absentee voie was substituted
for it, «nd nothing has taken place since to
justify the throwing out of the absentee vote
and the reintroduction of the postal vote.
The proposal to repeal the absentee provi-
sions of the existing Elections Act shows
that the present Government, under the
malign influence of a certain gentleman in
another place, has ceased to trust the people
of Queensland. It would almost appear as
if they are saying with Hesiod of old—

“T hate the vulgar and keep them at
a distance.”

I should have thought that the Premier, at
any rate, would rather have taken the advice
of even a more famous man in many respeocts
than Hesiod. I mean Charles Haddon
Spurgeon. And I should have thought that
the Premier would have taken his advice
when he urged politicians and others to—

“Take & header into the rising tide
of democracy and get near to the people
0}{ England, and they will learn to love
them.”

I hold that if the Premier and the Home
Sacretary, and the gentleman in the other
place who I think has had a great deal to
do with the introduction of this Bill, would
get near to the people of Queensland and
learn what are their aspirations and wants,
then, instcad of regarding them as revolu-
tionarics who are trving to get something
which is wrong, they would find that they
are men who are only seeking justice and
right, and they would learn to love them
and to trust them, too. The prezent Govern-
ment scemed to  mistrust the people of
Queensland, and so they arc sesking to dis-
franchize as mans as possible. I would
commsnd to the Home Secretary the wise
words of Jamas Ruwsell Lowell when writing
on democracy. Ironically he says—

“The arguments against universal
suffrage ars equally  unanswerable.
*What! we exclaim, ‘shall Tom, Dick,

and Harry have as much weizht in the
scale as 177 Of course, nothing could be
more ahsurd. And yet universz! suffrage
has not been the instrument of greuter
unwisdom than contrivances of a more
select description. Assemblies sould be
mentioned composed entirely of masters
-of arts end doctors of divinity which
have sometimes shown traces of human
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passion or prejudice in their votes.
Have the serene highnesses and en-
lightened classes carried on the business
of mankind so well, then, that there is
no use trying a less costly method? The
democratic theory is that those constitu-
tions are likely to prove the steadiest
which have the broadest base, that the
right to vote makes a safety-valve of
every voter, and that the best way of
tewching a man how to vote is to give
him the chance to practise. For the
guestion is no longer the academic one,
‘Is it wise to give every man the
ballot 2’ but rather the practical one,
‘Is it prudent to deprive whole classes
of it any longer?’ It may be conjectured
that it 1s chesner in the long run to lift
men up than to hold themn down, and
that the ballot in their hands is less
dangerous to socicty than e sense of
wrong in their heads.”

The classes out West—the shearing classes
who are talked about as nomads, the men
who were referred to this afterncon in a
sneering way, the men who have borne the
heat and burden of the day in the West, and
have assisted to produce our national wealth
—should have a chance to record their votes
just as other members of the community
have a chance to exercise the franchise.
Mcembers on this side are just as anxious as
hon. memhers opposite that the women
voters should be afforded every facility for
voting, but we want to prevent corruption
as far as women’s votes are concerned.
Abraham Lincoln once said—

“ Dernocracy is government of the
people, by the people, for the people.”
And Theodore Parker said on one occasion—

‘“ Democracy meant, not ‘I’'m as good
as you are,’” but ‘Youw're as good as I
a‘1,11.7 3

That is not how members on the other side
seem - o regard the working classes in
Queensland. They do not say, ** You are as
good as I am,” as is evident from their
action in secking to disfranchise as many of
them as possible. John Morley, in review-
ing Hobhouse’s book, ¢ Democracy and Re-
action,”” says— '

“We need not, however, go to con-
servative heroes either at home or abroad
for proof that liberal or democrat are
not identical or <oextensive terms. In
more than one time and land the formula
of liberalism has been, ¢ Everything for
the people, nothing by the people.””

I hold thet these words arve applicable to
the present Government of and, who
have coascd to trust the great msses of the

people. They esr ther want to do every-
thirg for #hm p ople; but they do not want
to'do an; 1z by the people; they do not

want tho peopls to do things for themselves,
and that i1 the reason why this reactionsry
messure iz submitted to the Housa. The
proposals of this Bill are utterly oppessd to
the spirit of the times. he tenderwy of
to-day amongst the most progressive nations
of tle werld is not to restriet the franchise,
but to extend it; not to curtail the powers
of the people, but to increass them; not
1o take the names of people off the roll, but
to put as many on as poesible, and to keep
them on. Instead of that, it would appear
that the Government ab the present time are
anxious to take off as many electors from
tha rolls as possible and to kesp off as many
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as possible. It strikes me that this is the
reason for their doing away with the absen-
tee vote. If this Bill contained provisions
for the initiative and referendum it would
have been more in harmony with the spirit
of the tiines. When you go to Switzerland
or to America the tendency is in the direc-
tion of legislation to secure more facilities
for learning the wishes of the people. Iir.
William Sharp McKecknic in his new book,
“The New Democracy the Constitu-
tion,” says: It is to democratic Switzer-
land rather than to democratic America that
Greas Britain, now thet her old constitu-
tional bulwarks have decared, szcms to be
turning in rcarch of new « } orent
merit claimed for the refersndum i
is thoronghly demovratic in its tends
and resuits. The more extensively the
referendurm is resorted fo, the more com-
plete will be the triumph of democracy.
In Switzerland the sphere of the referen-
dum has not onlv been extended steadily,
but it has brought in its train that potent
engine of democracy known as the ‘ Initia-
tive,” The initiative is the apotheosis of
democracy.” What has the Minister in charge
of the Bill to say to that? The Minister
would have been acting more in harmony
with the spirit of the times if he had intro-’
duced a measure proposing proportionate
representation. In France they have adopead
it; in Tasnania ther have adopted it; and
they are inquiring into it in England. 1
have rcad one of the latest books on nro-
portionate representation, and I may say it is
an asneet of clectorsl reform that is wworth
considering, and without at this stage ex-
pressing any decided opinion with regard to
it. T will sav that it iz a question that is
yuch 10re in harmony with the spirit of
the timmes then the present Bill. There are
other ways in which the IHome Secretary
might have shown his democracy if he
wished to show he was a social «demo-
crat.  ¥le could have reduced the periad
of residence. The period of residence in
{he Commonwealth qualification is six
months, and in cvery other State of Aus-
tralia it is six months, excepting in New
South Wales, where it is only three months.
If a man lives six months in the Common-
wealth, he can get a vote for the Common-
wealth. Here you must live in this State
twslve months, and two months’ additional
residence must take place in any elsiorate
Lefore @ man or woman can have their name
placed on the roll.  If the hon. gentleman had
heen as democratic as he has said he is, he
could have knorcked out the last remnant of
the property vote and made re idence the
¢hiet qualification. Instead of that, he has
retained the old property vote, and we hold
that to-das the spirit of the times is to do
awsv with the property qualificaiion alto-
gether, and siraply give a vote for a man’s
manhood or woman’s womenhood. The
fact that thew are eitizens of the State sHould
he the supreme reason why they should have
the right to vots. 1If are to have the
postal vote, which I dirugres with altogether,
why do_we not do as is done in the other
States?  In overy other State that has the
postal vots, with the exception of New
South Wales, they have an abeentee vote.
If we are to have the postal vote, why not
also the absentes vote? Why not try and do as
they are doing in New Zealandi! Why not
copv the more demoeratic Dominion of New
Zealand, rather than go back in a reaction-
ary way and throw out the absentes vote,

Mr. Adamson.]
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which has givea votes to some of the best
men in  Australia? The hon. gentleman
should have rastained it, and made it more
effective. If he had been as democratic as he
pretends, he could have given us a definition
of “residence” which everybody could have
understood., We have four or five clauses defin-
ing what “res is, Why should not
“residence” e where a man resides for the
time beinz? T} t that a man is a worker,

e

nty-one vears of age, and
= to the welfare of Queensland
snhould he a sufficient qualification. Why

should we have all kinds of restrictions so
that it is difficalt to know what residence
means? I should like to know why a man
should b 1 two months in the elec-

ave to live
toraie hwefore he gets his name on the toll
of that electorate. If Le lives twalve months
in Queenslsnd, why «hould he not be able
to put his name on the roll at once? It
means that many may possibly be dis-
franchised for st least four months, perhans
ix months. That is a very undesirable
for eloctions wmy take place during
y six menths, and we are supposed to
believe that eve man should have the
chance of ey ing  his opinion at the
ballot-box. W should mike it possible for
every man and woman to ke on the roll:
but that does not scem to be the objcui of
this Bill. The property voter can get put

thoese

on the #oll in a much simpler manner—in
L

fact, within twenty-four hours—snd that
seeras to indicate that manhood is considered
of less value than money. That is why we
sey that the hon mombers sitting on the
other side of the Iouss stand for the pro-
perty classes, stand for the men who have
the wealth, and not for the manhood of the
nation, I think it is a very clear proof
that there is a oreat deal more value set
upon .preperty than upon manhood and
womanhood so far as this Bill is concerned.
Then why should all thesa unncee ATy QUECE-
tions be asked? A lot of them are ridiculous,
Is it not enou ¢ that ;

v

o

V-
that th

it not enouy

o
legal tirme in Quecnsland? all
theze vezaticus que-tions B as If the
returning officer eors thraush feat of

putting these questions to them, there will he
a good many whko will not vote.

Mr. Kirwan: That is ths object.

Mr. ADAMSON: I think that these things
prove that this is not the democratic measure
we should have expected from the Home
Secretary, whom I respect in many ways,
and who, T find, treats everyone in a most
humane and courtecus way. I find him,
outside of the floor of {his Heuse,  courte.
ous gentleman, and I cennot understand
how he can ke so distrustful of the people
in the way that is shown bx the Bill of which
he is in charge. I wonder what the men
who voted for the wiping cut of the postal
vote on a previous occasion are going to do.
There sre over so many on that side who
voted four or five vears ago for the- wiping
out of the postal vote. They will tell us
this postal vote is safeguarded. I am not
going to take an unfair advantage and Fay
that it is not safer than the previous postal
vote, but still there is very grave danger
in the postal vote we now have before us.
I wonder, too, what certain members of the
other House who voted for the knocking out
of the postal vote a few years ago are now
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going to do. I wonder what the hon. mem-
bers for Cunningham, Ceck, and Fitzroy, and
others are going to do. We also know how
the Hon. Mr. Barlow voted on this guestion
in another place a few years ago. I wonder
whet he is going to do when this Bill reaches
another place? I have his remarks liere on
the subject.

Tho SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. ADAMEON: I T am not in order in
quoting a speach of a me\‘nber of ancther
place, I will bow to your ruling, Sir. I would
have liked to have quoted those remarks,
as ther arc very aprepos of the present

} I could have quoted from the
: of some of the hon. members of
House.

The SPEAKER: The hon. msmber will
Lo porfectly in wrder in referring to the
speeches made in this Ioase during & bre-
vious session.

Mr. ADAMSON : I have not any selected.
ghicr.) But I would have liked to get
into ““ Hansard” the quotation from the
speech of the Hon. Mr. Barlow. I will
oppase this Bill bacause I think it is opposed
to true democracy, because it bolsters up
the strength of the property classes, and
sepuse 16 disfranchises some thousands of
the best citizens of . the Stute, If we can
izduce any hon. members sitting on the other
side to join with us, as they should do, in
view of thdir past professions, we will
amend this Bill so as to make it a truly
democratic Bill.  As it is, howsver, the
measure is opposed to the truc spirit of
lemccraey, and it proves that the present
Government is a reactionsry one. For these
and many other reasons, I am going to
oppess the Bill fo the best of my power.

* Mr. LARCOMBE (Heppel): When the
Lon. membsr for Port Curtis was speaking,
he was ¢ Hear, heared!” by the Premier
znd the Home Secretury, and it was rather

(Laug

ving to work up
. member’s speech.
remarks, hrowever,

gentleman’s
were very flat, and were more like a bottle
of stale soda water—a bottle that had been
standing about an hour without the cork.
I am sure the Home Secretary will appre-

The

hon.

ciate the simile, There was a dramatic
company in the Central district that played
in Gladstone. One of the actors during
the course of the performance had occasion
to remark, “We want a villain,” and the
crowd spontaneously roared, “ Where is
Kessell 7 That is what the electors of
Yontral Queensland think of the member for
Port Curtis.

Mr. E. B. C. CorsEr:
hampton jealousy.

Mr. LARCOMBE: If there is any jeal-
ousy—which I do not admit—it is im Glad-
stone. Instead of jealousy., however, at the
present time we are working up a strong
agitation for the creation of a new State
which will include Gladstone.

Mr. KesserL: Where are you working up
that agitation?

Mr. LARCOXBE: I would very much like
to reply to that interjection, but I think I
have digressed sufficiently, and I notice that
you, Mr. Speaker, are. obscrving me with a
very significant look. (Laughter.) Every hen.
member will admit that we require electoral
reform in Queensland, but no reasonably

That was Rook-
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minded person will argue that the measiro
introduced by the Home Beeretary can, even
by the gre.tesd stretch of imagina-

[6 p.ru.] tion, be properly designated as
electoral veform.” It is eloctoral

retrog ion, snd it 5 worthy of the Govern-
ment. ‘they alw trie tn thelr tradition thab
they ave the moss L vy Governiooeni in

12, and thev are lutroducing an Flec-
. ik

tions il if plactd upon the
book in itx peesont foras, will be a
13

the most reastionary in Australosiz.
Iy an atteap prolong
ren of # i Gove
an attemps o i ithelr misina

and incepseity in lond administrat
way sdmmistrad nd in their pul
policy. I am satisfied thot the c
Queenslend wil! re 1
to plice a barrier ecen t

Government, and when they do hat,
of the tide of democrasy being steronod in
Queensland, it will fow with increasing inten-
stby, and it will ultimatoly engulf the Govern-
ment which is seeking to pass this Bill, which
is wrongly designated as clectoral roform
attemptine to perpetuate their polifical e
tence Ly the introduction of this measurs, the
Governteent, have disearded &1l the soundest
priziciples of electoral legislation, as based
upon our own cxperience and upon the ex-
perignce of other Stutes of Austraiia, They
have studiously di ed all the sound prin-
iple slation in the other Statcs,
1ve ortis] abwolutely all the worst
provisions that thsy could tuke from the Acts
In operation in the other States of Australia,
If this Bill is passed in its present form, it
will sully the fair name of Australis and
saddle us with one of the most offensive,
inquisitorial, and res donary messures that
n in this or any other
country. This is ro exagmerated asserbion,
and it can be verified by reference to any of
the Act: now in operation in the oihor States
that have been mentioned by the hon, member
for Rockhampion, In Western / lia, in
Tasmania, in New South Wales, in South
Australia, despits the fact that there are
arti-Labour Governments in power, we do not
find a measure comparable to this Bill. In
Wesiern Australis the gunlification for enrol-
ment is six months’ residence, 1 i

in Vietoria
six months. in South Australia six months,
and in New South Wales three months' resi.
denes only is required, provided the person
has been #ix months in the Commonwealth,
But here in Queensland we are asked to pass
a Bill compelling persons to reside in the
State for twelve months. #nd to remain two

months in an clectorate, before they are
qualifisd for enrolment. Suppese, for in-
stance, that u person wore to come from

some other State snd - e in a particalor
elestorate in Queensland for eleven months,
that would not qualify him to bhe enrolled,
and. if that.same person had to remove to
another electorate, he would have to remsin
two_ionths in that elestorate before he conld
apply t¢ ba envolled, and the actual énrol-
ment would not take place until after some-
thing like sixtren months’ residence. This
provision is going to disfranchise thousands
and thousands of electors in different parts
of Queoens'and.  Shearsrs, for instance, and
miners, and similar classes of workers are
subject to the taxation of the country; they
are subject to the laws of the country; bus
hecause they are compelled to travel about
from plsce to place to carn their livelihood,
it is regarded as a crime. and they ars to be
deprived of their pclitical freedom-—denrived
of their political rights—which is a violation

[12 Aveust.]
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of the axiom that there shall Te no taxation
without representation; and I say unhesitat-
ingly that the Government, in irtroduciig
this amending Bill, are really siming a blow
«ab ths prinsiple of adult suffrage. It is a
subtle and treacherous blow at the principle
of aduit suffrage, an i o
irate again, in the I a pmnl’”
fow, the political power of this State. The
abolition of the alsent=e vote will do awuy
with one of the very bost provisions that the
pressnp Act contuins,

:d the rei: uction
of the paostal vote will reint

cduce @ prin-
ciple that has beea presnunt with malpractice
and corrupiicn. That was the experience,
sot only of this State, but ths experience st
Commonywealth elections when the postal vote
was in operation. What are the cluims for
rointrodaction of the postsl vote in this
The Government cia first of all,

15 t] bixining of a full expres-
n from the eleciors of Queens-
=dly, that it is necessary to
enable the women and the sick and infirm to
record thelr votss, Let us test these claims
by the actual ewperience in Quecnsland, and
also, by the experience of the Commonwealth
elictions. But before doing so, let me say that
the very nature of the measure indicates Low
shsurd the dirst claim of the Gavernmont is

at they require a full expression of pu
opinion at the elections. The full expression
of the opizion of the electors at the last
Federal elections is owe of the sirongest
reasons for the intro jon of this measure,
und it is realls to p nt the full and free
cxpryssion of opinion ¢ the next State clec-
tions that this measure has been introduced.
The reason givea by the Goverament for the
reintresduction of the postal vote is not borne
out by experience. It is absolutely chsprovszd
by experience, and that being so, why does the
Home« Secretary or any other member sitting
on the other side of the House attempt to rein-
troduce it without giving any sound or logical
argument for so doing? Let us apply the test
of the Flome Secretary—that the reintroduc-
tion of the postal vote will mean a full and
free expression of the opinion of the electors
in this Sete. We find that in 1907 the per-
centage of votes at that election was 71.61.
In 1908 it was 68.39 per cent. Those were
two years in which the posial vote wus exer-
In 1809, ofter the post
abolished, we #find that the percentage of
elcciors voting in Queersland had gone up to
72.38; and in 1612 it had actually gone up to
75.52. Dces that square with the argument
of hon. members opposite that the postal vote
means a high percentage vote? It proves
absohttely the reverse. When the pestal vote
was used in Queensland the percentage of
votes was much smaller than when the postal
vote was absant and the absentee vote was in
operation. Now, that is an argument which
certainly dessrves soms consideration from
hon. meémlers opposite. Now, let us further
make a comparison between Queensland under
the -akwentee vote and without a postal vote
and the other States where they have a postal
vote. We find that in 1908, the vote in
Victoria was 53.64 per cent. of the mumber
of persons on the roll. in 1911 it was 63.61 per
cent., so that in neither cage has the vote in
Victoria, with a pnstal vote, come up to that
in Queensland, where therc has b “en no postal
vote. In Bonth Australia, during the last
two elections, the corresponding figures were
as follow:--In 1910 the vote was 64.03 per
cent., in 1912 93 per cont. Now we find
that there sgain. with the postal vote in
‘operation, the percentage of votes was not
nearly as high as it was in Queensland when

Mr. Larenmbe.]
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we had no postal vote. Now let us take Tas-
mania at the last two clections, and the same
result is shown. In 1903 we find that the
perzentage of voters was 43.67, in 1912 it was

toria, South Australia, ner Tasmania, wherce
the postal vote was in operation, did the per-
centage ¢ome up to 70 per cent., although
here 1 Queensland, without any yostal votc,
but with the absentee vote, during the last
two clections our percentage of voting has
been wauch over 70 por cent. I say that
dissipates the arguments of hon. members
opposite.
The SrcrETAR yvomr Acricunsivme: Tho
Labour party is betier organised here,
Mr. LARCOMBE: The hon. gentleman
says the Labour party is better organised
here. Why, they have a Labour (Govern-
ment in Western Australia; they have g
Labour Government in New South Wales
and what is the use of saying that the
Labour party is hetter organized here? I
am not giving the figures for any party.
am giving the general {igures; we cannot
discriminate from theso figures as to how
the votes were cast. Let us apply a similay
test to the last few elections in Australia,
Let us apply the test where the postal vote
as been in operation, and sec what con.
clusion follows from the figures as shown in
official documents. In 1810 the percentage
of voters to the persons on the roll was 62.80,
and in 1913 it was 73.42. Now, we find that
in the Federal arena, when the postal vote
was in operation, the percentage of votin
was not nearly as high as it has been when
the postal vote has been absent and the
absentee vote has been in force. Thess figures
further confirm my contention, and they prove
it irrefutably, and the eloquence and oratory
of hon. members opposite cannot refute and
controvert the argument that is contained in
them. They prove overwhelmingly that the
postal vote does not mean a high per-
centage of voting, but that, on the contrary,
where it iv absent the percentage of voting
is much higher. It ic aleo argued that the
reintroduction of the postal vote is neces-
sary to enable the wives and families of the
farmers to record their votes. That argu-
ment is also disproved by experiénce. It is
also disproved by official figur We find
that the percentage of postal votes recordecd
to electors enrolled in 1910 was as follows t—
In Victoria it was 1.99, in Westorn Australia,
1.46, in Queenslani 144, in Tasmania 1.25,
m South Australia .84, and in New South.
Wales .75. Here we find that the highest
percentage vote was recordad in the smallest
States. Now, if the vote was necessary in order
to enable the wives of farmers and settlers
genorally to record their votes, then we
should have found that the percentage in
South Australia, Ques nsland, and othsr large
States would have been much larger than in
Vicioria, which A very small State, where
they have ave facility and every con-
venlence for recording their votes. On the
contrary. wo find that in the larger States
the percentage of pestal votes to the number
of electors cnrolled was much smaller than
it was in Victoria. And it is interesting to
note that in the little State of Tasmania the
percentage was 1.25-—a place where you would
naturally think the percentage of postal votes
would be very small. Now, if we take the
number of vpolling-places in the various
States, we find that where the greatest
number of polling-places existed the per-
centage of postal votes was larger. One
would naturally think that where there was

[3r. Larcombe.
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the least number of polling-places—in the
big States—the percentage would be largest,
but we find that in Victoria, the second
smallest of the States, the postal vote -was
50 per eeut. of the total vots. In view of
these statements, it cannot be fairly or
logically contended that the reintroduction
of the postal vote is necessary in order to
enable the farmers and settlers to record their
votes. In the Kederal elections, it is inter-
esting to note, the same malpract‘mg and
the same corruption that took plece In
Queensland under the operation ¢f the postal
vote also took pluee, and it was for that
rosson—it was because of this malpractice
and this corruption—that a posial vote was
expunged from the Eeder:zl Elestions Act
soms time ago. It is also contended that
this vote 1 necessary to ensble women elec-
tors to vecord their votes. This new-born
zeal for the women voters of Queensland is
rather interssting, because hon. members
opposite are the traditional encumies of adult
suffrage.
OprosrTioN keMBERS: Hear, hear!

Mr. LARCCOMBY : They have at all times
attempted to prevent the women of Qurxckﬁls»
land obtaining the franchise, and‘now that
thev have obitained it in spite of them, they
come along and fell them how solicitous they
are of their welfare, and how much they
require a big vote of womes electors, wnd
therefore they are reintroducing the postal

vote. It is ruther significant that we never
had a Labour Governm in  Australia,

with the exception of the iri-lived Dawson
Government, until the women obtained the
franchise. Immediately the women cbtained
it, Labour Governments began to spring
into existence. Thev have had one in Spl]lth
Australia, they have ene in New Sosth Wales,
they have one in Western Australia, and they
have had oue in the Nationszl Parliament.

Mr. Tuzonore: And we will have one here
before very long.

My, LARCOMBE: And undoubtedly, as
the deputy leader of the Opposition says, we
shall have one here verv shortly, in spite
of this attempt to deprive the women of
Queensland of the protection they are en-
titled to under any Electoral Act, And I say
advisedly that the reintroduction of the
postal vote would deprive them of the pro-
tection to whish they are entitled. The
scerecy of the ballot would be violated and
we would have open voting again in_the
State. Hon. members opposite have boen
persistontly and consistently opposed to aduls
suffrage. In 1971, when the Eleclorsl Re-
form Bill was going through this House, hon.
members like the democratic Treasurer—
(Opposition laughter)—the democratic Trea-
surer did his best to prevent ths women of
Queensland obtaining a vote.

The TREASURER: Not correct.

Mr. LARCOMBE: The hon. member for
Toowong moved an amendment that the
vote for women should not come into opera-
tion until there was a reduction of members
in Queensland, snd the Treasurer mapported
that amendment. The Treasurer laughs.
The Secretary for Railways supported i,
and also other hon. members on that side,
who are not present, and whose names I will
not mention.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS : They have it.

Mr. LARCOMBE: They have it, but no
thanks to the Secretary for Railways, who
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supported the amendment of the hon. mem-
ber for Toowong, and did kis best to pre-
vent the women of Queensland getting the
franchise until there was a reduction in the
number of members. There has been no
reduction in the number of members, and
there 1s no probability of any reduction
within the next decade; and, that being so,
the women of Queensland would not have
had the franchise to-day, and would not have
had it for the next decade, had the Seere-
tary for Railways, the Treasurer, and the
hon. mamber for Toowong had their way.
But, thanks to the resl democrats of Quesns-
land, that amendment was defeated, and the
women of Queensland possess the franchise
to-ilay. I would like the women of Queons-
land to Year that in mind when they are
reading the arguments of hon. members
onposite that the reintroduction of the postal
vote is specially in their interests. I say
that thet alone shows the utter hollowness
of the argument of hon. members opposite
ihat this voie is in the interests of the female
voters of this State. Further, the official
figures prove that the women of Queensland,
or of any other State in Australia, do not
require the postal vote in order to cxercise
the franchise. On the conirary, it is proved
that the intimidation practised when that
vete was in operation prevented thousands of
women from recording their vote. Let us

take the official figures to see how the women .

voted after the postal vote was abolished,
and also the figures as to how they voted
when the postal vote was in operation. In
1907, the percintage of female wvoters in
Queensland was 68.64, and in 1808, 69.05-—
that was for the two years that the postal
vote was In opsration. In 1809, after it was
abolished, the percentage of female voters
went up to 69.56, and in 1912 it actually
went up to 75.02. Can hon. members oppo-
site contend in the f{ace .of these figures
that the postal vote is required by the
women of Queensiand to enable them to
exercise the franchise? Do not these figures
prove that they were intiinidated in the use
of the postal vote? If they required the
postzl vote, then the percentage of voting
would have been much greater when the
postal vote was in operatton than when it
was ahsent: but we find that it was much
highar in the two years after the repeal of
the postal vote than it was in the two years
befora it was repcaled. It may be argued
that that is a narrow argument to use, and
cne which cannot be horne out in cormparison
with other Siates. Let us compare Queens-
land without the nostul vote with the other
Statss wherc the postal vote has heen in
operation.  In 1909, the percentage of female
voting in Tasmania was 43.67, and in 1912 it
was 08.73.  We find that at the last two
clectiors the percentage of frmale voting
was nothing near as great in Tusmania
under the postal vote as it had been in
Q:icensland where there was no postal vote
in operation.

The SecrRrTARY FOR PURLI? LANDS:
was a viry big improvement.,

Mr. LARCOXPRE: In Sounih Australia,
the same result is shown, Tha perventage
of female voting for the last two clestions
there is £1.03 per cent, and 6593 ner erni.

The SECRETARY FOR Pusiic Lanpg: An im-
provement.

Mr. LARCOMBE: It i+ nothing to be
compared with 1912 in Queensland, where
there was no postal vote, and where the per-
centage was 75.2 per cent. In the face of

There
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these official statistics, I contend that the
women of Queensland do not require ’Ehe
reintroduction of the postal vote in order
that they may exercise the franchise. They
do not vote in many instances under it,
bocause of intimidation; and when the
postal vote is in operation and the absentee
vote repealed, their husbands, in thousands
of instances, will be prevented from exercis-
ing their political rights. I was saying a
few moments ago that hon. members oppo-
sitc are not the true friends of the women
of the State, and that they are depriving
them of the secrecy of the ballot—depriving
them of the protection they require. We
know there are many workers wives who do
not carc to let the employers of their
husbands know how they voto, and there is
no reason why they should. There are

pienty, I will admit, who do not care two

straws, but there are many who require the
secret ballot, and we know they will not get
it under the postal vote system. That is no
idle statement, and it has been testified to
by many hon. members in this Chamber in
1907 and 1908. It is intercsting to note that
the then Premier of the State, Dr. Kidston,
when supporting the repeal of the postal
vote sections of the Act, said— )
“To all intents and purposes, if we
continue our HKlections Act with this
blemish in it, we abolish the protection
i the ballot so far as women are con-
cerned.”’
There we have it on the testimony of the
cx-leader of the party opposite that the
postal vote ztrips the women of Queensland
of the political protection that they are
entitled to at the hallot-box, and vet, 1a the
face of this experience, we find hon. mem-
bers opposite unblushingly getting up and
siatinz that it is in the interssts of women
that the postal vote is being reintroduced.
T contend that the Government’s policy is a
mistaleen one.  Thsy cither do not realise
what has taken place at the elections when
the postal vote was in operation in (Queens-
land, and zlzo in the Federal arena, or, on
the other hand, their action is one of duplic-
ity, and they fully realise what is Vt&kmg
place, and, knowing that the Labour Govern-
meni have come into power since the swwomen
of Q 1slend have obtained the vote, they
are attempiing in a subtle and treacherous
wav to deprive them of political protection,
and, thercfore, of the right to exercise the
franchise. Hon membevs, no matter on what
sido they xit, chould refuse to acquiesce 1n a
measure of ihis deseription; they should
insict thai this iniquitens postal-voting clause
should he rxcissd before the Bill passes.
Another pince of information that may be
intersefing, in view of the argwnonts urged
by hon. membars onpiosite, is that ir 1610,
when we find that the pescentage of postal
votes was highest, the birth.rai(‘ was lowest.
It has heen argued that it was nccessary
that this postal-voting svstem should be in-
troduced to ensble women in a certain
condition to exercisc the franchize. I would
like to give the birth rats for the different
States of Australia in 1910, and the percent-
age of pestal vetes recorded that year at the
Fedsral olections, to show how valuelsz: the
argument is. In New duuth W i 15810,
the birth rate was 27.83 por cont.: in Queens-
Tand, 27.33 per cent.; in Western Australia,
27.99 per cent.: in South Ausiralia, 26.38
per cent.; in Tasmania, 28.25 per cent.: and
in Victoria, 24.51 per cent. In Victoria,
where the birth rate was lowest, the per-
centage of postal voting was highest. We

Mr. Larcombe.]
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find that in Tasmania, where the birth rate
was highest, the percentage of postal voting
Wik ¢ the lowest. Now, if there was
anjy % in the argument of hon. members
oppovite that this postal vote is required, then
the postal voia Id be highest where the
birth rate was highest, and lowest where the
birth raic was lowest, wheress, as a mafter

of fact, the postal vote was
est where the hirth rate was
lowe: That is an intzresting
piece of inforiieiion in view of the arsu-
ments used by the hen. members opposite.
I coniend ut the outset that the reintroduc-
i f the postal vote will lead to the mal-
ce and corruption that took place in
the past. It is interesting to note what tesk
place at the 1807 clection. There were 21,804
postal-baliot certificates issued in conmnection
with that election, and of that number only

{6.20 p.m.j

20,624 were returned, so that 1,280 were not

d at all. ow, where did those 1,260
al-ballot certificates go to? Echo answers,
? Hon. membsrs on this side of the
House have shown that in many instances it
was proved that there missing ballot-papers
were torn up by the justices of the peace
who received them frem the persons record-
ing their voies. They attested the votes, and
when ther found that the voisrs were not
supporting the candidate that they were
supporsing themselves, and whom they were
canveszing for, they destroyed them. I say
that anr person desiring political purity in
the face of these figures cunnot consistently
support the reintroduction of the postal voie
for fear of a vcintroduction of ‘hese mal-
practices. The history of the Federal elee-
tions for 1910 shows that similar malpractices
took »l; There were £0,820 postal-ballot
certificates issaed for that election, and there
only 29.299 returned, coming from New

Wales,  6,219;  Victorta, 14,049;
sland, 4,020: South Australia, 1,751;
Western Australia, 1,977; and Tasmania,

There were 2,166 that were rebturned
too late, leaving a balanes of 5,415 that were
not returned at all. Now, a s¥stam that
permits of this scandalous doing away with
ballot-papers, or of keeping them until such
time as it is too lato for them to be counted,
and rendering them informal in different
ways, shouid not receive any encouragemen!
from hon. members of this Chamber. It has
weil proven by figures officially compiled
that at the 1907 Queensland general clections
in Townsville, Drayton and Toowoomba,
Ipswich, and Charters Towers, there were
5,652 postal votes cast, which amounted to
five-thirteenths of the whole of the postal
votes of State. These figures certainly
rather suggest that postal voting was not
the _votiny of the sick person or the neces-
sarily  slsent porson.  If the 'settlers of
Queoniland require the postal vote for the
purposo of cxercising their franchise, how is
it that five-thirteenths of the whole postal
voto of the Btate was cast in the big cities in
and around Brisbane and North Queensland ?
That is conclusive proof thst the arguments
of hon. members opposits will net sfand the
searchlight of investigation. The abolition
Lsentea vote, as I said at the outset,
is a subtle attempt to undermine the prin-
ciple of adult suffrage. It is a mockery to
tell a man when he applies for the fran-
chise that he may obtain it on certain condi-
tions, and then, when he obtains it, to lay
down conditions that will prevent him from
exercising his vote. I know exactly what
the abolition of the absentoe voie will mean
in Central Qnecnsland, or in any mining
district. In the mining industry there are
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thousands of men who have to travel from
one electorate to another within very short
periods, through no fault of their own. A
fall in the price of copper affects a place
like Mount Chalmers and other mining
centrcs in the Central district, Some time
ago the price of copper went down, and some
10 or 500 men were suddenly compelled to
chiange their residence and move to some
other part of the State, in order to obtain
a livelihood. In addition to the price of
copper falling, the shortage of weler compels
it s it d and thet means
swho are enza

changes. i the
engaged In that indu s obravel, snd, 1D we
pass this Bill as framed by the Government,
then I say we will be depriving those. men
of their political rights, because they have
to reside two months in an clectorate before
they can qualify for a vote, and it may be
too late for them to get a vote for an eleo-
tion. We know very well that the men
engaged in Mount Chalmers or any other
mine, or in a sugar centre, are often com-
pelled to leave an electorate just before the
3 of a writ, and they ars prevented from
aining a postal-ballot certific for that
very reason. We may assume that an elec-
tion wiil take place within two months after
the issme of the writs, and that will mean
of men will be absolutely
deprived of their political rights. and pre-
vented from exercising the franchise. They
cannct cbtain postal-ballot certificates, be-
cause they are not in the eleciorate when
the writ is issued, and they are not in the
new electorate in time to gei their names
cnrolled for that electorate. They may be
scattered throughout Brisbane, Buranda,
Seith Brisbane, Murrumba, Charters Towers,
and other electorates, and although they are
#abject to the laws of the country, they are
deprived of their political rights and pre-
vented from exsrcising tho franchise. Is
that a condition of affairs that any fair or
reasonably minded person should permit to
pass this House without a protest? In many
cases, even if the elections were three months

off, thess workers would not be enabled to
exercise franchise, because .al‘;h_ough it
only iakes two months to qualify, it takes

four or five months to pass the b’i:monthly
court and have the names placed finally on
the electoral roll. Without going into much
detsil——

The SPEAKER: Order! The hon.'mem--
bher has exceedad the time allowed him by
he Standing Orders.

Mr. LARCOMBE:
Speaker.
* Mr. GILLIES (¥acham): T think that the
previous speaker has made it very clear that
Queensland possesses the most undemocratic
electoral law of any State in the union, and
this Bill sceks to make it munch more so.
When we consider that this Government are
making frantic efforts—more so than any
other State in the Commonwealth—to induce
immigrants to come here from over the
border and from oversea to become citizens
of this State, it is alinost unthinkable that
they should seek to perpetuate such an
undemocratic measure as this. The previous
speaker pointad out that in the Common-
wealth, so far as personal resides is con-
cerned, six months is all that is required
for immigrants coming from oversea to
qualify to get on the roll. In New South

I am very sorfy, Mr.




Elections Acts

Wales they require residence for six months
in the Commonwealth, three months in the
State, and one month in the electorate, to
enable a man to get on the electoral roll.
In &ll the other States, except Queensland,
six months’ residence is sufficient to enable
a citizen to qualify to get on the electoral
roll. Queensland has been spending thou-
sands of pounds in advertising the State,
and bringing immigrants here, yut it com-
pels thess men to remain practically as
foreigners for a year, and places them on
the same footing as criminals and lunaties
for prasticully sixtesn mcnths. This 1s the

only State of the Commonwealth that
requires twelve months’ residence before a
man or woman is allowed to ¢ a say in
making t} vs whizh they ave asksd to obey.

Under the Bill

Lich is now kefore us the term
of  Tesidence if

extonded.  If t VE Y

passes Into law., 1t will be s v, not
only to reside twelve nmonths in the State,
but alo to reside two moenths and two

davs in a particular electorate lefore a
person can have his name registered by a
Registraiion C'ourt. Then another two months
must elapse before the revision takes placa
and the unfortunate applicant is allowed to
record his vote. We hear a good deal of
talk about law and order and democracy.
When people go on strike or break the law
in any way, they are asked why they do not
endeavour to bring about reforms by con-
stitutici:ial means—why they do not, return
to Parliament members who will give them
the reforms they require. The people who
talk in that way about law and order point
to the secret ballot as the remedy for all
evils, and yet they place obstacles in the way
of citizens exercising the franchise. A few
days ago I took the trouble to write to New
South Wales for a copy of the claim for
enrolment which is used in that State.
Under this Bill an applicant for enrolment
will be asked to answer no less than sixteen
questions before he can get his name on the
roli. In New South Wales the number of
questions the claimant has to answer is
eight—just half the number prescribed by
this Biil. The information which an appli-
cant for enrolment hes to give in New South
Wales is as follows:—

‘“Surname, christian name at full
lergth, sex, place of residence, occupa-
tion.”’

The applicant then goes on to say—

“1.I sm 2 (rnatural-Born or
isad) subject of the King.

“2. I am not undcr the age of twenty-
one years.

‘“3. I have resided, or had my princi-
pal place of sbode immediately prior to
the date of this claim—

For six months in the Commonwealth
of Australia; and

For three months in New South
Wales; and

For one month in the electoral dis-
trict abovenamed.

4. My neme is not, to the best of my
knowledge, on the electoral roll for any
distriet.”

The inquisitorial questions which are to be
asked under this measure are enough to
scare the average immigrant away from the
Registration Court, and I can quite believe
that that is the object in framing these
questions, end that the object of certain
persecutions or prosecutions in the past was

natural-

{12 AvcusT.]
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to scare people from applying to have their
names put on the electoral roll. The dis-
abilities placed in the way of the average
clector getting on the roll are increased by
this Bill, which provides that five additional
questions shali be put to applicants for enrol-
ment., Some of those questions are insult-
ing, and apply to matters of private con-
¢ern, wnd no individual seeking to become
a qualified voter should ks required fto
answer theni before he is allowed a voice In
‘he making of the laws of the ronntry, which
he has to obey. The position of a Queens-
lander under this Bill—whether he is wa.
native of Queensland ¢r of any other part
i Australia—is ihat he must answer all the
questions prescribed in the Bill before he
is allowed to got his name on the electoral

roll. What is the necessity for a cumber-
some  elestoral court? The other States
have ng such form and no suc roc:

s 1w reyuired by the clecrors ]
State to be followed in conncection with

the matter of puiting @ name on the roll.
In cther States the application i: received
by the registrar, and he places the appli-
cant’s name on the roll. But in this State
an application must be lodged with the
clectoral regisirar forty-eight hours before
the sitting of the court. Under the old Act
it was only necessary for the claim to be in
prior to the rising of the court. TUnder this
Bill a person may have resided two months
in the elsctorate on the very day that the
ceurt sits, and he will have to remain there
snother two mohths before he can give the
required forty-eight hours’ notice of his
desire to ba placed on the roll. Then he
will have to wait another two months for
the reviasn of . ol hefon k
stted to vete, so that the averags
on attaining his majority, who
s feoem oever the berder, will have to
at the very leasi sixteen montks befere
he can get his name on the roll and have a
voice in the making of the laws which he has
to obey.

An HoxoumaBLE MEMBER: What rot!

Mr, GILLIES: It may be dulness on my
part, but I am not able to see the sense of
the interjestion. I think I have made it
quite clesr that it is possible for a man to
come direct from another State and remain
here four years before he has a say in the
making of the laws of the country, because,
owing to the provisions of this Bill requir-
ing an applicant to lodge his application for
enrolment forty-eight hours before the sitting
of the court, a man who has completed his
two months’ residence on the day the eourt
sits will have to wait until the next court
before he can send in an application, and if
an clestion takes place in the meantime he
will not be uble {o vote until the next
gensral elaction takes place, which will be
thres vears later, and that, added to the
term of residence reguired, makes four years.

The Hour Srcrerary: And if he happened
at the time of that particular election to
be making a trip to the old countr%; it
might be eight years before he would have
a vote, .

Mr. GILT.IE®: That is quite possible, and
the possibility appears to please the Home
Secreiary. It is rassing strange that in this
demoerstic age all these obstacles are going
t) be placed in the way of citizens getting
their names on the roll. The property
vote is not going to be wiped out and no
obstacle is placed in the way of the property
voter transfrrring his vote from one electo-

Mr. Gillies. ]

Wooey
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rate to another. As the hon. member for
Keppel said, he can record his vobe in
another electarate within twentv-four hours
if he so chooses. The term *‘ homs" as
defined in this measure is one which I
believe will disqualify a great many aen
who have no home at all. If o man or
woman is staying at an hotel, or living in a
soarding-house, or a tent, having no per-
manent home, he or she will be disqualified
under this Bill. According to my reading of
the measure, it is necessary for a person to
have a permanent home in the electorate
beiore he will be allowed to get cnrolled. If,
notwithsiendi #ll the obsiacles placed i
the way of olment, a man snccesdy i
hiz name on the roll, he will lose
his vote if he happens to be out of the
electorate at the tivie of an elestion. The
difficultics in the way of recording votes are
much greater under this Bill than ther are
under the Consolidated Act. The flemo
Secretary sttempted to give reasons whoe
the postal wote should be reintroduced and
the ahsentee vote provision repealed, but I
think he miserably failed in the attempt.
No speaker on that side of the Ilouse ha=
so far offered any rearon why the present
system of abzent voting should be repealed.
In my own electorate one in sixicen of the
electors will be disfranchised by the repeal-
ing of the ubsentee vote, and T think that
will probably be the average for the whole
of the State. I want to say that, personally,
T did not bexcfit much by the absentce vote,
as the absentee votes reduced my majority at
the last election. There were 154 persons
allowed to record shsentee votes in my clee-
torste, and under the system proposed by
this Bill those people will be disfranchised.
So far, no speaker has offered any sub-
stantial resson why the present svstern of
absontes voting should be repealed. Thero
i ibility of corrupt prackices under
the present s n of abisntes voting, and
these who have been record
votes will have no pessibili
the franchize uader i il TIVE vou
some idea of the various people who exer-
cise the absentee vote, I will vive vou thn
result of the serutiny of thoss vobes in ny
lectorate thet I mede on the ocsssion
of the lust eloclion. I found that electors
on the Eael roll recorded their votes
for Quesnsland.  They
recorded them irney, Rocklea, Tast
Toowoombs, W vin, the Temperoence
Hall in By Woolloonzabbs, Roma

2y
e

Yeppoon, Clormont, Daiby, &
Sandgsie, Gimpie. Buranda,

Rosewoad, Puiddington, Kelvin
Grove, Qakey, Woenora, ( Chillegee,
Biboohra, Fowsilbrook, Geor Alma-
(: Dimal s 450n-
e, Char il
Bowen, Cloncurry, swood,
Wintan, Ave, and teally
er Cheons] o votes  ware
for the m_ electorats,  Pro-

r members eould have given a

if thev had taken the
¢ y in where the ontse
vt for their el rate were recorded.

he abecntze votes recorded all over Queens-
land represented one in cvery sixteen, and
they will be disfraschised under the
present Bill. The totsl on the roll at the
last election for OQueensland was 309,590.
Of these, 218,633 voted, or 75.52 per cent.
"The number of sabsentee votes was 8,929
males and 4,060 females, or, approximately,

[2fr. Gillies.
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one in every sixteen. As I have just stated, I
believe that one in sixteen will be dis-
franchized under the present Bill, and the
Home Secretary has given no reason why
the present ssstem should be repealed. He
has offered no'reason why those 13,000 elec-
tors should be disfranchised, and I think it
is a scandalous thing that those men who
may be compelled to be away from their
clectorates on polling-day should not have
the opportunity of recording their votes.
There is no provieion in the present Bill
for a yperson to exercise the postal vote
unloss he hias snother elector to witness his
baliot-paper. he Bill makes it very clear
that it is newsssery ned only to apply for
the absentee voting-paper within the elec-
torate, but also that the vote itsclf shall be
recorded inside the electorate. It says the
voter shall vote within the boundaries of the
electoral district for which he is gualified,
and_ mot elsewhere. That means that the
application must be made aftor the issue of
the writ, and to make the application it is
necessary for the elector to have his appli-
cation for an absentee voting-paper wit-
nessed by another clector or the returning
officrr.  Thet means that the applicetion
must be made within the electorate, and
that the vote must be recorded in the elec-
torate. It says no person shall have a postal
vote excert within the boundsries of the
electora! district in which the voter is vot-
ing. The penalty for a breach of the Act
is £100. 1 thersfore mointain that practi-
cally all those who record their votes under
the  absentee voting systern will be dis-
franchisad, and there has been no reason
offered why ther should be disfranchised.
There is snother thing I would like to have
some rveason offered for, and that is in
connection with the cancellation of polling-
places after they have been advertised. It
should be a reasonable thing for the IHome
Sceretary’s Department to_find out before
an election is advertised Whaf; polling-places
are required, and, if polling-places are
advertised, I see no reason why they should
ba cancoHed. It should be a simple thing
for the responsible officers of the Home
Department to furnish a reiurn before an
election takes place specifying the polling-
places which are necessary and which might
ko cancelled. There is another thing which
is of imwportance in connection with this Bill.
I notize the initialling of the ballot-papers
is to be done swav with. That mav not be
an unmixed blesing. In the cvent of the
returning officer, or the presidl}lq officer,
failing to initial a kallot-psper it will not
be informal. The numbsr of informal sotes
in connection with one of the referenda pro-
posals at the recent Federal election for the
whole of Australia was 171,658, The instruc-
tions to the presiding officers and to the
electors should be so clear that the number
of inforinal votes should be reduced to a
minimum, and, if mistakes are made by
the presiding officer, the penalty should be
disqualification from again acting. There
are severe penalties for the returning officer
and presiding  officers  who omit  to  do
certain things, and probably some of those
penslties are too drastic. Cerfa:mly, how-
ever, the presiding officer who fails to carry
out his duty should be disqualified from
again actirg in that cupacity. Ienorance or
carelessness should carry with it disqualifi-
cation. The penalty laid down in clause 29
is rather a drastic one to be imposed on a
returning officer for making a mistake.
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CREMATION BILL.
FinsT READING.

On the motion of Mr. MACARTNEY
(Toowong), this Bill, received by message
from the Council, was read a iirst time, and
the second reading was made an Order of the
Day for Thursday, 21st August.

COMPANIES ACTS AMENDMENT BILL.
FIRST READING.

On the motion of the PREMIER (Hon. D.
¥. Denham, Oxiey), this Bill, received by
message from the Council, was read a first
timz, and the second reading mude an Order
of the Nay for Tussday next,

FRIENDLY SOCIETIES BILL.
REecEIvED FrROM COUNCIL.

The SPEAKER snnounced the receipt of a
message from the Legislative Council, for-
warding this Bill for the consideration of the
Assembly.

On the motion of the PREMIER, the con-
sideration of the message was madu an
Order of the Day for the next sittizg of the
Hougse.

ELECTIONS ACTS AMENDMENT BILL.

SECOND READING—RE&IMPTION 0F DEBATE.

Mr. GILLIES (C'mtu‘vmg) said: I notice
thers is a provision in the Bill under which
persons may be fined for disturbing politieal

meetings. I suprnese it is a naturhl coroi
to  disfranchisun d
[7 p.m.] should e power in this Bill to

dexl with citizens when they in-

terrupt public mcctings, and this Bill gives
power to the chairman, aciing under instrac-
tions from the speaker, to take them along to
the watchhouse and have them fined ug to
£10. Personally, I am of opinion that the
r1ght to be heard is one of the first principles
of British justice. I have no time for any indi-
vidual who may come along to a public meet-
ing and disiurb it; but the quostion arises,
When is a public meeting disturbed ? Surely
not by a few pertinent irferjections! For
instance, if a public speaker were address-
ing a gathering in any particular_centre, and
he made use of expressions similar {o thoce
wade use of br the hon. member for Port
Curtis_this afternoon, I cannot imagine any-
one with a spark of manhood in hir replving
in any other terms than thos: used by the
leader of the Oppesition. In fact, if the leader
of the Opposiiton liad not replied in the
terms he did, b ‘\olﬂd have fullen in my
estiation. If a wiblie speaker makes use
of in:ulting or n ing statements with
regard to sny parson or pur’tv. is it Tight that
t}H sudience should sii quzéﬂ‘ and listen to
7 statcments? I think it wosld

at if px 0V1_>10n were made in

this Bill

removal from the hall of any
person “disturbi 7 the meetinz. As far
street corners " conserned. if & mon stands

up af a street corner and malkes n1iz lecdmg
or insulting sta wements, i¢ is only right thathe
should put up with any interruption thut may
tuke place. But if he has puld for a hall, he
has a perfect right to_be heard; but under
this Bill it will be possible for a partml chair-
man to call upon a policeman to take a
respectable citizen to the watchhouse and
have him locked up and fined simply for
interjecting. I think that is altogether too

[12 Avgusrt.]
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drastic, and I hope when the Bill is in Com-
mittee an amendment will be moved so far as
clause 45 is concerned. I regret, seeing that
our electoral law is the most undemecratic of
any in any Siate of the CO).HHJHWGJ]H} that
a Bill was not brought in to review the ‘whole
of our electoral law and consolidate it, and
remove the undemocratic p1ov1>1ons it con-
tains. I regard this Bill as being ten times
worse than the Industrial Pesea Act because
it takes away from the most mﬂlspensable class
of citizens in this State the right to olect
their law-makers. It takes away the right
our forefathers fought for, and I think thmt
right is not going to be taken away without
some sfective protest from the pcople who
are disfranchised. If I know anything about
{ueenslanders, they are not going to acsept
this Bill lying down. They are going to
make a profest, and possibly the Home Secre-
tary will rrause that the position created by
the pascing of this Bill will bear some com-
parison to the position creafed by the Wicked
Ten in ancient Rome, which mizht bs well
explained in the words of Lord l\la,czmxa,y—
“ Lest when our latest hope is fled

Ye taste of our despalr

And leszrn by precf in some wild hour

How much "the wretched dare.”

While the Home Seccrctary is not Appius
Claudius, he is certainly one of the Wicked
Ten, and I think knplu% Claudius is to be
found in arother Chamber. [
to name him here to-night, be
so, I would come into conflict
Speaker. I b
the m i

lth/xou, Mr.
rlicve the father of this Bil-—-

a4 Who ori Bill and sy
its most drasi I,, elur t to be fornd iu
another (bamb but ithe Home Secrot ary
musy take  the  res ihility of heing
associated with the vpa of this Bill, and
henceforth Lo regarded by QheenslandCL as
one of the Wicked Teuz.

Mr. PAYNE (J!z'tz'lzdl\: The hon. memker
for Port Cur «hen speaking this afternoon,
said there was a tendency to drag dewn this

House. I thought, as tin 12 went on, the hon.
member would grow wise enouch not to
make use of such words. I can honesily say

that no man who has ever oceupied a position
in this ITouse hasever attempted so much as
the hon. member for Port Curtis to drag
down the dignity and etiguette that has been
p sed for so many years In this Chamber.
The hon. memker set O’lt to belittle the
leader of the Opposition, and, amongst other
things, he said that the Tes der of the Opposi-
ton was receiving £800 a yes
2ir. KESSELL: I correcie] that

Mr. PAYNE: I would let it be decided
by supporters of the present Government
whether the leader of the Opposition is not
worth £E&30 while the hon. member for Port
Curtis is worth bharely £300. I thought he
wns wise enough to have forgotten all about
the Elections Tribunal. I would allow him
to select a committee {rom his side of the
House and let themn go into the matter, and
they would find out, the more inquiries they
mase, the desper the hon. member for Port
Curtis is in the mire over thut case. What
is the good of bringing it up here day after
day aud week after week? The hon. mem-
ber excused himuelf by saying that it was a
party vote.

Mr. KgssELL: I did not.

Mr. PAYNE: The hon. member said that
the hon. member for Wide Bay and I
paired, which is absolutely incorrect.

Mr. KEsSeLL: What did you do?

My, Payne.]
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Mr. PAYNE: I hardly think it worth
while replying to an hon. member of tiis
character. I .challenge anybody who sat on
that tribunal—any of their own men—to rise
in their places and say whether it is correch
or incorrect. The hon. member for Wide
Bay himsel{ said that he had urgent business
and wanted to get away, and the hon. mem-
ber for Coorvora seid that he had tried to
arrange & pair. As a matter of fact, every
or who was on the tribunal objected

t0 leava becuuse there was no arrangement
made v me for a pair. I do wnot doubt
the hen. member for Cooroora. I look on

hin ep a man, but there was a mirunder-
standing. I wus never approachzd at all.
Is wes only because the sssessors from our
side said, “ You had bstter go, because there
will ba two on one side and three on the
other,”” and any hon. member who was there
can bear that out.

Mr. XgesgrL: They threatened to leave
the court.

Mr. PAYNE: Then the hon. gentleman
comes along here and wants to make out
that the two of us paired. That particular
statemen! was no doubt mads to cover over
the statement that he made, that we voted
“party.” A more flimsy statement never
foil frosu the lips of any man. I have been
asking the asiessors from each side whether
the hon. gentleman said that the judge
onderad some of the assessors out. I under-
stand he said thot—I do not wish to misinter-
pret him, If he did say if, it is a wrong
thing for any hon. member to rise in his
plate and tell such a deliberaio uniruth.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mfr. PAYNE: Weill—to make such an
incorresy statoment.  Sarely, if we disspres
we can be men. The judge never ordered
any of the assessors oui. Yet we have un
hen. mber here in the shape of a man
who covies along and tells the Houwse that
the iudge ordered one of the assessors out.
Now, I want to tell you, Mr. Spssker, as
the hon. gentleman who wpoointed those
assessors—and if vou do not like to take my
word, see the judgs yourself and ask him—
that he never ordered one of the assesiors
out. These are things that a man, if he is
& man, should tzke excaption to.

Mr. KusgEL: Why did you leave the

court?
Ir. PAYNE: I explained why I lef. I
will zskx the hon. member for Cooroora or
wiy other «! the as *s whaet the cireum-
r2es were, The hen. member for Cooroora
sid that it was understood that somslody
vould palr with the hon. membar for Wide
Bay and I said, “ Why select me?’’ and he
said, “It would not be fair to have thres
from one side and two from the other.” I
t:l vou hone ment was
masle and if - wt feoting
of fair play that I went at all. That is the
truth, and I challenge any hon. member who
ant cn that csse—on the same side of the
1iouss g9 the hon. member for Port Curtis—
%o risa in his place and say whether i} is
eorrect or invorrect.

Mr. KrssstL: I was there, and I know
the facte,

Mr. PAYNE: I ask the hon. member for
Coorsora, or any other hon. gentleman who
sat on that case to bear me out, or say thag
what 1 have stated is not correct. I do not
think there was ever a man since I have

[3fy, Payne.
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been here—and I have been here in pretty
hard party fights, when hard things were
said from both sides of the House—who
directly or indirectly, in that miserable
sacaking way——

Mr. KpssElL: There was nothing sneaking
about it. It was too plain. That is the
trouble. )

Mr. PAYNE: I do not think it is a fair
thing thut any hon. member should come
Lere apd insinuate or mske siatements in
wilich there is not one word of truth.

Mr. Kpssprn: I do not insinuate, I make
ements.

Mr, PAYNE: I say that the statements
of the hon. member for Port Curtis in refer-
cuee to the judgr crdering me out; and in
reference to the palr between the hon. mem-
ber for Wide Bay and myself, are altogether
incorrect.

Mr. HuxuaM: Mr. Booker himself said so.

Mr. PAYNE: I thought that the hon.
gentleman had had enough of that ‘i,.rlbuna,l,
and that he would have been a wise man
and said nothing more about it.

The SPEAKER: Order!

2r. PAYNE: I have heen locking up the
a and I do not want to repeat what I
wve already suid. I think you gave the
hon. member for Port Curtiz very greab
latitude in attacking me, as the hon. mem-
ber for Mitchell, this afternovn.

The SPEAKER: 1 cannot allow hon.
members to impiute to me a statement that
I gave him latitude to attack the hon. mem-
ber for Mitchell. No hon. member’s name
was imeationed until the hon. member him-

Had the hon. member for Port
tacked any member of this House,
e bean very careful to see thab
o curtailed in his language.

PAYXE: I beg zour pardom, Mr.
Spealer. He distinctly referred to the hon.
member for Wide Bay and the hon. member
for Mitchel I do not want to_ take any

intaze of sny hon. member in this
n an hon. member on this
io or thet side rises and refers to the hon.
member for Liitchell, who iy the hon. mem-
ver for Iditchell? It is just as if he had
mentioned my name.

The SPEAKER: I must point out to the
hon. member that during the dibate this
afterncon the hon. member for Port Curtis
rred to a guestion with regard to par-
hip, but he did not make an individual
~ck upon the hon. member for Wide Bay
or the hon. member for Mitchell. He merely
mentioned it zs a question with repard to the
support of his argament in aunother direc-
tion. To my konowledge—and I think the
Houze will bear me out as to the remarks
of hon. members on both sides—there was no
personal attack on cither of those hon. mem-
bers.

Mr. PAYN

+
T

Mr.

: The hon. member for Port
Clurtis, in spoaking of the Elesticns Eribunal
case, hzs on more than one oncasion brought
before the House the tremendous cost and
the pollution in connection with the present
system. If there wus any pollution, 1t was
all from his own side. We all know that
the hon. member for Port Curtis, or some of
his friends, have had canvassers going about
and getting votes by every possible means. I
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told the judge in court that, in my opinion,
those votes could have been bought like
books, and I say so now. Take the case of
the man Connors. The hon. member in an-
other place, who witnessed the affidavit, is
a gentleman with whom I am personally ac-
quainted. Arthur Whittingham would not
lend himself to any mean thing, but it was
quite natural, when he witnessed the
affidavit in Reckhampion, that he might
not make any inquiries about it. I will con-
clude by saying that, if the hon. member
for Port Curtis was a wite man, he would
hold his tongue about the Rlsctiens Tribunal

ase. 1 believe that the Spoeaker can select
a panel of metbers, even from the Govern-
meat side, who W1H be housurable enough,
when they go into the matter, to prove be-
yond any doubt that the further they go
into_the question the deeper the hon. member
for Port Uurtis is in the mire over the whole
thing.

Air. KessziL: I am worrying you poeople a
bit.

Mr. PAYNE: As I said in the initial
stages of the debate, this Bill is the result
of the last Federal election. This is panic

-cislation, and the Home Sesretarv did not
¢t to tell the House about the corruption
that took place In the lest Federal election.
He tried to create an impression that the
doors were wide open to poliution in the
Federal system of voting to trr to pave the
way 1o bring in a meusure of this kind.

1 thy result of the Mavchmg inquiry
ihat 1s bemg made into the double voting
which the Tory Press of Quesnsland sad
the "Tory Govermment that now cccuples the
Treasury ben che opposite alleged took place
on that ogeasion? As a result of that rearch-
ing inquiry they discovered that there was

likelihood of soms three votsrs in every
nd having voted twice.

The Houe SirnETARY: But that does not
touch tio point I referred to.

Mr. PAYXE: I wonder how anyone in
the position of the hon. gentlemnan could
make the rash statement which he made a
few weeks ago over tixe voting at the Federal
elegtions,

The IiomMz SECRETARY: They are correct
statements—absolutely true.

Mr. PAYNE: They wanted to draw a red
herring over the track so as to cover the
defeat the Tory party met with at that
election, and henwe this Bill. The hon.
gentleman sad his sapporbers say they be-
lizve that every man and woman in QJueens-
land should huve a vote, and still they bring
in a Bill of this kind. If the Bill is carried
in its entirety, it will disfranchise 40 per
cent. or 50 per cent. of ths best men and
women in Queensland—the sons nwad daugh-
ters of the old pioneers in this country who
went out and blezed the track, and helped
to build up che cm\es We know thazt unless
the country disiricts are prospsrous our
cities will go ﬂwt The residence qualifica-
tion in the Bill is very amusing to me. That
alone will disfranchise 80 per cent. of the
sheavers and shed hands in mv electorain,
and in every other country eclectorate in
Queensland. Electors have to state that they
have a fixed place of residence with some
idea of returning there. It may not be in
oneo place.

The IOME SECRFTARY:
.one plage.

It need not be in
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Mr. PAYNE: How about the man who
lives in a tent?

The HOME SECRETARY:
place of residence.

That is a fixed

Mr, THEODORE: Not when there 1is a
cyclone. {(Laughter.)

Mr. PAYNE: Subclause () of clouse 12
reads—

“If he has no home therein, or has
abandoned his intention to return to
what was previouszly his home iherein,
he is not a resident.”

If a man is not a resident of an eclectorate
he canuot get a vote. In Central Queens-
land, &0 per cent. of the people have no
home of their own. I tske it that if they
were staying at one hotel and went to an-
other hotel they would not be fixed residents
there. A man may be on a station for three
monthM and he may hawe te go to another

L'cau v his work is conupleted—it 18
ally tsinporary work on a station unloss
it is beundary riding or something of that
nature-—he inay be three months working
on this station, and then go 100 miles away
to another station in the sawie clectorate, and

stay only a month there. He miay mnever
be outside his electorate, and yet he has
nover one place he can call his own. That
is nob provided for. ‘
The Home SecrErany: Nossense !
#r. PAYNE: fo, in the iirst place, the
reridencs  qualification alome disiranchises

some ¢f the best men and women in Queens-
land, and #till this Tory Government tell us
that they beliove that every man and woman
who is cntitled to the franchise should goi a
vote. I claim that the residence qualiﬁcgttion
a1011e Wi es the whole taing oub. Then,
onuey clauss &3, an clector outside his elec-
torate cannot wote unless he has knowledge
months presiously that he is woing to be out-
sido the elcctorate, and can wmake an applica-
tion for a postal vote before he leaves.

understan:] that is the resding of the clause.
I claim that the whole trend of this legisla-
tion iz to create industrial upheavals and

trouble. »Hon, mambers on the Treasury
benches do neb seem 4o understand it.  Al-
most every bit of legislation they have

ncy to create Lreaches
betwecn employecs and employers. Take the
cass of a wshed, savy 20 miles outside the
Mitch#!l electorate, with 100 men. Fifty or
sixty of those men may be Mitchell voters.
Ther would have no idea they were going
to be there on 81('0101’1 day. A 1 may
, and, in the ordlr;mvx' course
of affairs, in dry "weather he knows when
thev will cub cut; but I }‘ave known plenty
of shads within two days of being cui out, as
they thought, and thev have bsen there for
three weeks—a dash of rein comes on and
they are stopped. A man who follows ordin-
ary station work, unless he is a permanent
hand has not the remotest ides of whore
he will be on an elers n day. 17‘ ty or

sixty of my tors may be work-

brought in has a tende

[

[7.30 Jp.m. ing &% a certam DlaCu, but they
are not going to stop there, and
no power on esrth can keep them there.

The Home Secretary may think that by
means of his Industrial Peace Bill he ean
keep them there. He could nct keep them
there if he sent up fifty or sixty policemen
to do it. These men will leave, with the
result that the contractor shearmg- the sheep
and the owner of the station, both of whom
have a lot of men engaged, will lose the

Mr. Payne.]
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services of these men. These men will then
say, “It’s very rough; why don’t you have
a polling-booth here?” I understand from
the Home {ecretary that it is very easy to
have polling-booths at these stations. I can
show you that it is not easy. At the last
general clection in Queensland, when I got
up to my electorate, 1 discovered that there
was a polling-booth at Coreena Station and
none at the woolshed, 7 miles away. There
were 140 men at the woolshed, and only two
or three females at the station, and I thought
it was only right that the polling-booth
should be at the woolshed. I sent an urgent
wire straight away to the Home Secrctary’s
office. I did not ask him to make a new
polling-booth. I only asked him to change
the polling-booth from the station to the
woolshed, and the reply I got from the
Home Secretary was, ““ Too late.”

The HoME Szcrerary: That is quite cor-
rect; it was too late.

Mr. PAYNE: I had not the remotest idea
that such a state of affairs existed until I

t up there. I also found that at Beacons-

old Station there were some sixty men
engaged as shearers and shed hands and
musterers, and so forth, and there was no
polling-booth there. I made application for
Beaconsfield to be made a polling-booth, and
back came the same answer, ‘ Too late.”” It
i3 a most remarkable thing that the more
stumbling blocks you put in the way of
men in the West recording their votes, and
the more inconvenient you make it for them
to get to the polling-booth, the more deter-
mined thiey are to vote. So far as Beacons-
field was concerned, the result was that all
those men rode 18 miles into Ilfracombe and
recorded their votes. The result of the men
leaving the station was that some ill-feeling
was shown between the employer and the
omployees, and some bad blood resulted. All
this would have been avoided if Beacons-
field had been made a polling-place. With
regard to Coreena, I went to Mr. Miller,
the manager, myself, and he said it was a
shame that they did not make a polling-
place at the woolshed. Mr. Miller does not
vote Labour-—you could not expect him to
vote Labour—and it was his opinion that
there should be a polling-place at the wool-
shed. There would have been no trouble
about the appointment of a presiding officer
or other official, because all that was wanted
was to transfer the polling-place from the
station to the woolshed, 7 miles away; but
I was told that it was too lute. The result
was that a good number of these people had
to walkk 7 miles to record their votes, and
it caused no end of inconvenience. All the
talk about the Home Department not finding
it convenient to appoint a presiding officer
and a poll clerk wa= all moonshine.

The Hoxme SzorrTARY : Your suguesiion was
to break the law.

Mr. PAYVNE: I only pointed out what
was wanied as soon as 1 knoew that there
was no polling-place at the woolshed.

The Home SgereTARY : It way all your own
neglest. Vou should have made application
in time.

Mr. PAYNE: I had no knowledge ruch a
thing oxisted till T got there. When I am in
Rrisbane, I am 1,000 miles away from my elec-
torate, and surely to goodness the Home
Department ought to taske that into con-
sideration. All T asked was that the polling-

[#M#. Paymne.
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booth should be shifted from the station to
the woolshed, a distance of 7 miles, on the
same property.

The HoMe SecreTsry: Your application
was too late according to the law.

Mr. PAYNI: If that kind of thing can
exist in our present electoral law, there is
a greater opportunity for it to exist under
the more drastic provisions of this Bill. I
claim that this posial vote provision, which
will prevent a man from recording his vote
if he is outside the elcctorate, will disfran-
chise the wvery Dlest men and women in
Queensiand.  Still, this Tory Government and
its supporters gay, “We do not want to
digfranchiss any man.” They talk about
giving the sick, the lame, the blind, and the
halt the voie, and yet they actually deprive
many men and women of a vote under this
postal-voting system.  Men who have travelled

all over the Commonwealth, as I have
done, know that in the Western districts
thers are muny men and women—the

pioneers who have blazed the track—who,
because they cannot read or write, will be
deprived of the chance of using the pestal
vote. If they cannot write thsir names on
a postal vote, they will not be allowed to
vois at all. The hon. member for Rock-
hampton referred to the absent voting pro-
visions as existing in New Zealand, and under
that system every man and woman can
record their votes. It has also bsen proved
that under our State absent voting system
we have absolutely the cleauest and bess
method of voting, bar going to the poll
itself.

The Houe SecrETARY : That is quite incor-
rect.

2r. TuroDORE: Perfectly true.

The HouMe SECRETARY : Quite incorrect.

Mr. PAYNXE: That is very like the state-
ment we heard a few days ago, that there
were thousands of people who voted twice,
yet we know from what transpired since
that the hon. member did not know what
he was talking about. I challenge the Home
Seceretary and his supporters to prove thab
there was ever one instance of a corrupt
vote being given under the absent voting
system. The absent voting systein is so per-
fect that it is impossible for any corruption
to take place. When a man applies for an
absent voter’s vote, he has to answer cer-
tain questions, and he has got to sign his
name. It was the absent voting system that
proved that & forgery was committed in
connectizn with the Port Curtis election, as
from the signature on the vote that
avit made by the man (’Connor in
Rockhampton was a forgery. It is not pos-
sible for any corruption to
the pressmt alzent voting s3
be extended so that provision e
for it to apply to the sick. the lame, the
blind, and ths halt. and the whole thing
would be perfect, but we know very well
that that is not ‘ha intention of the pressnt
Covarnment. We know very well it is not
the intention of the CGuverrment to meke it
easy for a great number of voters to record
their votes in Queensland, and that is why
this Bill has been bromght in. The leader
of the Opposition dealt very ably indeed
with the question of a man who went sway
for a holiday and returned having to waitt
twelve months hefore he could get on to
the roll again. Tt would be quite possible
for a native of Queensland to live in Queens-
land all his life, and then go away for s
three or six months’ holdiay, and then on

=
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returning find his name wiped off the roll,
and he would ‘have to wait sixtesn months
before he could get on again.

The HoME SECRETARY : No; because he had
not abandoned his homec.

Mr. PAYNE: One of the’questions that
he is asked is, ‘ Have you boni fide and
continuously resided in Queensland for the
last preceding twelve months?”’ That shows
that a man would have to wait sixtesn
months before he could get a vote.

Hon. B. Prmwp: Nonsense.

Mr. PAYNE: It is not nonsense. Ie
would have to be two months in the elec-
torate before he could apply, and he would
have to answer the question that he has
resided in Queensland for the preceding
twelve months, and it would take another
two months before he could get on the roll.
That is the way they are going to give an
opportunity for the men and women of
Queensland to record their votes.

. The HoMe SeCRETARY: You are just erect-
ing some “Aunt Sallys” to knock down.

Mr. PAYNE: I only believe what I read.

(Laughter.{ I say that you may be a native
of Queesnsland, and yet if you went away
for three or six months and your name
happened to be wiped off the roll while you
were absent, when you came back you would
have to put in twelve months’ residence
before yon could be enrolled again. The
Government claim that they are doing all
they can to see that every man and woman
has a wote. Why, thew, do they zot make the
qualification six months’ residence as the
National Parliament have doue? This Bill
has been brought in in a hasty manner; it
is panic lagislation, and is brought in because
of the result of the last Federal election.
This Tory Government know very well that
unless they place very great obstacles in the
way of electors getting on the roll and exer-
cising the franchise, those electors will wipe
them out for ever.
* Mr. GRAYSON (Cunningham): 1 regard
the Bill as an intelligent attempt, not ounly
to secure clean election, but also to purify
the rolls. The hon, member for Mitchell is
of opinion that the Government have intro-
duced this Bill because of the result of the
recent Federal election. I can tell the hon.
member and other hon. members opposite
that I heard the Premier state last session
—not in the House—that he intended during
this Parliament to bring in an amending
Elections Bill.

Mr. RyAN: Was that at the caucus?
Mr. GRAYSON: It may have been at the

caucus. Bills of this kind are discussed at
the Labour caucus, and why should they not
be discussed at a Government caucus?

An Orrosrrrion MEMBER: You have a
caucus, then?
Mr. GRAYSON: Of course we have a

caucus, and excellent business is done at the
caucus meetings. A great deal has been
said by hon. members opposite as to the
supposed attitude of members on this side
of the House who voted for the abolition of
the postal vote in I911. 1 may tell the
House that if the same svstem of postal
voting was proposed in this Pill as was pre-
viously in force, I should strenuously oppose
it; but, in my opinion, the postal vote as
provided for in this measure is so safe-
guarded that it will not be open to abuse,

191331
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and it will enable many very old colonists
who would otherwise be disfranchised to
record their votes. During the last Federal
election a farmer who had been resident in
the Warwick district for sixty years was
laid up in the local hospital. He had voted
ot every election previously, and the last
Federal election was the only one at which
he was deprived of his vote. It is quite
true that a polling-booth was established at
the hospital, but only convalescents could
go there and record their votes, and, as he
was confined to his bed, he was deprived of
the franchise.
Mr. KIRwWaN:
resident of ?

Mr. GRAYSON: He resided at Freestone
Creek, in the Warwick district, and he was
an elector of the Warwick electorate.

Mr. Ryan: The Labour party got a
majority in Warwick, didn’t they?

Mr. GRAYSON: I did not follow the
totals. The only reply I can give to the
interjection of my hon. friend is that in the
Cunningham electorate the Liberals had a
majority of 1,300. I do not worry myself
about what happens in the leader of the
Opposition’s electorate, or in the member
for Warwick’s electorate. Personally, I am
in favour of the postal vote system with the
safeguards provided in this Bill.

An Ovrosition MEeuMBER: The same safe-
guards were supposed to be in the old Act.

Mr. GRAYSON: Not at all. I know
hundreds of persons in the town of War-
wick who, under the old Act, voted by post,
though they lived within a stone’s throw of
a polling-booth. I have no sympathy what-
ever with the suggestion that females who
live within a reasonable distance of a polling-
booth should be allowed to record their
votes by post. The persons that I sympa-
thise with are the men who are pioneering
in country districts, and who are, as the hon.
member for Mitchell said, ‘ blazing the
track”—blazing the track for Labour mem-
bers to go out canvassing the electors in the
country. As one who has lived in_country
districts for the last fifty years, I should
just like to say that the boundary rider, who
votes Labour every time, can jump on his
horse and ride to the nearest polling-booth,
whether it is 5 or 10 miles away, and record
his vote without any trouble. But his wife
cannot vote in that way. A selector with
moderate means who takes up land may not
be able to buy a sulky or a spring-cart to
convey himself and his family to town, and
what opportunity would the wife of that
selector have of recording her vote, unless
some such provision is made as that which is
proposad in this Bill?

Mr. Laxp: Not one in a hundred persons
in the district you are talking about can
usze the postal vote under this Bill.

Mr. GRAVSON: I know what I am talk-
ing about, and what I have stated is per-
fectly correct. The hon. member for Mitchell
said he knew shearers on a certain station
who had to lose a day’s shearing in order
to ride to the nearest polling-booth to record
their votes, because a polling-booth was nof
established at the station where they were
working. |, T may tell the hon. member that
when I was on the board I had to lose a
day’s shearing more than once in order that
I might be able to go and record my vote.
The hon. member for Cambooya has done

Mr. Graysen.]

What district was he a
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likewise. At the same time, I am quite in
accord with the member for Mitchell that
polling-places should be provided where
there are a certain number of electors,
whether they are shearers, rouseabouts, or
selectors. The hon. gentleman complamed
about the Home Department not providing
polling-places during the last election. I was
refused two polling-places in my electorate
because my application was put in too late.
But I must say, in justice to the Home
Department, thet, if anybody appeals to the
Home Secretary tor a polling-booth in good
time, and he can show good and sufficient
reazons for his application, a polling-booth
is invariably granted.

The HoME SECRETARY :

Mr. GRAYSON: I listensd very atten-
tively to the speech of the leader of the
Opposition, and I must say that he made a
very able speech from his point of view.
There was one matter he referred to and
which appealed to me. When the Bill is in
Clommittee I hope provision will be made
for a certzin class of electors who change
their place of residence during shearing
time, so that they may be able to record
their votes on election day. I am referring
to those shearers who remove from one shed
to another, and who, perhaps, may move to
an electorate in which they have not a
vote. My opinion is that those shearers
should apply to the Home Secretary for a
polling-booth, and that at every centre
where there are likely to be at least a dozen
men, thev should be given an opportunity
to record their votes. 1 notiée that clause
14 makes provision for the publication of
names that are to be put on the electoral
roll. That is a very wise provision and
will be a great preventive of roll-stuffing.

An Howovraste MeuBER: A good thing
for the newspapers.

Mr. GRAYSON: It will be money well
spent. T have not heard a member on the
Opnosition side say one word against it. I
notice that the returning officer 1s to publish
the name of the successful candidate in the
local paper. Thai is a wise measure, and
will save candidates, espscially in country
districts, attending the “declaration of the
poll. Provision is made for a new method
of voting, and 1 think the method should
be of a similar nature throughout the Com-
monwealth., Personally, I have no hesita-
tion in saying that I am in favour of the
old system of striking out the name; but
now the Commonwealth has decided on the
system of putting a cross opposite the name,

suppose that we should adopt the same
system. I notice the contingent vote is to
be continued.

Mr. Macrinrosu: It should be compulsory.

Mr. GRAYSON: I, too, think the con-
tingent vote should be compulsory, if there
are three candidates nominated for only
one vacancy.

My, MACKINTOSH :

Mr. GRAYSON: I am also in favour of
the abolition of the Flections Tribunal. For-
tunately, I have not had an election petition
lodged against me.

Mr. MACKINTOSH :

Mr. GRAYSON;: I know the hon. mem-
ber for Pittsworth speaks feelingly, and any
member who has escaped an election petition
is very lucky. In my opinon, the provisions

[Mr. Grayson.

Hear, hear!

Hear, hear!

You are very lucky.
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in this Bill render it a great improvement
on the old Act, and, with certain amend-
ments, I bs lieve the BIH will pass safely
through the House. I have listensd very
‘“entlv(lv to the speeches from the other
side, and musb hones tly confess that their
criticisms avo vory mild indeed.
The IHouME SEcRETARY: Very flat.

GRAYSON: There are some of their
blg guns to spe ak yet. The hon. member
for Herbert and the deputy lsader of the
Opposition have not yet spoken. So far, I
think the Home Secretary ought to be very
pleased indeed at the mildness of the criti-
cism that hus Dheen levelled against the Bill.

Mr. Turonorr: Ile has been squirming
all the evening.
The HoMmE SecreTary: Squashed, =2bso-

Tutely.

Mr. GRAYSON: My object in supl,ov‘ting
the Bill iz simply this: I want to sce clean
elections and pure 1011( I wish to take
this opportumfy of saying that I think the
police officers in the country districts of
Queensland deserve the greatest praise for
the manner in which they collect names and
put them on the roll. I know in my own
electorate—and mine is a fairly large one—
that many hundreds of electors would be
disfranchized every elcction were it not for
the cnergetic way in which the police collect
names. 1 would, also, in mcdlﬁng about
the police, like to say that in my opinion,
although they are euntitled to the fra anchise,
they do not parade their political views
when they collect names for the roll. I wish
to mention specially the impartial way in
which the police collect those names and
have them placed on the roll.

Mr. Turoporrk: The Home Secrrtary has
prevented them from collecting the names
this year.

The Houme SEcrrTARY: You are making an
absolutely misleading statement, and you
know it.

Mr. GRAYSON: Last Saturday week a
policeman called at my house soliciting
names for the roll. The police officer went
into the kitchen and got the name of my
servant girl,  She was from New South
Wales. That does not confirm the state-
ment of the leader of the Opposition. The
pohoe are most energetic in my district, and
they are making a deily canvass to get all
th(ﬁ names they possibly can placed on the
roll.

My, KIRWAN (Brishane): Before I pro-
ceed to deal with the main principles con-
tained in this very important measure that
has been submitted for our serious considera-
tion and criticism, I may be pardoned for
referring to one or two statements that have
bsen made by the hon. member for Port
Curtis. He threw across the floor of this

House an aceusation that members
[8 p.m.] on this side now and sgain find
time to aitend to the business of
the House. The accusation is totally .un-
justifiable, and the division lists of this House
prove tlmt as far as attendance and attending
to the business of the country ara connerned,
the Opposition compares more than favour-
ably with the party that the hon. member
follows. At any rate, it is not necessary for
the leader of the Opposmon to send out .
motor-cars for his followers when an import-
ant division is being taken. The hon. mem-
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ber also said, I belicve, that, gencrally
spcaking, members on this side of thw House
were inelined to use language in debate that
g]id not reflect to th credit, nor tend to
tiphold the dignity ol this honourable House.
The hon msmber is evidently making strong
and strenuous claims in order that the mauntle
of the late hon. member for VWoolleonzaliba
may fall on his shoulders. If I may ¥e per-
mitted to express an opinion, I think the
hon. member will prove a worthy successor
in every respect to that late mersher of this
House. The kon. member for Cunningham,
in dealing with this Bill, pointed out that the
police were collerting the names of eligible
“voters in his electorate. About three weeks
ago, when I found that the police were going
round my electorate and other suburban
electorates with the object of purifying the
rolls, since this Governinent pretends to be
s0 anwious that every eligilde voter shall have
his name placed on the roll, I asked the Home
Secretary would he issue instructions thag
these police should sacure, at the same time,
4he names of these who were qua
and have them placed on the e
The hon. gentleman, in reply, assured me
that it was then too lufe to issue those in-
structions, Ifight I ask him, did Le issue
ihose  instructions in i in the
Cunningham electorate r 3
there are collesting names, it is rather strange
that they are not also collecting them in the
metropoiitan area.

The HoMe SECRETARY: I would point out
that this is a particular request which the
police were instructed to carry out.

Mr. KIRWAN: The public outside may
well forw: an opinion as to the value of any
statement t may be made by ths Home
Secretary on that particular peint. We have
heard a lot to-night about the oud pioneers of
Queensland who blazed the track being en-
titled in vote. There is no member sitting
on this side who has any other wish. But
what sbout the ien who blazed the track in
Qusensland in years sone by, who are now
unfortunately within the precints of a certain
Gevernment ipstitution? If those pionears
of whom mermbers on the other side tall-—
and talk is cheap—are entitled to vate, why
not extend the franchiss to those who are in
Dunwich?

Mr. B. B. C. Corser: Are they not being
cared for by the Government.

Mr, KIRWAN: Certainly they are, but
only csred for by the State as any State
worthy of the name of a civilised nation or a
Christian community would care for its aged
and its infirm.

Mr. Huxzaw: It is a sin to be old.

Mr. KIRWAN: Evidently.
membpers consider they are giving a great
concassion. Does the hon. member for Mary-
borough suggest that when these old people
are no longer able to work and have no
relatives able to support them that the Go-
vernment should knock them on the head?
Many reasons bave been adduced for this
measure, and we have the suise old cry from
the Government benches. There is nothing
orizinal about it. In tho reuwsons which
prompted the Cabinet, when they drew up
the Governor’s Sipeech, to make special re
ference to this measure, in what I rezard as
a very insulting paragraph, and in the whole
burden of the song of the Home Sezretary,
there is nothing original. We find even as
far back as the year 1432—that is a good few
years ago—it was found nccessary to intro-
duce & measure more or less on the lines of

Ffome hon.
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the Bill which the Home Secretary is respon-
sible for. I might be permitted to quete
from an old Act to bear out what I Lave said,
that the iffome Secretary Is only repecating
old canards culled from history, and which
have always been used by the particular class
e so ably represenis in thus ouse when
their privileges have beea asssiled. In the
preamble of an Act passed in 1432 we find
these words—

‘“The election of knights hath of late
been made by outrages, and excessive
numbers of people, many of them of
small substance and valus, yot pretend-
ing a right equal to the best knights and
esquires, whereby manslaughters, riots,
Latteries, and divisions auwiong the gentle-
men and other people shall very likely
riso and be, unless due remedy be pro-
vided.”

And the remedy was a Bill scomewhat similar
to the one which the Home Secretary has
introduced here—a Bill intended to dis-
franchise a certain section of the people—
to prevent that section of the people from
exercising their undoubted and God-given
right to vote against the then occupants
of the Tressury benches. Coming down a
little later, we find that Lord Stfanley, in
introducing the Irish Registration Bill in the
House of Commons in 1840, said that a
number of names had found their way by
illegitimate means on to the elestoral roll,
and as a rule there wsas bribery, corruption,
and perjury. The same old statement with
regard to the case and the same old justi-
fication for depriving a large section of the
people of the right to vote! Unfortunately
for a section of the Irish people at that
time, they decided to vote against a cerfain
dominant party, and when that party found
they could not secure the return of their
representatives—like the present Govern-
ment at the last Federal clections—when they
found their party practically annmihilated in
Quecnsland, they come along with this mea-
sure and take all sortz of care to secure
their position on the Treasury benches by
following exactly similar lines to those
adopted in 1432, and by Lord Stanley in the
British Houss of Commons in 1840. Have
they found that these Acts have prevented
the onward march of democracy? Do #he
occupants of the Treasury benches imagine
that by passing a Bill of this kind, which is
going to disfranchise a section of voters in
Quecnsland, who are justly entitled to exer-
cise the franchise as Queensland cifizens—do
they. imagine by doing this, that they are
going to stop the onward march of the
Labour movement and secure the Treasury
benches to their party for all time? If they
do, they certainly misread history. I ven-
ture to say that there are men in the West
against whom this measure is particularly
directed. I have in my mind’s eye at present
an instance where one of these electors, a
blind man, walked 20 miles to register his
vote for the hon. member for Warrego. And
this is the spirit that has made the Labour
party, and this is the Government that thinks
15 can kill that spirit. We are told by some
hen. members ou the other side that they
bolieve in democracy. I think that it would
be truer if they said, ** We believe in this
party being in power, and we are prepared
to take all sorts of means, zs far as our
majority in this House will allow us to do,
to preserve in power that party.” We have
heard them during this debate expressing
great fears that some women would not be
allowed to vote unless the postal vote ageain

Mr. Kirwan.]
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was introduced, yet we know that when
on several oceasions hon. members repre-
senting this party on Thursday afternoouns, by
specific motion, moved for amendment of
the Elections Act to include women, all
these stalwurt Tories or their immediate
predecessors tallked them out. It is a well
known fact that one Minister earned for
himself the name of ‘The Minister for
Thursday afternoon,” and on one occasion
gave as his reason that scurrilous line from
Pope, ““ Every woman is at heart a rake.”

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. KIRWAN: I am very sorry if T have
transgressed any rule of the House.

The SPEAKER: I would suggest to the
hon. member that he should discuss the Biil
and the prnciples c¢ountained in the Bill. His
last remnarks have relercnce to incidents of
twenty years ago.

My, KIRWAN: I am just trying to con-
nect the Government which is at present so
excessively taken up with the desire that
every woman shall record her vote with the
Government that blocked the women from
getting the vote until they could no longer
accomplish it. Now, take the questions that
are provided to be asked of claimants for
enrolment. It is rather strange that in the
other States and in the Commonweslth the
electoral claim form is made as simple as
possible, but this Government sets out to
make it as complex as possible send ask all
manner of ridiculous questions. I do not
know how they will fare with the average
lady of the rommunity—whether they will
insist that she shall put her age on the
electoral claim, to he duly advertised
throughout the length and breadth of the
land. Then we have the section with re-
gard to residence. It was contended by the
hon. member for Mitchell that, if a person
left Queensland for a three months’ trip or a
six months’ trip, notwithstanding that he
might have been one of those old pioneers
in whom so much interest recently has been
taken by hon. members on the Government
benches, that same person would have to
reside in Queensland for fully sixteen months
on his return before he would be able to
record his vote. The hon., member for
Townsville distinctly states that would not
be possible. When the leader of the Oppo-
sition the other night was pointing out that
the postal vote would not be available to a
large section of the community, the hon.
member for Charters Towers disagreed with
him. These two disagreements—the one on
the part of the hon. member for Charters
Towers with the leader of the Opposition,
and the other on the part of the hon.
member for Townsville with the hon. member
for Mitchell——only go to prove that there
are QGlovernment supporters who cannot
imagine that this Bill is so drastic as it
is. They cannot believe that any Government
would be guilty of bringing in a mcasure
that would have such an effeet as this, so far
as wholesale disfranchiscmert is concerned.
We see in this Bill a kindly regard for the
property-owner as against the man with a
residence. I know that in the Brisbane
electorate at the last election, when it was
found that there waa going to be a Labour
candidate, there was a wholesale rush to
get in property-owners who couald ke spared
from the electorates of the hon. member for
Bulimba and the hon. member for Toowong
and the hon. member for Toombul, and so on,
but they did not get sufficient to effect their

[Mr. Eirwan.
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purpose. That, however, does not say that
these people at the next election might not
bring in 200 or 300 from Toombul, whers
the hon. member has such a majority thab
he could well spare that number, and still
and
there are quite a number who live in Pad-
dington who know that their vote 18 no use
because they cannot shift the Labour repre-
sentative. Thesc people could all be trans-
ferred into Brisbanc twenty-four hours before
the election. What for? And then the Hon.
the Home Secretary gets up, and through
““ Hansard,” desires to assure the people gf
Quesnsland that the Government are not in
favour of swamping sny electorate. Fle does
not expect the intelligent members of this
Flouse to give any credence to his state-
ment, but there are doubtless a good section
of the cormmunity who will read the statement
in the Press, who have not studied the Bill
and have had no opportunity of discussing
its provisions, who would accept the state-
ment of a responsible Minister of the Crown
and believe that the Government are anxious
that there should be no undue swamping of
any electorate. Under this Bill there i3
nothing to prevent Brisbane being swamped
so that it might be possible for the Govern-
ment to win back that scat. We know that
on the last occasion they were very sore
about the defeat. We know that the police
were out for ten weeks trying to hunt up a
case against myself, and, notwithstanding
the fact that their work was checked, nob
once, but twice and thrice, I am here in
spite of all the opposition that there was
agaipst me, and in spite of the attempt
made by that party to upset me when
had been duly elocted. I certainly desire to
give credit to the Home Secretary for in-
troducing a uniform system of voting. I
am only sorry that he did not go a bit
farther and have the surnames only on the
ballot-paper. I think it would be a very
wise provision, and, just to give an illus-
tration why I argue in that particular way,
I might mention that at the last Brisbane
olection there were people who recorded
their votes somewhat in this way. They saw
on the ballot-papers the names ‘ Forrest,
Fdward Barrow,” and * Kirwan, Michael:
Joseph.”” A number of people did not know
“ Tidward Barrow,” but they knew * For-
rent.” They struck out ¢ Edward Barrow,”
and they left « Forrest ”” in, and they struck
out the whole of my surname and the whole
of my Christian names.

Mr. Booker: That is a reflection on the
votars.

Mr. KIRWAN: It may be, as the hon.
member for Wide Bav suggests, a reflection:
on the voters, but it only goes to show that
there are many elesiors who get confused,
and T think, if they had only the two names
“ Forrest  and “ Eirwan,” or ss_the cuve
may be, they would know the candidate= by
those names, and bhs able to vote without a
mistaks. The same thing, I believe, ocnur.red
in the Chillagoe elestorate on one cccasion,
when a candidste there. had for his Christian
names two well-known surnames, and the re-
sult was that the people crossed out the two
Christian names, and left his actnal surname
standing by itself. They crossed out the
whole of the Labour candidate’s surname,
and his Christian name as well.

Mr. Harpacrz: There have been cases
like that in all the electorates.

Mr. KIRWAN: I hope the Government
will be prepared in Committee to accept
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an amendment to have only the surnames on
the ballot-paper, except in cases whers two
people of the same name put up, when it
would be necessary to distinguish them by
their Christian names. Now we come to
the question of rowdy meetings. Both out-
side on a publio platform, and in this House,
I have eoxpressed my opinion that it is
advisable at all times to listen to a candi-
date giving oxpression to his views—that,
if the electors disagree with some candidate
who uses anything but choice language, snd
who is guilty of the most contemptible mis-
represantation and is a past ter in the
art of mendacity, they should rise in a body
and quit the hall and leave the candida
hirmgelf, which would be much b
expresring their disapproval by continuous
interjections. However, this provision will
react on the Government. I am not afraid
of this rlause. The Liberal candidate who
gets o2 or two electors locked up and fined
will find he has done something that will hit
him on election day, and not the Labour
party.

Mr. Grant: The TFederval Lakour
introdused that in their Elections Bill.

Mz, KIRWAN: We hedr remarks, when-
ever a principle of this kind is being dis-
-cussed, that the Labour party introduced it,
but, if you analyse it, you will find the prin-
ciple is entirely different. We will test some
of those hon. members opposite in Committee
by submitting some of the provisions con-
tained in the Commonwealth Act. Then we
shall find them trooping in and standing
behind the ITome Secretary when the
division bell rings, proving, after all, there
may be some justification for referring #o
them as political humbugs. While it has

7

pasiy

* been proved that it will be a wise procedure

to wipe out the old system of elections tri-
bunals, I still think the Government might
have gone a little further, and in cases
where the judge has given a certificate to
the effect that the election was rendered void
by some mistake or other on the part of the
returning officer, the legal expenses, or what-
ever other expenses are incurred by both
candidates, should be paid out of the con-
solidated revenue. I do not think it is fair,
simply because the Government have nom-
inated an incompetent official to act as re-
turning-officer, that cither of the candidates
should be compelled to go to the expense
of testing the case beforo the judge, and
after that be put to the further expense of
another election, when, if the official who
had the management of the election had been
properly gualifisd, the mistake would never
have occurred,

A ClovemNwnNT X
age litigation.

Mr. KIRWAN: I cannot agree with the
hon. membsr that it would encourage litiga-
tion. At any rate, it would stand for jusiice.
It has been suggested that, instead of put-
ting the initials of the presiding officer on
the ballot-paper, as haretofore, he is going
to put a number. If the number of the voter
is 1008 on the ballot-paper, immediately op-
posite his neme on the roll which the pre-
siding officer has, the number 1008 will be
put.

The Hoxz SpcRETARY: No. It =1l depends
on what his number is on the electoral roll.
The number on the bullet-paper is not neces-
garily the ssme as the number oh the elec-
toral xoll.

4BER: It would encour-

[12 Avaust.]
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Mr. KIRWAN: That is what I am #rying
to get at. By way of illustration, we will
say the number of an elector is 540 on the
roll, and he is the 570th elector to vote that
day: Is it not correct to say thab 570 will
be put opposite that elector’s name?

The Home Secrersry: No; his number on
tie electoral roll.

Mr. KIRWAN: Then, in the event of an
Elections Tribunal case the mumber for the
purpose of the identification of a voter will
not be the number on the roll, but the num-
ber on the ballot-paper?

The Hour SECRETARY: No, the number on
the roll and the number of the ballot-paper—
the one follows the other. The two form the
identificasion.

Mr, KIRWAN : I must admit that I ean-
not follow the Home Hecreiary.

The Hour SecreTARY: The number on the
ballot-paper will also be placed on the roll.

Mr. KIRWAN: That is what I am con-
tending. What I want to ask is this: How big
will the names be printed in the new roll
to allow of that being done? Does the hon.
gentleman seriously contend that with the
present type in use in our ordinary electoral
roll, an official, no matter how expert he is
in making figures—and he will have to make
them very minutely—can place the number
opposite the name of each elector on the
ballot-paper? If that is necessary to be done
in future, we shall have to print the clectoral
roll in very large type; otherwise, there
will b serious confusion.

The SPEAKXR : This is purely a matter
of detail which can be considered in Com-
mittee. .

Mr. KIRWAN: I have another i%ugges@:ion
to make. If the Home Secretary is anxious
that people should have an undoubted right
to exercise the franchise, it would perhaps
be better, to make the thing certain,'to draw
a line under the name of cach candidate, so
that, if people put a cross, so long as it 18
between those two lines, it should count even
if it is not in the square, becauss we know
that sometimes the square is not made large
enough. Then, in regard to the cancillation
of polling-places, this is another method by
which a Home Secretary, who might be a
strong partisan, would be able to deal a
blow at a political opponent. I do not sug-
gest that the present holder of the office
would stoop to methods of that kind, but if
he were desirous of doing so, this clause
would give him the opportunity. I do not
think 1t is advisable, - after the writs are
imued, to csnvel any polling-places, and if
returning officers knew their duties, they
would revise their polling-places as popula-

) < in the meantime. Before the
=d, returning officers should
o the polling-plssss, as, owing fo new
wipent having taken place, it may be
nevessary to have a new pollighooth at a
particular place. Or perhaps, owirg to the
fsct that a mining iield, on which +
150 electors at the last general elsc
worked out, and the miners had boen trans-
ferred to a mew field, it might be advisable
that the polling-place should be cancelled
and a pew one instituted. I kad an sxperi-
ence my=elf in this matter. The hon. mem-
ber for Paddington had a wolling-place on
Spring Hill at the Leichhardt Street School,
and I applied to huve the negessary officer
put in there, in order that people who lived
on the borders of both electorates might be

Mr, Kirwen.}




876 Elections Acis

enabled to vote in Spring Hill without
going to the Temperance Hall in town, but
I was told that one polling-booth was suffi-
cient, The Home Secretary, or his respon-
sible advisers, did not display any great
anxiety to study the convenience of the
women living in the Spring Hill district
on that occasion, because it happened to
be a Labour stronghold. It was not advisable
to give thess facilitiss to vote. On the other
hand, it was compulsory that ther should go
to the city. The Government say they believe
in democracy and azo desirous of getting
the views of the people of Queensland at
every general election, and every facility
should be given in the way of providing
polling-booths, and opportunities for those
who are entitled to be on the roll to get on
the roll. We do not want any of thase pro-
visons such as arc forecasted in this parti-
cular measure, which, if it becomes law, will
have the result, first of all, of making it as
difficult as possible for people to get on the
roll, and when they got on the roll masking
it just as difficult, in case they follow certain
occupations, for them to record their vote.

This is the stamp of measure
[8.30 p.m.] which comes from the Govern-

ment berches, and hon. members
opposite ask this House to believe that it
has besn prompted by a sincere desire on
their behalf to purify the rolls. We know
pexfectly well that all their wild statements
about corruption, double voting, impersona-
tion, and everything else, in connection with
the last Federal election, hive fallen abso-
futely to the ground. We know thst the
inquiry which was called for immediately the
Federal Parliament met—ealled for by a Go-
-vernment belonging to the same party that
members opposita belong to—has not justified
any one of the Home Secretary’s remuarkable
statements. Is the hon. gentleman going
to apologise? Has he not based this very
measure on the statements which he made on
that occasion?

CrerosrrioN Mewsers: Hear, hear!

The HoME SECRETARY: When the investiga-
tion is completed and the rolls are cpened,
then I will have something to say.

Mr. KIRWAN: The Government on the

reasury benche: in the National Parlia-
ment did not feel called upon to appoint a
Royal Commission or anything of that kind,
as it would not justify the wild statements
of those who were suffering the pangs of
defeat. I hope it will not be very long
before the Government occupying the Federal
Treasury benches will be out of office. T
have nothing further to #ay, except to
express my regret as a Queenslander that I
should see a Government on the Treasury
benches who wish to resort to the tactics
which were resorted to in the years I have
mentioned, and I am sorry to say that they
have got members to support them for the
spenifio purpose of guaranteeing them a
fresh lease of power by disfranchising a
large section of the people of Queensland.

Lieut.-Colonel RANKIN (Burrum): I have
some diffidence in rising to speak on the
question now before the Chamber, because
the very importance of it must meke any
hon. member who is fully seized of it halt
and consider very carefully before he ex-
presses an opinion. 1 listened with some
interest to the various speakers, and I con-
ess that generally there seems to be a
desire that there should be a fair and equit-
able franchise throughout Queensland. T

[3r. Kirwan.
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think there is an honest intention on the
part of most members to endeavour to
obtain that end, but hon. members nob
infrequently, in regard to principles of this
kind, are apt to lose sight of the _great
importance of the principle involved in the
stateruents they make. To my mind, there
is no more important matter that this
honcurable House could be asked to deal
with than en Elections Act. It is greater
and more important than the Constitution
itself, becauss, aiter all, the Constitution
under which we live is to a great exfent a
dead thing. The Constitution is only really
galvanised into life and into being through
the express will and wish of the people as
expressed  through  Parliament. =~ Conse-
quently, my opinion ig that in dealing with
Parliament and with the constitution of Par-
liament, which is another way of interpre-
ting the Eleciions Act, we are really deal-
ing with the very basic principle of consti-
tutional government and of responsible go-
vernmnnt. We should think of the privileges
appertaining to the position we occupy in
Queenslaad or in Austraiia. Hon. members
who are opposed to this maetter have socught
to show how the Covernment were endeavour-
ing to prevent people from recording their
votes, and endeavouring to prevent people
from getting on the roll. I do not for one
single moment attribute to any party or to
any Government such an unwortiiy motive.
It 1s equally important that we should recog-
nise that it is right that everybody entitled
to it should get his name on the roll, and
use the franchise to which they_ are justified
and qualified. It is also equally important
that we should take steps to prevent the
use of the franchise by those people who are
not entitled to it. That is an aspect of the
question which has not been dealt with by
our friends opposite. They have scught to
make out a cuse to the people cutside against
the present Government as being anxious
to haress the outside people by preventing
them from getting on the roll, but they have
not for one single moment shown the slight-
cst  desire to safeguard the rights and
privileges of those identical people outside
by sllowing people to come in and interfere
with the Government of this country who
have no right to do so. After all, that is
#n  equallz’ important matter. We know
how frequently the very greatest matters
turn on little things. We know how not
infroguently the history of a country may
be determined by e single vote. We have
seen in the history of Australia how an
alteration has taken place in the Govern-
ment by the los of a single seat—and I am
pleased to see it—and it is within the range
of possibility that such a thing may ooccur
at any time, and it might happen, as it has
happened within the last few weeks. We
have seen the socialist Government removed
from their place of power in the National
Parliament of Australia, after a carnivel of
high expenditure, and after a cernival of
debauchery and expenditure, and after a
long run of ¢lass legislation. We have seen
all that pass away, only as thp re{suit of
winning one seat. Fortunately, in this case,
it has been a step into the breach just at
the psychological moment by a Government
which displaced another Government which
hed been thore for the last three years, and
this Government may possibly be able to
repair something of what has been done by
the late Government.

Mr. HuxsaM: Only possibly. ’
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Lieut.-Colonel RANKIN : T can only quote
the opinion of a philosopher with regard to
the individual—

“Every action that a man commits
enters into the substance of his being,
and he can never be afterwards what
he was before.”

I als> say with regard to the nation that
with every cnactment placed upon the
statute-book, although it may be possible to
some extent to repeal it and straighten
matters out by a subsequent Government,
still that nation can never afterwards be
what it might have been under more bene.
ficial legislation. I say that such a con-
tingency might possibly happen in Queens-
land, 1t might be possible—though I trust
it will not be—that through the exercise of
a single vote to which a man or woman
might not be legally entitled—it might
happen through the exercise of that single
vote, that we should see a socialistic Govern-
ment on these Treasury benches. Let us
calmly regard what would happen if such a
calamity ever overtook Queensland. {Opposi-
tion laughter.) If we found a sosialistic
Governient occupying the Treasury benches
in Queonsland they would at onmce begin to
put into practice that platform of which they
make suwsh a proud boast.

OrposiTioN MemsErs: Hear, hear!

Lieut.-Colonel RANKIN: What about the
men on the land then? (Opposition laugh-
ter.) Down comes their land tax on him.
What about the working man in the country
who owns his little frechold, and perhaps
a house under the provisions of the Workers’
Dwellings Act? All this would be swept
away as the result of socialistic legislation.
It is within the range of possibility that
unless we put sufficient safeguards into this
Elections Bill which we are discussing at
the preseat time, it is possible that through
some error—through perhaps the exercise of
one vote by a person not so entitled to it—
it might be possible that a socielistic Govern-
ment would occupy these Treasury benches,
and in putting their platform into practice
show to us something of that mis-endeavour,
if I may uss such a term, and that feeling
of indifference to the welfare of the country
which has been shown by a socialistic Go-
vernment in enother place. We have a
perfect right to safeguard the rights of the
people in this young couniry in every way,
and to make sure tha¢ those people coming
into Queensland, whom we are going to take
into partnership in this State of ours,
whether they come from other States or from
countries oversea, we have a perfect right
to examine, and to make sure of their bona
fides before we give them a voice in the
managemsnt of this State’s affairs.

Mr. BIBRINGTON: Quite right.

Licut-Colonel RANKIN: Tt is perfectly
right and perfectly reasonable. Wo should
be just as unfair to the great mass of the
people if we crred in the dirceiion of allovw-
ing people to voto who should not vote
as we should be in going to the other ex-
treme, and pessing legisiation which would
prevent people who are entitled to vote
exercising the franchiso.

An Oppostriony Memeer: Why did you go
to the Boer war?

Lieut.-Colonel RANKIN: I went to the
Boer war to_uphold the dignity of the
British flag. I do not desire to enter upon

7~
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a detailed discussion of the contents of this
measure., Most people will agree that, while
it may not be a perfect mecasure, it goes
a long way towards improving the present
rosition of affairs. If I were asked to put
my fingsr on the mosy salient feature of
the arguments used by my learned friend,
the leader of the OUpposition, and right
throughout the rank and file of his partr,
I should say that it is to be found in the
tentence, “ Why do you not copy the
ith Government?” 1t would be
icult thing to find in the history

O

of any Siste or country having constitu-
tionul government, or in the hiftory of any
coramunity having a franchise at ali, s more
deplorable statc of affairs than obtained

throughout the length and breadth of this
country at fthe last Fedoeral election.

Mr. Firwax: From the Tory point of
view.

Lieut.-Uslonel RANKIN: Does the hon.
member know the meanmg of the word
“Tory ”? Where are the Tories?

Mr. BarsEr: On that side of the House.

Lieut.-Colone! RANKIN: How ridiculous!
It is just about as foolish as to throw
across this Chamber the word ‘¢ conserva-
tive.”” Wae are conservatives in one thing—
we are conservatives of the public weal.

GOVERNMENT MEuMBERS: Hear, hear!

Licut.-Colonel RANKIN: But as far as
ths word Tory .is conesrned, it is puerile,
ridiculous, and unworthy of the man who
mads the interjection. Is the Federal Elec-
toral Act so perfect that we

Have members opposite
Federal election law makes for perfect
equality, or that it was periectly smooth

in its operation at the last Federal election
—s0 perfect that it justifies us in copying
that lsw? I think not. Indeed, I will go
a step further and say, without any fear of
contradiction, that the persornel of this
present Parliament, embracing members on
both sides of the Ho is such that its
meibers are in every way, intellectually and
otherwise, just as well fitted, and possibly
Letter fitted, to create an electoral system
az are the members of the Federal Parlia-
ment. We are cosvtantly hearing from
members opposite_akout what the National
Parlinment has done, as if the National
Parliament, merely bscause it happens to
bo a Neticnal Parliament, was composed of
wmen of higher mental calibre than the mem-
i of this State Parliament. I say it is
na There are members in the Federal
Parlinment who failed to secure a seat in
this Chamber. Does that show that the
capacity required of a Ilederal member is
greater than the capacity required from a
member of the State Parliament? I say it
does not, and I also affirm that the end of
wisdom in this matter has not besn reached
by the Federal Government. There is no
Gas why, with the knowledge that we

sexs, and with the assistance of our
friends opposite, we should not be able to
kring into existence an electorsl law, not
only more workable and more liberal than
the Federal law, but also- one that will be
more caleulated to accomplish the object for
which we are all labouring at the present
time.  Hxoeption has been taken to the
difference in the period of residence required
in order to enable a person to become
eligible for a vote in Queensland as com-
pared with the period required by the

Lieut -Colonel Rankin.||
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Commonwealth Parliament. We are told
that the National Parliament only asks for
gix months’ residence to qualify a person for
enrolment. We insist upon twelve months.
I submit that we are just as combpetent to
say which of those two periods is the better
one as are members of the Federal Parlia-
ment. 1f we think that twelve months is
better than six months, why should we follow
the example of a body of men who are less
competent to deal with our affairs than we
are ourselves? I contend that we should
ot be acting rightly in doirg so. We
want a man to be twelve months in the Stats
before allowing him to ve Until &
short time agzo the countr 3
held up to us 8 an cxample was Ame
I am uot aware that any couniry un
sun has shown such rapid cupausion, vom-
mercially, industrially, and in other te-
spects, as America has done during the last
hundred years. But do hon. members oppo-
site believe that they would get # vote in
the United State after six months’ residence ?
No; before vou can become a citizen of the
TUnited States you have to show your bona
fides by residing there for three yeurs; and
I contend that before a man is given a vote
in Quecnsland he ought to prove his bona
fides as a citizen of this State. Members
on the opposite side of the House, and
members on this side of the Houwve, have
expended their energies, their wealth, and
their labour in Queenslund, and have worked
and suffered in the early stages of its
development to build ii up to its present
position. Have they not a perfect right to
command that he who comes in to share in
the administrution of the effairs of this
State should, at all ecvents, be more than
a mere passing butterfiy—that he has come
here, it may be, without wealth, but with
bone and sinew, so that he is not likelv to
be carried away, in a moment of mental
aberration, and give & vote which might
have the effect of pufting int> power a
socialistic Government, bringing in its {rain
a chapter of ruin and despair? Let us see
how we propose to improve, through this
easure, the present system. I say that, so
far as Queensland is concernsd, ‘the qualifi-
cation has not bsen materially altered. 11
we strike out the one solitary argument of
the Commonwealth system, no valid reason
has been given why six month: should ke
substituted for twelve. We may well leb
the twelve months for a feir thing, for
it is a fair thinrg that a man should show
his bona fides in #f way. Lef me now
come to the most brilliant feature in ithe
whole Bill, and that iz the inclusion of the
postal vote. I am not zoir o lnbour this
question, for you have already heard a good
deal of it, but I cannct reflrain from ex-
pressing  niy  edmiration  for
Government in sho
for ths public v
postal vote.

=3

10N MuBee: Are you serious,
u only smiling?

Aeut.-Colone] RANKIN = T wus
serions in my life. This 35 not a ma
ter by any mecans, and some
who wiil b! the present Governy
for the ineclusion of the postal vote szre not the
peonle who will be smiling at our efforts. I say
the present Government have shown a very
keen desire to gzive evervone who is qualified
* to vote the rizht and privilegs to exercise his
vote. I am not going to quote the speech of

[Lieut.-Colonel Rankin.
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the Hon. Andrew Fisher, the socialistic chief
of the Uommonwealth, in which he stated on
the floor of the Federal House that he had
spent years in {Jueensiand trymng to educate
the people of this State up to th2 advantages
of universal sufiraze, of which tho postal
vabs must form a nesessary ¢orouary.

An ioNovmaBin Muuszr: Why did he re-
view 147

Ticut.-Colonel RANKIN: During the re:
cont federal campaign there was a great deal
of discussion op this pestal vote. At a meet-
ing I happenad to attand s prominent Laiour
the wes a of Parliament)
{ guesiion.
Lall this man was
sion, and I heard

“1t is

retiring frown 0
on the discus :
n & loud tone of voiun,
Lebour perty did 8w
they have never won &
election sines they had iw” I give vou
exactly the rcason why the Labour parby
repealed it. It was simpls that thay could not
win an election with it. And I say that that
is one of the weakest reasons, perhaps, which
characterises any election speeches coming
from the other side. The reasens of hon.
members on the opposite side for doing any-
thing or not dai i no: that ihe
thing is right, or hosest, or upright, or for
the welfare «f the country, but merely be-
cause it does not suit them. That is to say,
it will not enabls them to win an election. And
I say that politice got n to a VOry low
lovel irdsed when any members of this Cham-

the postal voie;

ber allow themselves to be influcueed, when
dealing with electoral matters, by considering
in whai way those matters

7

wie going bo asuist
them or iheir party. We want fo_look at
these matters in the right light—whether they
are nenest, whether they are reasonable, or
whether thevy are just.  With regurd to this
postal vote, T muset zay that it is undoubtedly &
change in the right dirsction. Probably some
small amendments could improve it. I think
it shouid be mads more casy than it is at the
present time. 1 dare say there may have
been abuzes in the past, but, after all, I would
aszk what herm those ubuses had done. The
e preate neess thar I can imagine in the
Tederal legislation, or to oceur under any
electors! legislation. would be plurel voting

or perzonstion. (Opposition laughter.) These
are the two most important
tak

thingy, and if we
t nintéer a great
whether
days
~\.h0

sut

rocy of 3 drawn.

know vory well v smes o
polling-dsy each party flaunt thelr colours.
17 we ean elminate plural voting snd per-

¢then we have pone a lor
sy ille which may

WET

wonght i
rosyd :
why
They
sides

" The nexi  maos
in the Bill 15 the
ctions Tribrnal. I think the leader
o Opposition sevamed 1o #d favourably
the proposad chanwe in th i . B

tion. 0o
did not find fault with anything at all except
with regzard to the portion dealing with the
Y o of the panal of assessore. Under
the Bill the watter has to come before a
District Court judge, or & Supreme Court
jndge, or a harrister or a solicitor of five
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vears’ standing. The hon. member poinied
out that he thought it would he

[ pm.] an advantage to climinate the
barrister and solicitor element.

It was no doubt a very effective display of
sacrifice on his part, and incidentally, to my
mind, it was an excellent suggestion. I am
fully in accord with that idea. It is betier
from many points of view thst we should
have men altogether removed from any
sible charge of bias, and I hope soms
tion in that direction may be brought ah
I do not know what the Governmesnt th
about the matter, but it strikes e that t
argusments of the leadsr of the Opnositi
that regeed sre perfectly sound, snd it
practice of membeis on this side alw
tuke notice of wound arguments and bx
by them. There were one or two
mentioned by tlie hon. member for Curning-
ham as possible improvemoents. One was with
regard to preferential voting, and also in re-
gurd to the coniingent vote. The hon. mem-
ber said hs thought it was desirable that this
-.contingent votiny should be mads compul-
sory. That appears to me as being very
reasonable, because there is oiie thing we
should guard again«t, and ti is that no
member in this Chamber should represent &«
minority of the electors for his division, and
without having a sscond ballot, as they have
in New South Wales, the only way to
zccomplish that would Le by making the con-
tingeni vote compulsory. We have hesrd a
good deal, both in this Chareber and outside,
on platforms and in the public Press, with
regurd to the introduction of a voter’s right.
Personally, I was rather hopinz thst
provision might be made in the Bill =
regard to this matter. 3
a most effective and efficient way of securing
an absclutely true record of the opirion o:
the It would be a good thing in every
way, and would lead not only to a purer roll,
‘but to purer elections all through. Howe
Government
advisable to tal

avs to
1ded

o
! 1th
It strikes me as beingg

Ay

if

it woild heve done
] we are tryviny to
t the present time.  Broadly
ink it will be cones

a lot to a
bring about
speaking, I
this

3r. Harpacrr: It will create more.

Lieut.-Colonel RANKIN : It may be us the

s Leichhardt says, bui he at
all events hus failed to show mo ithat it
would ereate more pnomalies,

TH7oDORE : He hus wot

M. spoken yet.

PANKIN: Th,e

hon. mem-

ber not waited until o
fair n er of ers on the other sido
had spoken, and I frankly confess that with
the excuntion of one or two minor matters,

no anomaline have
speakers on the ol

been pointed out by

ther side, nor do I think
hon. memb opposite have been gnilty of
rd any very sireng
o o it
been comparatively innoc
charges, but they have irisd to she
is a backward movement. 1 sibmit that it
is not. It is a forward mo: Tven if
adopted in its present for
ments ¢f any kind, it will have the coffect
of establishing a purer and better state of
things at eleotions than we have at the pre-
sent $ime. It is impossible to geb away

112 Avugusr ]
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from the fact that the dangers surrounding
the carrying out of elections in a large scat-
tored country sach as this, are well nigh
‘insuperable, and inslead of trying, in & cap-
tious spirit, to pick holes in what is brought
forward, the tima demands, the occasion
demands, and the subject demands that we
should try to bring to bear the best energy
and the best mental effort that is in us, and
so frame the Bill, and improve what is in
it, that it may vworths of the high pur-

pose for which it is intended.
GoveeNsExRT MeMeERS: I

Mr. TIIRODORE ((/Aillagoe) : We have just
had & rather curious irstance of an hon.
member of this House who claims to have
cortain mocratin  tendencies  supporting
with his very fervid oratory this retrograde
Jwn of the Gowernment in thy msthod of
deidling with election matters. We have just
had awu hon. member who claims to be some-
what further advanced in democracy than
most membsrs on that side of the House
backing and bolstering up, in apparently
sincere language, this obvious attempt of the
Government to disfranchise thousands of
voters in Queensland. I consider the state-
ment that the present Bill will broaden the
franchise, and will give electoral freedom to
people who have not been able to exercise
the franchise as nothing but pure effrontery.
For any person, having ordinary intelligence
and having this Elections 8ill before him,
and after investigating it, to come to the
conclusion that it broadens the franchise
gives electoral liberty to people vwho do n« t
now pessess the franchise, and that the Bill
is justiffiatlo on the grounds, then thab
person must be blinded by political pre-
judi as there csn be no other reason for
his tuking up that stend. It can only be
explained by the azsumbtion that the hon.
member is peszessed of colossal cheek or
colesszal ignorance,

3ir. B B. C. Corser: It is only his honest
opinion.

Mr. THTODO

It is his opinion, and
i is an op.usion ihat at tho present moment
T am eontesting, and which I am trying to
confute. and the interpretation I am placing
on the Bill is simply my opinion. I would
point out that the hon. member for Burrum
went to considersble pains to try and ex-
plain that members on this side are desirous
of preventing certain electors from exercis-
ine the franchiss—that in their opposition to
the pestal vote they wre desirous of pre-
veuiing sick women and sick persons gener-
ally from exercising the fravchise and that
in " miocratic, ause they
cxtension of a
| adult persons having
alifications. The

laliberate!
o used iv intelligenily and who have
d it in a corrupt manner, so far as 1t

sxplained in this Chamber—to take
<= from thousands of bond

{is zons ‘who

the if any person in
this State ! Thogs ars persons  in
ociupations which reguire them to Lecome

nomadic. and who, because of
. of their ocrupations, or be-
: aihor circumstances, Aind it nacessary
at ¢ time of the year to leave the elec-
torate in which thay reside. For the sake
of giving o fow score of sick persons a’ vote,
tha parfy opposite are prepared o disfran-
chigs 13,060 electors. There were 13,000
Mr. Theodore.
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absent voters who recorded their votes under
the absent voters’ provisions at the last
gencral elections. A majority of these, T
maintein, under the proposal introduced by
the Government will be wholly disfranchised
at the fortheoming elsction.
give my r ieving There
were, as 1 have said, 13,000 who recorded
their votes as absent voters at the last eleo-
tion.  There were a considerably greater
number of electors who wers absent from
Iwir electorates, many of whom, of course,
did w2t vote. But even taking into account
the operation of the postal vote provision,
and allowing for the smull number of those
person w0 will be able to exercise their
votes in that way, I contend that at least
10,000 or 11,009 will be absolutely disfran-
chised, berause they will be absent from their
district: before the date of the issue of the
writ, and, comsequently, will be unshls to
apply for the poitel vote or to vote in any
other way for the district for which they
are enrclled. And these will all be disfran-
chized because the Premier and his supporters
think that a few sick persons should exercise
the vote.

Mr. Covne: Their troubles about the sick
persons !

Mr. THECDORE: Yes, that argument is
a specious one. [t would certainly be repre-
hensible to deprive reputable citizens of the
franchise,

The PrexiEr:
the franchise?

Mr. THEODORE: I have jusi besn ex-
plaining  Any person who may be enrclled
for a district may be absent wheu the writ
is issued, and in comsequence would be
prevented from voling or applying for a
postzl voter’s form.

The Pmrer: That is something which
ocan be adj d or smendeid easily enough.

Mr. THEODORE: That is something that
is v to the Bill st precent. T is quite
evident that the hon. gentlsman is prevared

How are they deprived of

bo accept an amendment of thzi sort. TLet
the Opposition make the amendients it
desires, and the Bill will leave the Chamber

a good mecasure. (Laughter.) Accept the
amondraents suggested by this side, and there
will be no opposition to the third reading.
The Bill simply makes refereance to the con-
solidatedd Acts, and any amendment with
+ to it might be well moved and
accepted in Commiltee. It is quite evident
that the argumenis used by hon. members on
this side in regard to the disfranchisement of
honest and deserving eitizens, which is part
and parcel of the present propossl, have
had some effoct on the hon. gentivinan, and
le ix now prerared to limit ths propossl.
i ite evident that ho has been imprassed
gumerts of hon. members, and he
9 not prepared to go us far &3 he was to
disfranchise the electors.
The Peryier: The object is not to dis-
franchise anybody. We want to enlarge the
franchise. (Opposition laughter.)

T

Mr. THFODORE: The strange thing is.

that hon. members opposite, before they
heard the Premier’s interjection that he
would accept an amendment, claimed that
the Bill enlarges the franchise. The hon.
member for Burrum claimed that it was
going to broaden the franchise, and other
hon. members made the samc contention.
Now, let mo point out to the Premier that
it will be necessary for him, when he speaks
on the second reading, to indicate exactly

[Mr. Theodore.
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how he proposcs to enable the nomadic

workers, about whom I have been speaking,

to exereise the vote. It would be far better

to retain the absent voting provisions of the

consolidated Acts as they are at present.
Tie Previer: OCh, no.

Mr. THHEODORE: The hon. gentleman
evidently docs not propose to retain the

al:sent vole provisions, yei he cannot show
any valid reasen why they should bo re-
pezled. Undar the absent voting provisions
thers is every safeguard, and there has heen
no corruption at either of the two elections
in 1802 and 1912 which have becn eonducted
in Quesnslsnd under them. There has been
no single case to which any hon, member of
this Chamsber has taken excepiion.

The Predizr: Not necessarily corruption,
but something to which this Bill will pro-
vide something superior.

Mr. . B. C. Corsrr: And corruption, {o

Mr. THEODORE: There has been no
criticism of the ubeent vote provisions until
this session, and there has besn no instance
of irregularity pointed out by any hon.
member; but it has been shown, as I have
just shown, that in 1812 13,000 perzons
availed themselves of that methed of voting.
I want to point out that every possible
safeguard is included in the consolidated
Acts. The ballot-paper that is issued is
issucd to the elector within a polling-place,
and he must record his vote within that
polling-place and deporit it within a ballot-
box in the polling-place. There can e no
danger where il are those safeguards
There is every check consistent with ordinary
coz sense  against  imperseaation  or
double voting, becauss the certiicats has to
bo signed when: the ballot-p is handed
to the voter, showing his g ation and
where he is enrolled. And s checked
before the vote is counted. . the

ere

ordinary precautions that arc pr ad in
tho corsolidated Acts are ob »d | there
can be no danger of corruwtion or irregu-

larity, and the experience we have had in
ing the last tw

1 onsg
to cazt their
ichise. . Now,
in this pro-

their electorates
votes and thus egercise the f
the Government ¢laim  that ;
posal they are actuated by a desire to
broaden the franchise in every powible way,
that they are actuated by sympathy for sick
and dissbled perrons who cannot walk to a
poiling-place. is strange, if thev are

T+
iy

really actuated by these high motives, that

they have not made provizions for nersons
5 now find it difficult $o cxerciss the
{r#nchise, quite apart from sickness or dis-
ablement or anything of that kind. Why
have they not made some provision to extend
the qualification and enable peor’s who are
giving their bos to this State, who are good
it 1w of this e, to take their share in
the government of the country? Why have
they not made provision to extend the fran-
chise to those pioneers who given of
the best years of their lives to the develop-
ment of this country, and who now are
domieiled in some charitable institution sup-
poried by the State? Why have the Govern-
ment not been sympathetic enough to ex-
tend the franchise to those persons and give
them some say in the government of the
country? Why have they disfranchised over
1,000 people in Dunwich, if they desire to
see the franchise widened? Why doss their
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sympathy not extend to the persons who are
domiciled there? That is a question that
the Premier might deal with. The Home
Secretary, when moving the sccond reading
of this Rill, tried to explain why it was thas
the Government gave no votes to these
people. He said, *“ Would ycu expect any
Government to extend the franchiss in people
occupying a Government institution? Would
you expect the Government to congregate
them in one electorate, and then endow
them with ths frarchise in such a manner
that ther might unset the setiled policy of
that particular electorate? ” Why not? Are
ther to he disfranchised morely because
their exercise of the franchise alters the
representation of the district in which they
are domiciled? Would that be a reason for
disfranchising any person at all in this
tate? If 1 is an argument agninst the
enfranchisement of the people in Dunwich,
is it not an equally valid argumeni wgeinst
. the enfranchisement of public servants?

. The Prrrerary ror RAmLwayS: They can
live in different electorstes.

Mr. THEODORE :: Frequentlr the Govern-
ment com:nence public works and have in
their employ hundreds of men in one elec-
torate. Ipswich is an instance of this. In
Ipswich there are aggregated hundreds of
men, who by the exercise of the franchise
sometimes alter the representation of the
district. Is there any justice in disfrenchis-
ing those persons simply because they were
brought there by Government enterprise?
There can be no validity in such an argu-
ment. The Home Secretary was utterly
poverty-stricken for some excuse to justify
the action of the Government for disfran-
chising the old pioneers in Dunwich, about
which we have heard so much from hon.
members in this House. ’

Mr. Ryan: It goes apainst the Treasurer
—that is the trouble.

Mr, THREODORE: The possibilities are
that the people of Dunwich would exercise
their vote against the representative of the
Government in the district in which Dun-
wich is situated. There is no doubt that that
is the r¢al reason why the people in Dun-
wich arve disfranchized. The Government,
or some members of the Government, really
fear for the political skin of some prominsnt
member with regard to this matter. That is
the mest sordid motive that could be
imagined, emanating from hon. members
sitting on that side, who claim to be inspired
by the broadest motives and the highest
ideals in bringing down this measure—the
desire to enfrenchise a number of sick
women and persons who have been hitherto
disfranchised.

Mr. Fomsyrm: It
States.

Mr. THEODORE: The hon. member for
Murrumba says it is done in no other State.
I desire to correct him—it is done in other
States, and in the Commonwealth itself.

Mr. Forsyrr: I say so myself. Tt is done
in some States, but not in others.

®ir. THEODORE: I assure the hon. mem-
ber that in the Commonwealth persens in
receipt of Government aid have a vote.
There are thousands of persons in the
Commonwealth receiving charitable aid from
the funds of the Commonwealth, and those
persons have the full right to the franchise.
The Government assert that they desire to
broaden the franchise. If they were really
desirous of broadening the franchise, why is

is the same in other

[12 Avaust.]
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it they do not do something to enable
persons to get on the roll more quickly and
expeditiously than can be done at present?
Why do they not simplify the process of
getting on the roll? If they have a real
desire to broaden the franchise and give
freer representution to the people of Queens-
land, let them turn their attention to real
olection reform, and not tinker and tamper
with the election machinery as_they are
doirg in the present proposal. I want to
ask the Home Seccretary, if he is desirous
of carrring out a democratic reform in
regard to electoral machinery, why it is that
this propess] doss not in any way deal with
tho question of property qualification? In
this present age, when everyone admits the
right of everyone else who is possessed of
ordinary common sense, who is not a lunatic
or criminal, to have the right to a say in
the covernment of the country if he possesses
the neceszary residence qualification—why Iis
it we still ‘allow a certain clazs to have
privileges in that matter over all the rest of
the community? Why is it that we give
snecial nrivileges to the wealthy class?
%{r. ForsyrH: They only have one vote.

Mr. THEODORE: They have a voie
which places them in a much more advan-
tagwous position than other electors. A
person who possesses property up to a cer-
tain value in an electorate can be trans-
ferred to the roll for that electerate without
all the harassing obligations of making
application to a Registration Court, allowing
his claim to be considered for two ;n.ontlfxs,
and submitting himself to inquisitorial
investigation.

Mr. GunyN: He has to do that before he
can got on the roil.

- Mr. THEODORE: He does not do that
hefore he transfers. All he has to do is to
find out that he possesses property 1In a
cortain district, and he can have his vote
transferred.

Mr. Guyy: He has to get on for the
residential qualification still.

Mr. ‘TODORT : T waut to point out to
tha lon. member, who has evidently not rond
the Pill, that persens who have properfy in
the State of a cerinin value have privileges
over persons who have nof property of a like
value. Ii thes desire to transfer to the dis-
trict in which thoy huve property, they can
do it without delay, without making out a
rew claim and becoming for the time being
dizenrolled for any district. Evidently the
nt Government unpholds the principle of
privilezes to eevtain classes. We will make
come aftempt when we get into Committee
tn do away altogether with the vprmcxple
iy qualifcation. The Homo Sec-
n moving the second reading of
id there =was a provision in con-
\ nersons claiming to get on the
¢ of a residence qualification
them to have resided for two
nths in the district. The principle rea-
son, he said, for that was that they desired
to preveni anything in the nature of swamp-
ing an electorate. Under the old provisions,
no person could hesome transferred without
a delay of at lecast four months, so what-
ever possible hope there could be of swamp-
ing an electorate under these circumstances
is quite biyond the ordinary intelligence to
understand, But granting that it may have
some bearing upon it, why has he not seen
Gt to twipe out altogether the property
qualification, which gives the very greatest:

Mr. Theodore)
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focilitivs possible for swamping an clectoraie ?
Electors already enrolled, and possessing
property in any electorate, can within
twenty-four hours transfer their name to the
roll of that district, showing that the greatest
facilities are given to persons to iransfer
ard that the greatest facilities are given
for swamping the elcctorate.

Mr. G. P. Bazxps: It cannot be carried
out.

Mr. THEOCDURE: I wounld mention the
bane eleciorste in the last general elec-
and aliw the Mars vorough elo

YoTe seveniy-n

owners
of tie Wids
ferred their

.

By cleciorate, and who irans-
rames immediately before the
br-elestion on to the Iiary-

there wers for

Mr. THEODORE:

tion. Oin the hon. member’s admission, there

I accept the correc-

were forty-four such cascs. The Prewmier
will see ihero is something in the statement
that there are facilities for swalping an
-electorate, and 1 hope when we get into
Committee that he will remedy that,

Mr. E. B. C. Comser: It took weeks to
do that.

Mr. THEODORE: It did not take as long
as it would require an ordinary elector to
transfer who had removed his residence to
another eloctorate.

. CorszR: A good many who
ich voted sleo at that by-elee-
tion @i the Lskbour ticket.

Mr. THEODORE: I want briefly to go
over what will be the result of whab the
Government propose in this Bill. It seems
to e thay, if the Bill is ried, the Go-
vernment are making the residence quali-

fication more difficuls ihat ever,
[9.30 p.m.] because ther wre rew ring, in
addition to the ordinary twelve
s in {he Slate two months’
re o rdar district, which
will disfran cr years ceriain residents
of the State—men who are constantly travel-
ling {rom one district to another, and who
never havs any seitled residencs for a great
many mon in anv particular rict, The
hon. member for Nacham staied that it was
not only conceivable, Imt very probuble,
that a large number of eleiors would be
yenrs in the Siute before
franchize. The Home Serretary
that. He is s0 obressed by his belief ¢ this
measurs is as demeeratic @2 ib can possibly
he thy no validity in
any argument nsed

The Preiizn: hen.  snembeor for
Eacham was not lony in the State—he was
not here for {our vears.

Mr. THEODORE: The hon. member for.

Eacham was in the State long rncugh to gat
on the roll.

The HoyME SECRETARY :
four years.

The PzemitR: What the hon,
Hacham can do, others can do.

Mr. THEODORE: It iz nob the fault of
the Home Seoretary that the hon. mamber
for Racham is not now in gaol,

The Howe SroreraRy: If he had been
there it woull have been his own fault.

Mr. Bowaan: You did your bhest to get
‘him there.

[Mr. Theodore.

He was not here

menber for
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Mr. THEODORE: The Home Secretary
used a very powerful organisation—ths Police
Force—to try and hound down the hon. mem-
bor for Kacham.

The Homz Secrersary: Nonsense!

Mr. THEODORE: In connection with that
matter, the Home Secretary was vindictive,
spiteful, and narrow-minded.

The HouE SEcrETARY: I never troubled my
hexd about it at all, except to give inmstruc-
tions,

Mr. THEODORE: When a jury coraposed
of fuir-micd Lonsst  Pritishers, alihough
they had p al opinions il same as those
z:ed by hon. members opposite, came to
< the facts of the case, they, without any

sitation whatever, acquitted the hon. mem-
ber for Hucham.

The HoME SEcrerary: That settled it.
Mr. Bowman: And you fell in.

Mr. THEODORE: The decision of the
jury showed thai the action of the Home
Secretary in trying to hound down the hon.
member for Eacham was quite unjustifiable.

The PreMiEr: It shows that what you say,
that it takes a man years to get on the roll,
is not true.

Mr. THEQDORE: It is possible, and
highly probable, that, under certain circum-
scances, it will take men jears to get on the
roll.

The ¥ReEMIFR: Your statements are ridi-
cilous—just like a lot of slatements that
come from that side.

Mr. THECGDORE: I will just quote this
sase: The workers in the sugar indussry, and
those engaged in the pasto industry and
the mining industry, for ceriain periods of
the year go owsr the borders of the State.

The PremieR: Are they domiciled in
Queensland ?

31y, THEODORE: Yes, but their occupa-
tions lead them sometimes into New South
Wales. T are boni fide residents of this
State, but in following up shearing and other
occupations they someiimes have to go into
New South Wales for a month or two. Then
when they come back to Queensland, because
of the fact that they have not lived in
Quecnsland continuously for the preceding
twelve months, they will not be entitled to a
vote.

The HoME SECRETARY: You are wrong.

Mr. THEODORE: Yes; they have to an-
swer this Guestion-—
“Have you bond fide and continucusly
ided in Queen d for the last pre-
ciding twelve months 77
There are hundreds of such workers placed
in that positic How is the hon. gentleman
going to justify his action in attempbing to
disfranchize them? This Bill proposes to
disfranchise all the men engaged in that
class of work. It proposss also to perpciuate
the property franchise. That is thoroughly
understood by the Premler. It proposes to
sef up a certanin privileged class, and at the
ssme ilme it proposes to continue to dis-
franchise all thuse people living iu charitable
institutions at the cost of the Government,
Mr. ForsyTH: New South Wales and
Western Austrslia do the same.
. THEODORE: The hon. gentleman:
said just now that there was no other Go-
vernment in the Commonwealth that per-
niitted persons receiving Government aid to
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have a vote. I say that is not correct, be-
cause the (lommonwealth permits them to
have a vote.

Mr. Forsyre: New South Wales and
Western Australia say they cannot have a
vote.

Mr. Bowman: The (Commonwealth
that they can have a vote.

The HoME SECRETARY: We do not propose
to slavishly follow the Commonwealth.

Mr. THEODORE: The Government dis-
franchises honest workers in this Bill. I am
sure the hon. member will not say that the
working classes generally are any danger to
the State, and therefore he will disfranchise
them. He will not say that, yet he is pre-
pared to disfranchise a number of workers
of Queensiand all the same.

The PrEumIER: If they are entitled,
may vote.

Mr. THEODORE: What about the no-
inadic shearcers and mincrs and the snowr-
workers? Perhaps they are not entitled to
vote, according to the idea of the hon. gentle-
man.

The Premigr: If they are registered for
any clectorate, they can vota.

My, THEODORE: The hon. gentleman is
going to take good care that they cannot
be registered. That is the proposal in the

says

they

Bill.
The PreEMIER: If they have the qualifica-
tion, thev will he registered.

Mr. THEODORE: What the hon. gentle-
matt thinks is not that the working classes are
a danger to the $tate, but that they are a
danger to the Likoral party. That is the
whole thing in a nutshell.

OvpposiTion MEMBERS: Ilear, hear!

Mr. THEODORE: This Bill was formed
in its present stote since the Federal elections.
The HoME SECRETARY: Nomnsense !

Mr. THEODORE : It was formed because
hon. members on that side have a fear of
the result of the next general election. When
the Labour party swept the poils at the
recent Federal elections, the hon. gentleman,
with the assistance of his right-hand man,
devised—I may say concocted—these provi-
sions to abolish the absentec vote.

The PREMIER: What was the date of the
elections, and when was this Bill introduced ?

Mr. THEODORE : Certain new provisions
have been placed in this Bill since the
Federal election. There was a Bill spoken
of last vear, but it contained provisions
which are not in this Bill, and there are
thmga in this Bill which were not in the
Bill of last vear. We can easily understand
the frame of mind which possessed the hon.
member since the last Federal elections.
We can judge how it affected him by his
speech on the Address in Reply, and the
statements he mads with regard to the
Federal Government. We all know what the
hon. gentleman said on that occasion. Since
then an inquiry was ordered by the Hon.
Josoph Cook to ingnire into the result of
the elections, particularly in Queensland and
Western Australia. Some comment on that
finding appeared in the ‘‘ Brisbane Courier,””
of the 2nd of August, as follows:—

“ As a result of the examination of the
rolls used at the Federal election the
Chief Electoral Officer was in a position
to state to-day that out of forty-three
divisions which had already been
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accounted for only an average of three
duplications per 1,000 votes had been
traced, and it was not altogether certain
that this small proportion represented
an attempt at fraud. The forty-three
divisions In question are made up as
follows : —New South Wales eleven, Vic-
toria. sixteen, Queensland three, South
Australia six, Western Australia three,
Tasmania four. The total number of
electors who voted in these divisions was
1,087,538

“The official list of. the apparent
duplications in Queensland is: Darling
Downs, eighty-three; Maranoa twenty-
nine; Wide Bay, eighty-one.’

The HouME SECRETARY : That is the smallest
portion of my allegations. (Opposition
laughter.) What about the duplication of
the Commonwealth rolls?

Mr. THEODORE: No one on this side
said that the Commonwealth system was
absolutely perfect. But even under that
system there were less duplications than
there were at the recent State election.
There were less duplications relatively, and
the number of duplications did not amount
to any danger to the system, ner to any
candidate contesting an election under that
system.

Mr. ForsyrH: What did the investigation
say about the number of people on the roll
who should not be on the roll?

Hon. R. Prmmp: What did Knibbs say?

Mr. THEGDORE: They did not report
on that. The Home Secretary is very sore
at the result of the inquiry, and we hear
very little in the metropolitan papers nowa-
days about the allegations which the hon.
mmnber was voicing the other day. This
inquiry was appointed by his friends in the
Federal Government for the purpose of try-
ing to bolster up the weak case of the hon.
gentleman. It was the statements made by
the hon. gentleman himself and those made
by Mr. Hedges, of Western Australia, that
were responsible for the holding of this
inquiry. Mr. Hedges alleged that there were
2,000 duplicate votes recorded in the Fre-
mantle election, but apparently it has been
found out that there were only forty-three
duplications.

The HoME SECRETARY : If the Federal rolls
are correct, we are entitled to another
representative.

Mr. THEODORE: If we do got another
representative, the Labour party will win
the seat. I am against this Bill for the
reasons I have stated—that it abolishes the
absent vote, which is the best and safest
method of voting that we can devise; that
it retains the property vote, which cannot
be justified under any mrcumstana;, that
it renders more exclusive the residence vote,
and disfranchises no,w arrivals from oversea
entirely. The Bill also attempts to intimi-
date young voters—/Government laughter)—
and to coercs and 1nt1m1date new arrivals
br putting to them a series of inquisitorial
questions when ther claim to be enrolled.

The HoMe SECRETARY: Very proper gues-
tions.

Mr. THEODORE: Questions are to te put
to them when they claim to be enrolled, and
those questions arc of = nature which 1ix
calculated to intimidate young voters. (Go-
vernment laughter.) The Minister knows very
well that if a returning officer puts to new
arrivals who have been in the State only

My. Theodore.]
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fourtsen months and are not conversant with
the p.rovisim:s of our electoral law a series of
questions, and puts these questions in a severe
tone, that will be calculated to frighten new
arrivals. 1 ope that when the Hon. ihe Premicr
speaks ha will give us some explanation of the
definition of the word ** home.” Why i ihe
definition of the word ‘‘ home.” Why is the
definiticn so framsd that any nomadic worker
and any casual worker temporarily resi-
dent in a district will not have a claim to
vote? There is no doubt that the definiticn
is of sach a nature that it will prevent
hundreds of workers in Queensiand
exercising the franchise. Tl
which defines the residence of an elector, an
defines what a home shall be, if interpreted
sceording to the ordinary meamn;v of words
in the Enghsh language, will disfranchise
hundreds of workers. The Bill says that a
yesidence voter “‘ must possess 2 home ”’ with-
in the electorate, that is to say, ‘“a place of
abode with a fixed purpose o remaining there,
and not mersly an abode for an occasional
purpose cither of business or of pleas
Ther+ are numbers of sugar-workers wh
not take up their abode in the district whe”t,
they work with any fixed p: irpose of remain-
ing them for the rest of their lives or for the
remainder of the year, but they are none the
ess bond fide residents, »nd should be entitled
to exercize the franchise. There are also
thousands of railway workers in Queensland
who reside in a district temporarily, but are
none the less bonid fide residents, and yet
under this definition of the word ‘‘ home ”’
they will not be entitled to vote.

The Howumk SecreTarY : They need not neces-
sarily be in one particular spot in the
electorate. ’

Mr. THEODORE: No; but a man claiming
a vote for residence musl; be there with the
fixed purposs of remaining there, and nog
merely making it a piace of abode for an
occasional purpose either of business or of

pleasure. His residence there is for business
purposes, and he may be there for three
months, but he will be disfranchised undex

this definition of the term ‘‘home.” If it is
not intended to disfranchise such persons,
then it is quite clear that the provision must
be altered considerably. The only cominoix
sense Interpretution of the provisicn as it now
stands is that a casnal worker temporarily
resident in any place has not his home there.

The liome Secretary propases to_ introducs in
this Bill an innovalion in regard to the can-
cellation of polling-booths. It may be neces-
sary to cancel a polling-booth where it is
found that after a polling-booth bhas buen
appointed there are no zlectors at the placs.

The Howmi Szcrerary: That is not an
innovation; it is simply legalising what is the
practice, as it is doubtful whether it can be
legally done under present legislation.

Alr. THEODORE: I accept the explanation
that it ix merely legalising the practice. The
practics is what I take exeception to. The
provision in «question evidently allows the
Government to appoint polling-booths, and to
cancel them at a date too late for the perzons
interestod to make any effective protests, be-
causs they mav be cancelled up to within
three days of the election. Evidently that is
the intention in introducing such a provision,
for it is quite consistent with the general
spirit of the proposal to make it difficult for
people to record their votes. But, granted
that there should be the right to cancel a,
polling-booth, I claim that that cancellatiory

[Mr. Theodore.
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should be made not later than six days before
the date of the elestion, or such other period
as will admit of a moteﬂl. being lvdged against
the cancellation.

Tho SPEAKER: Order! The hon. member
has oseupisd the time allotted by the Standing

Orders.

* PREMIER (Hon. D. F. Denham,
Oavau/ I had hoped that the hon. member
would really have diseassed this measure

from a non-party standpoint, but he has fol-
lowed others in misconstruing the Bill. At
the outset the hon. gentleman stated that we
proposed in -this Bill to disfranchise thou-
sands of voters.

OrpPosITION MEMBERS :

The PRLMIhR How?
still an adult franchise,

Hear, hear!

The franchise is
and every person,

male and female, of the age of twenty-one

years, who is eltltled to vote, may be rogis-
tered. Further, the franchise to- day is a re-
sidence franchise, and we do not propose to
alter the condition of the franchise in that
respect. We simply desire to ensure that
those who are enutled to vote shall have full
opporiunity to veie, anid that those who
are not entiﬂed to vote shall not be en-
rolled. The hLon. member said this measure
would disfranchise 13,000 persons who voted
at the recent elechcn How are they going
to be disfranchised? The hon. me ember
stated that those voters recorded their votes
though they were absent from their eclec-

torates. Well, the same thing cen be done
under this Bill.

OpposiTioN MMeEmprrs: No! How?

The PREMIER: Bef()u I resume my sey

I shall proceed to show how that coa
accomplished, but i m the mesntme I propose
to voview some of the utterances we have
Tistenod to this afteynoon. Since your oceu-
pancy of that chair, ‘ur Speaker, I think you
have never heard such a PumL or o;' expressions
thst were so st wly mappwp 'ifo and mis-
spplied to the s 'mject under discuision as you
have heard this afternoos. We kave been teld
by hon. members opposd;e that democracy is
1mpenl]ed If democracy is imperilled,
it is not by reason of anything done
by members sitting on your nght but rather
by reason of the action of those who are
sitting on your left, and who are fast drifting
towards oligarchy. The champions of liberty
and democracy in Australia to-day are the
Liberals. “When reu find men dﬁquahf‘» ing
anuble workers merely to give preference to
unionists, I say that democracy is imperilled,
and that mjuqtl‘e has been advorated by the
perty which sits on your left, Mr. Speaker.
One hon. gentleman said we are afraid of the
people. That comes strangely from men sit-
ting on your left. A few years ago this
House said, *“Let the pcople decide on the
big question of pabhc instruction.”” The
people of Queensland vwere asked to say, “Do
vou wish that SCrlpf’I‘al lessons be given in
State schools?” The people were asked
that question, and they answered in the
afirractive. We have men in this House who,
after the peopk had ud “¥We wish reli-
gious 1n°tld(}f10n given,’ * Tiud the effrontery
and the indecency bo endeaveur to block the
people from getting iholr wish, and yet such
hon. members say we are afraid of the
people. Two or three weeks ago, when I
moved an amendment that a certain question
should be referred to the people, who then
were afraid of the people?
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Mr. HARDACRE: Mr. Speaker, I rise to
@ point of order. I wish to know if the hon.
member is in order in discussing the re-
ligious referendum?

The PREMIER: I had finished with that
question. It has been repeatedly stated this
afternoon that- democracy was imperilled,
that we are afraid to trust the people, and
I say that such is not the case. What we seek
in thiz amending Bill is to make it possible
that the people can more freely, more fully,
and more readily exercise the franchise. Then
we are told in grandiloquent terms that we
should take a header into the rising tide of
domocracy. Why, we are in the swim of
democracy all the time. It is the gentlemen
on the other side who are out of that swim,
and who have got into another current which
will lead them, and the people too, if they
are foolish enough to follow them, to destruc-
tion and ruin. How is this Bill in any sense
reactionary? Are we seeking to deprive
adults of the franchise? Are we seeking to
lesten the opportunity of attending the polls?
The franchise has not been touched, but we
have madc it more possible for the franchise
to be used. We are told we are the tradi-
tional enemy of the women’s vote. I was a
member of the Administration that passed
the Bill conferring the vote on women. We
are told we are going to devrive women
of the secrecy of the ballot, but just how it
is going to be done has not been made clear.
But this is on a parity with remarks of the
deputy leader of the Opposition, who drew a
picture of the person arriving at twenty-one,
or the new-comer who had become entitled to
a vote, who sought to be enfranchised. He
drew a picture of how these persons were
going to be terrorised by such simple ques-
tions as ‘“ What is your age?”’ “ Where were
vou born?’ ‘““By what ship did you come?”’
It is all sheer nonsense. Equally nonsensical
is the idwa that women would be terrorised
by the postal ballot.

_An TIONOURABLE DMEMBER :
giving their age?

The PREMIER: I

What about

think any ordinary
woman of intelligence would not object to
tell her age. In these days, wwhen worman is
entering Into competition with us in all
spheres of life, there is no reason why she
should not tell her age. And it is sheer
nonsense to think that the women of to-day
will hesitate at all to be put on the same
plane with men in having to tell thoir age
and where thev were born. Our hon. frieuds
on the other side fail to see that the amend-
ments proposed in this Bill will net merely
ensure a clean and qualified roll of electors,
but will make the exercise of the franchise
possible to many who in days past have been
unable to exercise it. Hundreds of the most
desirable citizens of the State have been
prevented in recent elections from recording
their votes. The hon member for Burrum
or for Wide Bay, I am not sure which, put
his finger on the right spot this afternoon
when he reminded us that new settlers have
often not the conveniences to convey their
wives 10 or 15 miles to a polling-booth. The
man may have a horse on which he can ride
to the booth, but the woman has to remain
at home. The leader of the Opposition last
Thursday week said something to the effect
that we had set about narrowing the fran-
«ohilse and lessening the numbers on tha
rol

Mr. Ryan: That is correct.

[12 Avgust.]
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The PREMIER: And he built up that
argument, as 1 took it, upon two grounds—
first, that we restored the postal vote, and
next, that we abolished the absentee vote.
I will allow that the hon. member is a
special pleader, and that he pleaded his
cause with consummate ability. I could noé
help thinking that, had he held a brief for
this side, how much superior a cas: he could
have presented. His argument was a plea
for the nomadic population, to use his own
expression, and I could not help noticing,
underlying the whole train of his ideas, a
contemptuous disregard of the settlers in the
rural districts. That nomadic population,
if 1t qualifies by residence in any electorate,
will not be deprived of the vote.

Mr. FuxHAM: What about the Dunwich
vote ?

The PREMIER: They are not entitled
to the franchise. There are two Labour
Administrations in the Commonwealth—in
Now Scuth Wales and Western Ausiralia—
and they have been long enough in power
to secure the vote for the inmates of benevo-
lent institutions, but they have had enough
sense not to give it. I do not propose, ab
any rate, that such an amendment will be
introduced, if anv vote of mine can keep it
out. There was a contemptuous d1sregqrd,
in the speech of the leader of the Opposition,
for the new settlars in the rural districts,
and a glorification of the man whose roof is
his hat and who constantly moves on. There
was a contempt for the man whose hut is
his castle, for the men and women who are
settling and striving their best to make good
in this country. Under this Bill every facility
will be given to the men who are entitled
to get their names on the roll, and every
facility will be given for a clean and accurate
roll. I would like to ask the hon. gentleman
whether qualification and accuracy are
synonymous with narrowing the rights and
léssening the numbers—expressions which he
used often. ) i

Mr. Ryan: They are synonymous in this
Bill.

The PREMIER : I will just recall some of
the actions of recent years. During- the
regrettable strike in the early part of last
year, there were certain members of Parlia-
ment—one of whom is not with us to-day,

but who is in the service of the

[10 p.m.] Commonwealth—who were pre-

sent in the street getting appli-
cations for enrolment signed, utterly regard-
loss of how long they had been here. They
had just come into town or had just landed,
and they were told to put their names down
for whatever domicile they were then hold-
ing, and it was found again and again, upon
investigation, that there were scores of men
occupying dwellings where but a few men
could reside.

The Home SECRETARY: Quite correot.

The PREMIER : Then, we know quite well
that there have been enrolments rsade long
before the persons are entitled to enrol.

Mr. Trrovors: If you knew that, why did
you not prosecuts?

The PREMIER: I am not so fead of
going to the police court as the hon. mem-
bsr mey imagine. A mors imporifant aspect
is the difficulty of getting to the poll on
the part of clectors in the widely scattered
districts. How came I to zealise the foree
of this? Why, Sir, it was in the Dalby elec-
torato two years ago. There I found people

Hon. D. F. Denham.]
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had from: 15 to 18 miles to travel, and it
was impossible for all the members of the
family to go to the poliing-booth. For
these reasons, we have introduced the postal
vote, safeguarded at every standpoint. We

have gained experience of the uss of the-

postal vote; we have seen its failings and its
vulnerable points, and these have been safe-
guarded and protected. The hon. member
put his finger upon a point—and with all
honesty of purpose this Bill is not a party
Bill. Matters affecting the qualifications of
electors are for the House, and the hon.
member indicated a phase of the question
to which I have applicd myself since, and
I quite see the injustice that will prevail
if the Bill were unamended. We see our
way quite easily to amend it. The hon.
meinber asked why we did not go in for
compulsory onrolment. Well, ithat matter
had consideration. The natural corollary of
compulsory enrolment is compulsory voting.

OpposiTiIoN MEMBERS: Not necessarily.

The PREMIER: I say it is a fair corol-
lary. With compelment to enrol, ‘there
should be compuisory voting, and the only
way of compelling the vote would be to
give what I should be very unwilling to
give, and that is absolutely unrestricted
opportunity to vote by means of the post.
That would be undesirable, and, unless we give
that, we canncét have compulsory voting, be-
causs if you are going to compel a man to
vote, he would claim travelling facilities for
recording his vote, and inasmuch as the
compelment of compulsory enrolment cannot
be assured, that has not been embodied in
the Bill. But we give every facility, and
are prepared to enlarge thoe facilities, to
ensure convenience to get on the roll, and,
above all, we give every, opportunity to
record the vote. Now, the hon. member
made a great point that persons have +o
remain in the State twelve months before
they can get a vote, whilst in the Common-
wealth the qualification is six months. That
point was admirably answered by the hon.
member for Burrum, because a newchum—
one just arrived from the old land—is not in
a position to understand the situation ade-
quately to cast an intelligent vote after six
months’ residence.

Mr. Forey: He is an alien.

The PREMIER: By no means an alien,
because, if he were an alien, he could not
get a vote at all.

Mr. Forey: He is an alien; that is how
you regard him.

The PREMIER: We are dealing with
problems with which he is not familiar, and
which he has not had sufficient time to diag-
rose for himself, and I think it is not a
fair thing that men who do not understand
the sitwation shculd be entrusted with the
power of the vote until they have had time
during which they may learn somecthing of
the ofzirs of the State. After all, is the
franchise something to be valued? If it is
something to be valued, then, surely, it is
worth waiting twelve months for.

Mr. ApamsoN: There is onlr a three

months’ residence qualification in New South
Wales.

The PREMIER: I am not disposed to
follow New South Wales. In the estima-
tion of the Government, and the people

[Hon. D. F. Denham.
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gencrally, it is considered a .fva.ir thing that
people should remain in this State twelve
months before thev get power to cast a vote.

Mr. Ryax: That is the way you encourage
immigrants.

The PREMIER: The hon. member and
his party do mnot wish to see immigrants
coming here.

Mr. Ryan: VYes, we do.

The Houe Sporersry: A shori time ago
they referred to the immigrants as the
*scum of Furope.”

The PREMIER : They are constantly rais-
ing objections against immigrants officially,
and yet in other directions, apparently, they
are advocating immigration. However, the
men who get a vote after being twelve months
here probably have not enjoyed thai privi-
lege at home, and they are quite willing to
wait the twelve months, The secret of it
is this: that on arzival they are generally
taken in hand by some emissary from the
Trades Hall, and there is poured into them
misrepresentation, so that if, after six
mouths, they can eoxercise the franchise, it
would probably be exercised in the Labour
interest; but in twelve months the im-
migrants got a little sense, and they realise
that if they want to be on the side of free-
dom and Iiberty they must vote with us.
The hon. member raised a point the other
night that a person who had lived in Queens-
land, and who had gone hence and returned,
would have to be here during the last pre-
ceding twelve months before once more get-
ting on the roll. There is no doubt that that
is the Bill as brought to this House, but
it will be amended in Committee, because
it would be an unreasonable thing that per-
sons living twelve months in a State, who
had gone hence and then zeturned to Queens-
land, should have to be here twelve months
before getting on the roll again. They will
merely have to remain here the same period
that would elapse if they passed from
Brisbane to Enoggera, or from one electorate
to another—that 1s, two months, That is the
matter raised by the leader of the Opposi-
tion, and he is correct in his contention. It is
57 in the draft Bill. The draftsman thought
it was covered by an expression in regard to-
residence, but it is better there should be no
doubt upon the point at all. I understand
that the definition of rezidence is but in, not
from any sinister motive, as has been stated
again and again—one would think that we
were the personification of the Evil One
from the sinister motives attributed to us—
but that definition was put in there to avoid
litication and trouble when it comes to the
tribunal.

Mr. Taeopork: There is no doubt it wants
recasting.

The PREMIER: Oh, does it? Well, that
can be adjusted. The hon. the leader of the
Opposition appeared to he distressed about
certa’n individuals who would not be long
enough in one place to qualify as voters.
Well, if these men have a domicile for which
they have been duly enrolled, they can utilise
the postal vote to record their votes for their
own electorates; bubt to say that 200 or 300
or 400 men who are working on a railway
line in any one given electorate should be
able to swamp that electorate with their
votes is a monstrous proposition.

Mr. ApamsoN: Why should they be dis-
franchised ?
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The PREMIER: It is a pure accident that
they are in that electorate. They are not
disfranchised.

Mr. Kirwax: If they are single men, they
are.

The PREMIER: I suppose they have
some domicile. If they have not, then they
are not entitled to the franchise. Domicile is
the essence of the Bill; but if they are en-
titled to be on the roll, they will be able to
exercise the franchise.  Hon. members have
been advocating the claims of people who are
not entitled to vote. Do they want an impure
roll of that nature? It appears that they
want one special class for themselves—a
nomadic vote that can be dropped into one
electorate and swamp it at any time. Such
persons have no interest in the electorate.
It is a pure accident that they are there.
They merely pass on, and therefore it is
not right that such men should have the
power to swamp an electorate.

Mr. TEEODORE: Power to upset the settled
policy of the Government.

Mr. Ryan: Tt would be too dreadful.

Mr. WINSTANLEY : Can you show how they
can record their votes?

The PREMIER: I shall before I resume
my seat, but they must be qualified. A
great deal was made about the questions—
the date of birth, the place of birth. Now,
I am not sure that an education test would
not be a good thing to qualify for a
vote. It might have been said that we
were reactionary if we had incorporated it
in the Bill, but surely if a person is ignorant
of his age or of his place of birth or of the
year of arrival, or by what means he
arrived, he might reasonably be disqualified.
Hon. members know perfectly well why those
questions are asked. They are not to block
men from getting votes.

Mr. THEODORE: To intimidate?

The PREMIER: I do not find men so
easily intimidated. No; the average man
who arrives in this State, after he has been
here twelve months, knows perfectly well
that it is a free country, and intimidation
is absolutely impossible unless it lies with
the men who have been preaching all 4nis
stuff.

The IoME SECRETARY :
priests.

The PREMIER : I say these questions are
necessary, so that we may know the people
are boni fide entitled to vote. A clean roll,
every hon. member will admit, is a desirable
thing. .

Mr. Hoxaau: How can you ask a single
girl where her wife and family reside?

The PREMIER: Nothing so immoral as
that obtains.

The SecRETARY FOR PuBLic LANDS:
Acts Shortening Act provides for that.

The PREMIER : Hon. members have been
much horrified about this property quali-
fication. I wonder that some inquiring minds
have not asked to have a return of all the
property votes that have been transferred.
It would be very interesting, and I weuld
very much like to see it myself. But I
think it is quite a fair thing. Suppose I
lived for twenty-five years of my life, work-
ing hard, in Maranoa, and towards the end
of my life I find I can take it easier and I go
down to Sandgate and rusticate there. I
have no interests there, but I have in
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Maranoa, where I lived for about twenty-five
years. Is it not perfectly reasonable that I
should be allowed to vote for the district in
which my interests lie? The man who exer-
cises the property vote has a fixed and
settled entity, and he can only be once
transferred, or I should say he should be
only once transferred, and I shall be quite
willing to see an amendment in that diree-
tion. But surely a man who has lived in
the State for twenty-five or thirty years and
has helped to build it up and has borne the
heat and burden of the day should be en-
titled to transfer to the electorate from
which he came! I wish hon. members oppo-
site had concern for men of that type as
they have for the mere nomadic type, as
the leader of the Opposition said.

Mr. Ryan: I did not speak of the mere
nomadic population.

The PREMIER: I will leave out the
“mere;” I will call it “ nomadic.”

Mr. THEODORE: Do you not think it is
possible for them to vote where they are
resident ?

The PREMIER : They can only have one
vote. I am quite willing that the postal
provisions be adequately safeguarded, bus,
as compared with the absent vote, the
postal vobe is incomparably ahead of it. The
postal vote secures a greater accuracy than
has been obtained through the absent vote.
The postal vote enables a fuller check to
be made of the qualifications of the elector
to record it than does the absent vote. The
postal vote can be made available to hun-
dreds of persons who cannot attend a polling-
booth. Those hon. members who have been
pleading for the nomadic population have
not cared a snap of the fingers for the real
settled people in the country who are here
to dwell with us, and yet there are many,
many hundreds of these who have not been
able to vote, either because they have not
the means of conveyance, or because the hus-
band may go, but the wife has to remain
behind and look after the family. Then the
postal vote would be available to other
classes to whom the absent vote would not.
It will be possible for men at sea to use if
who could not go to the poll, and who could
not use the absent vote. Under this Bill
they can go after nomination day and secure
a certificate to record their votes. That is
why I say the postal vote is superior. And
not only is it available for men at sea,
but it is possible for the man travelling in
New South Wales to use it also. Under the
absent vote provisions that vote would be
lost. TUnder the provisions of the postal
vote a certificate can be secured before he
goes away out of the State, and his vote
can be recorded. Then, again, it is per-
fectly simple to operate, and, what is of
very great importance, it obviates delay ab
the polling-booth. Let me recall my experi-
ence at Rockhampton at the last Federal
election. There was good provision made
for the recording of absent votes, but, in
spite of a long table at which there were
several obliging officers, quick and expedi-
tious, people were kept there for a very
long time. It was only because I happened
to be known that I was given a quick des-
patch.

Mr. Forey: They were taking the declara-
tion of every voter.

The PREMIER: Exactly; that was the

reason of the delay, and therefore I say the
postal vote is vastly superior, because there
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is no delay or blocking of the polling-booth
on election day. All this can be done before
polling-day, and therefore it is distinetly
superior, This party -has no wish to block
bonéd fide voting. We want to put facilities
in the way of the bon4 fide voter. I can see
the force of the argument raised by the leader
of the Opposition with regard to the 50-mile
limit, and that can be amended.

Mr. Ryan: How far?

The PREMIER: We will make it 5 miles.
Then I recognise what has been said about
the provision which says that the vote must
be recorded within the boundary of the elec-
toral division. Clearly enough, it would Le
an unfair thing if a person in the Warrego
electorate who had a vote in Brisbane were
disfranchised because he happened to be away
from home. He can make his application to
the returning officer of the electorate for
which he 15 enrolled, and thus he will be able
to secure his vote. We are ready to meet
all reasonable difficulties that present them-
selves. I say again that electoral law belongs
not to one side of the House or the other.
We are adhering to the principle, which is
recognised throughout Australasia, of the
adult vote, and the object of this Bill is to
secure freedom in the use of the franchise, and
see that every opportunity shall be allowed to
duly qualified persons to be enrolled, and,
being enrolled, to exercise their vote. The
Bill is conceived in this spirit, and if in
Committee we can more fully achieve the
object we have in view, we shall be only too
ready to achieve that object. I want to re-
move the impression that there is any sinister
motive whatever in the Bill. This is a ques-
tion of the franchise of the people. But we
do say that only those who are entitled to
vote shall be entitled to be on the roll, and,
being there, we will give them facilities
through the post, under certain conditions, to
record their vote; and, from our expericnce,
we know there are many good and true
citizens who hitherto have not been able to
vote who, will by this means be able to record
their votes. I contend that this Bill is en-
tirely in the interests of true, clean, electoral
law, and a full and free exercise of that whickh
we so much rejoice in—the adult franchise.

GOVERNMENT MEMBERS : Hear, hear!

Mr. HARDACRE (Leichhardt): 1 beg to
move the adjournment of the debate.

Question put and passed.

The resumption of the debate was made an
Order of the Day for Tuesday next.

SPECTAL ADJOURNMENT.

The PREMIER: I beg to move that the
House, at its rising, do adjourn until Tuesday
next.

Mr. RYAN: I understand from the motior
of the Premier that it is the intention that
there shall be no business to-morrow and the
following day. It has not been usual for the
House to adjourn for Exhibition week, and X
should like to huve some intimation given to
the House on that point. I have seen iny
certain sections of the Press that the Govern—
ment do not intend to go beyond a certairy
date this session, and any business not thery
cleared up will have to stand over. I quite
agree that that is a proper principle to adopt
in conducting the session, but I would like to»
have some indication as to whether the Fouse
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will sit more than three days a week during
the balance of the session, and also whether
there will be an intimation from the Govern-
ment as to the date of the closing of the
session. 1 think this is the proper time to
get that information.

The PREMIER: I am most happy to give
the hon. gentleman as much information as
I possibly can. There has been no intimation,
as far as I am concerned, that the House will
not sit bevond a given date. Usually the
session lasts about five months, and, if that
be so this year, the end will come
about the middle of November. I remember
last session too vividly to again ask hon.
members to sit for four or five days a week.
It is not good for members, and not good for
business. As far as I can see, we sha}l have
no occasion to ask hon. members to sit more
than three days for some considerable time.
Towards the end of the session we may have
ta speed up to four days. Last year we ad-
journed on Wednesday and Thursday in
Exhibition week, and I understand from the
*“Whips” that it was the common desire of
members, as they had a good many of their
constituents down. to be free for the two
days; but, personally, I shall be willing to get
on with business. I shall be only too glad,
when business has been further shaped, to
advise the House as to what we hope to do by
a certain date.

Question put and passed.

The House adjourned
minutes past 10 o’clock.

at twenty-nine





