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REPORT ON GENERAL ELECTION HELD ON THE
9th MAY, 1931

SIR,

I HAVE the honour to submit the following report upon Parliamentary
Elections held during the past three years.

HOUSE OF ASSEMBLY.

The House of Assembly was dissolved by His Excellency the Lieutenant-
Governor on the 25th March, 1931, and the following dates were fixed for
the purposes of the Election:—

Issue of Writs o 30th March, 1931.
Nominations 10th April, 1931.
Poll , 9th May, 1931.
Return of Writs . 22nd May, 1931.

The nominations totalled 70 (Bass, 11; Darwin, 13; Denison, 19; Frank-
lin. 15; Wilmot, 12), the lowest number since 1916, when only 48 nomina-
tions were received for the 30 seats. The highest number of nominations
was recorded in 1919, when there were 88 candidates. Upon the present
occasion 16 candidates lost their deposits, having failed to secure votes equal
to one-fifth part of the quota at the time of their exclusion from the count.
The enrolment for the various divisions and the total number of votes recorded
are shown in the following table :—

Total Number

Division. ér[“;;t"l’;d lgébzr(:it;; P«J;:.nt
Bass . 23,691 22,429 94-7
Darwin , 24,693 23,499 95-2
Denison . 23,5681 22,484 95-3
Franklin 24,280 23,176 955
Wilmot 22,485 21,191 94-2

Total 118,730 112,779 95-0

The compulsory voting clauses of the Electoral Act came into operation
for the first time (so far as the House of Assembly Elections are concerned)
at the Election now under review, and the results are seen in the very high
percentage of votes recorded. The average for all divisions was 95 per cent., as
compared to 631 per cent. in 1922, 67-26 per cent. in 1925, and 81-9 per cent.
in 1928. The heavy vote recorded in 1928 may be attributed to the adop-
tion of compulsory voting at the last preceding Federal Election, and the
responsibilities then imposed upon electors were evidently reflected in the
increased vote at the following State Election. It is perhaps appropriate to
mention here that the introduction of compulsory voting at State Elections
has worked smoothly from an administrative point of view, and electors
generally have accepted without demur this added responsibility.

The issue of “ failure to vote ” notices was completed some time ago in
all divisions, and as it is the policy of the electoral administration to apply
the compulsory sections of the Act with moderation, only in very oceasional
instances has it been found necessary to resort to legal action against electors
who failed to vote.

The absent votes recorded at this Election totalled 6154, a figure which
is again inordinately high. Experience has shown that the privileges con-
ferred upon electors by the absent voting sections of the Act are often mis-
used, and there is no doubt that many electors who could vote within their
own subdivisions prefer to vote elsewhere. A large “absent vote” means
that the Election proceedings cannot be concluded with promptness. As a.
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matter of fact, the time taken to produce the final result under the Hare-
Clark system is attributed frequently, but erroneously, to the so-called
intricacies of the counting process, whereas the delay between the poll and
the final result is due mainly to the fact that absent votes for each division
must be awaited from various parts of the State before the count can pro-
ceed. No solution of this difficulty can be found, as it is not conceivable that
absent voting rights could be withdrawn from electors. Similar delays do
not arise where postal votes are concerned, as these votes are automatically
excluded if they are not received by the returning officer before the close of
the poll.

The amendments of the Electoral Act passed by Parliament last session
have facilitated the conduct of Parliamentary Elections, and a number of
minor anomalies existing in the main Act have been removed. In particular,
postal voting was simplified to the desirable extent of permitting electors to
witness applications for postal votes instead of authorised witnesses being
required to do so as hitherto. The most important alteration embodied in the
amending Act provided for compulsory enrolment. Commonwealth rolls com-
piled under a system of compulsory enrolment have been used by the State for
House of Assembly elections for some years past, but in making the rolls for
the Legislative Council a fundamental change has been made (vide a later
paragraph of this report). The remaining amendments amounted to a con-
solidation of the offence clauses of the main Act. This latter revision was
necessary, although electoral offences beyond technical breaches (such as fail-
ure to vote and failure to enrol), are practically unknown in this State, as
witness the fact that prosecutions for false enrolment claims have been found
necessary only on one occasion in many years.

LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL.

It has been decided to embody in future reports issued after each
General Election a brief summary of the Legislative Council Elections held
during the intervening period. These details have not hitherto been avail-
able from readily accessible records.

Appendix A of this report indicates that the increased vote following on
the introduction of compulsory voting has not been pronounced in Legislative
Council Elections. The figures showing the percentage of votes to total enrol-
ment in the Elections of 1929, 1930, and 1931 must, however, be accepted with
reserve, as the rolls (prepared under the old system) were defective, and con-
tained many names which have since been removed. Electoral officers are
convinced that the previous method of preparing Legislative Council rolls
from assessment rolls left much to be desired, and in the amending Bill
passed last session Parliament imposed upon Council electors the very reason-
able duty of claiming enrolment. A considerable improvement, even in the
short time which has elapsed since the Act was amended, has been made in
Legislative Council rolls. This much needed change has involved practically
no additional expense, and there is every reason to believe that the new
method will enable returning officers to produce accurate rolls.

One of the remaining difficulties in the latter direction lies in the exist-
ing Legislative Council boundaries. It is almost impossible in some instances
for returning officers to determine the divisions for which electors should be
enrolled: this is a source of irritation to the electors, and leads to inaccuracies
in the rolls. These difficulties would be solved if the Council boundaries could
be redefined so as to coincide with boundaries of grouped municipalities, as
electors in any one municipality would then be aware of their Legislative
Council division also. An important aspect of the boundary question is
revealed in the disparity which now exists in the enrolment strength of the
various divisions. For example, one division with 1210 electors and another
division with 6818 electors each returns one member to the Council, and,
although this is a question which does not come strictly within the scope of

this report, it seems that, sooner or later, a redefinition of boundaries will
have to be seriously considered.
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I record with appreciation the services of the Assistant Chief Electoral
Officer (Mr. C. A. Blakney), who is also in charge of the Franklin Division;
the assistance of the central electoral staff; and the valued help of the Divi-
sional Returning Officers for Bass (Mr. A. J. Simmons), Darwin (Mr. H.
S. Warren), Denison (Mr. L. Ainsworth), and Wilmot (Mr. A. R. Cooke).
To these experienced officers, who carried out their responsibilities with
thoroughness and despatch, may be attributed the efficient conduct of the elec-
tion proceedings under review.

I am also indebted for the assistance given by the Deputy-Statistician
(Mr. E. T. McPhee), who compiled the statistical tables appended hereto,
together with the several analyses of the vote recorded upon this occasion.

I have the honour to be,
Sir,
Your obedient Servant,

E. PARKES,

Chief Electoral Officer.
The Honourable the Chief Secretary.
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Appendix A.
LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL ELECTIONS, 1929-1931.

1929.

D1visiONs oF HOBART, PEMBROKE, AND MEANDER.
Issue of Writ . 15th April, 1929
Nominations . 24th April, 1929
Poll (fixed by statute) . . . . Tth May, 1929
Return of Writ ... . . . 21st May, 1929

Division of Hobart.

Electors Enrolled, 8091. Electors Who Voted, 5184. Percen-
tage of Electors Who Voted, 64.

Candidates.
1 T T T T
Cleary, J. | Lloyd, W. E. | Propsting, W. B. Informal. ‘ Total.
B _ R |
037 |
I

1537 ; 2591 119 ) 5184

Hon. William Bispham Propsting elected.

Division of Pembroke.

Electors Enrolled, 2283. Electors Who Voted, 1676. Percen-
tage of Electors Who Voted, 73.

Candidates.

Howard, I. H. i Murdoch, J. | Informal. Total.

| S S
276 IF 1371 ! 29 1676

Hon. James Murdoch elected.

Division of Meander.

Electors Enrolled, 2719. Electors Who Voted, 1934. Percen-
tage of Electors Who Voted, 71.

Candidates.
: ‘ ‘ =
Blyth, E. F. B. (Cameron, 1. N. Clements, E.T. ! Nichols, H. A.|  Informal. Total.
! S - e
i : ; :
678 i 139 356 720 36 1934
56 ! -—~139 34 19 Cameron excluded
— } SN S S S S
734 ‘ i 390 ; 754
151 | 390 ; 239 Clements excluded
(S D - . —
| | . |
885 ‘ 1013 |

Hon. Hubert Allan Nichols elected.

1930.

D1visioNs oF HUON, LAUNCESTON, AND MERSEY.
Issue of Writ . . . Tth April, 1930
Nominations . . 14th April, 1930
Poll (fixed by statute) . 6th May, 1930

Return of Writ . 20th May, 1930
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Division of Huon.

Electors Enrolled, 3529. Electors Who Voted, 2574. Percen-
tage of Electors Who Voted, 73.

Candidates.

|

Calvert, W. H. F. Ryan, D. E. ’ Taformal. Total.

PN PSS —1

1579 | 944 51 2574
|

Hon. William Henry Fairfax Calvert elected.

Division of Launceston.

Hon. Tasman Shields returned unopposed.

Division of Mersey.

Hon. Alexander Lillico returned unopposed.

1931.
DIVISIONS OF DERWENT, TAMAR, AND WESTMORLAND.
Issue of Writ ... ... .. . 10th April, 1931
Nominations ... o ~ . 17th April, 1931
Poll (fixed by statute) .. .. ... 5th May, 1931
Return of Writ . 15th May, 1931

Division of Derwent.

Electors Enrolled, 2192. Electors Who Voted, 1311. Percen-
tage of Electors Who Voted, 59.

Candidates.

' )
Lloyd, W. E.

Shoobridge, L. M. Informal. : Total.

! I

494 755 62 1311

Hon. Louis Manton Shoobridge elected.

Division of Tamar.

Electors Enrolled, 1810. Electors Who Voted, 1435. Percen-
tage of Electors Who Voted, 79.

Candidates.
_ . - — A L : [
Freeland, E. W. ' Luck, A. H, Robinson, H. | Informal. Total.
598 ‘ 499 | 315 ‘ 23 1 1435
nt ‘ 204 : -.815 1‘ |
709 ! 703 | 1 ‘
’ t

Hon. Ernest William Freeland elected.

Division of Westmorland.

Electors Enrolled, 3141. Electors Who Voted, 2136. Percen-
tage of Electors Who Voted, 68.

Candidates.

- .. U -

Cheek, J. W, l‘ Hollingsworth, A. Informal. i Total.

:
1476 558 ‘ 102 2136

Hon. John William Cheek elected.
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Appendix B.

STATISTICAL TABLES—GENERAL ELECTION, 9tH MAY, 1931. (WITH COM-
PARISONS WITH PREVIOUS ELECTIONS.)

" TABLE 1—Electors, Voters, and Informal Votes—General Election, 9th May, 1931.

e — . e .
% Electors on Roll. i Votes Recorded. © Informal Votes.
Estimated | o e ) o T
{ Population | i | T i | \‘,2113
{ 31st March, | f Per 1000 | Percentage: i Percentage, Recorded
l 1931. | Number. |of Popula-| Number. on ! Number. | on Votes ’ :
i | f tion. | Electors. Recorded.
| |
! | | | N S
; i i
Bass........... ; 43,000 ! 23,601 551 | 22,429 9147 768 3:10 | 21,661
Darwin L 49520 24,693 499 | 23499 952 768 . 3:27 | 22731
Denison... I 39,780 ;23581 593 | 92,484 95-3 775 3:45 | 21,709
Franklin . I 46,080 | 24,280 527 23,176 955 707 . 305 | 22,469
Wilmot 4620 | 22485 540 1 21,101 94-2 867 2:87 | 20,324
Total.. ! 220,000 | 118,730 | 540 112,779 95-0 | 3885 3-45 108,894
J ) y ! ) |
| i o

The number of votes recorded is the number of votes, formal and informal, that
were admitted to the scrutiny. Up to 1922 this number did not differ much from the
number of ballot-papers issued, but in 1922, and subsequently, owing to amendments of
the Act and regulations, a large number of persons filled in voting-papers on the claim
that their names should be on the roll. The majority of these claims were rejected, and
the attempted votes are not included in the tables submitted herein.

The number of electors on the roll in relation to the population in the several divi-
sions must be accepted as only roughly approximate, because so long a time has elapsed
since the last census that the accuracy of the distribution of the population is doubtful.
Generally, the proportion of electors varies with the proportion of females among the
electors. In Denison and Bass, for instance, where female electors are in the majority,
the proportions of electors to the population are highest. Where women electors are
more numerous than male there is likely to be a larger proportion of unmarried females,
and consequently a smaller proportion of children, or, inversely, a more adult popula-
tion.

TABLE 2.—Comparative Summary—State General Elections since 1916.

9th May, “30th May,| 3rd June, | 10th June,| 31st May,!25thMar(:h,
1931, 1928. | 1925, 1922. 1919.7 | 1916,
| I
B ——— USSR (P— = —_— ‘

Estimated Popnlation ...............occoooeenn.. 220,000 | 212,000 = 213,000 | 215100 | 205,000 | 194,000

Electors on Roll— ‘
. 50,024 | 55,058 |

56,667 | 54,958 | 53,205 | 54,466

Female 59,706 56,808 | 68,234 55,591 54336 | 52,855
Total ... . 118,730 111,956 © 114,901 110,549 107,541 | 107,321
Males—per cent. of total..... 49-7 49-2 | 49-3 497 495 | 508
Electors per 1000 of population ‘ 540 531 | 538 ] 514 525 | 553
|

Votes Recorded (including informal votes):— ! | ! ‘ ‘
[ 08 L S . 56,674 46,769 | 41,322 38,457 | 87,087 | 41,427
Female 56,105 44,910 | 35,959 31,295 [ 34,027 | 37,557
Total ..... ¢ e 112,779 91,679 | 77,281 69,752 71,064 78,984
Males- -per cent. of total w.c...oeevernnnn... *fa ] 502 51:0 | 535 551 | 521 | 525

| : ! ;

Voters— Percentage to Electors on Roll :— ! ! l | |
Male.... .... o 960 | 84-94 L7292 700 | 696 7606
Female =0 94°0 7894 6175 56-3 | 62-6 71:05
95-0 J 81-90 | 67-26 631 ‘ 66-1 7360

| J
Valid votes recorded.....coeeevereririunnaninnn.... | 108,894 ‘ £8,706 = 75,567 67,918 ‘ 68,250 J 74,514

i i
Informal Votes— ! ! i !

Number ....ccoiiiriiiiiiiiiiiciiiic e | 3885 | 2973 1714 1834 | 2814 4470
Percentage to votes recorded %o | 345 ! 3-24 2-22 2:63 | 396 566
Number of candidates ......... ! 70 72 ! 74 77 | 57 48
Number of deposits torfeited ........ 16 | 12 17 19 4 3
Number of members elected at first count..... 6 7 6 2 18 11
Total number of counts .................. . 437 | 452 381 439 | 264 | 117
Greatest number of counts for one division ... 193 | 126 | 118 160 | 126 54

i I |
I {
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The census of 1921 showed the proportion of adults to be 544 per 1000 of the tlotal
population of Tasmania, and in view of the declining birth rate this proportion might
be very slightly higher now, so that the proportion of electors on the roll as at the 9th
May, 1931 (540 per 1000 of the population) would appear to be very nearly correct.

The high proportion of electors who voted (95 per cent.) was the result of the com-
pulsory provisions of the Act, which applied to a State election for the first time in 1931,
though compulsory voting was earlier a feature of elections for the Commonwealth Par-
liament. The increase in the proportion of voters to electors on the roll at the election
of the 30th May, 1928, as compared with previous years, was, no doubt, due to the wide-
spread impression, derived from the Commonwealth election, that voting at State elections
also was compulsory. .

The proportion of informal votes (3-45 per cent.) was the highest since 1919. This
high rate, however, was probably due to the number of inexperienced voters who were
brought to the poll by compulsion.

The number of candidates (70) and the number of counts
different from the corresponding figures in 1928.

Women electors, in conformity with the sex distribution of the population, were
slightly in a majority (50-3) per cent.), but, as voters, they were in a minority to the
same degree (49-8 per cent.)

(437) were not greatly

TABLE 8.—Electors on Roll and Voters—Last Five General Elections.

Voters — Male.

Electors on Roll— Vale.
—— . . S - - (‘ e
1931. 1928, 1925, 19292, 1919. 1931, 1928. @ 1025, ! 1922. ‘ 1919,
S B S S ‘1 T . i :
BASSeovrrs oo 11,253 10,406 10,683 11,184 | 10,636 | 10,601 | 8,722 | T806 70K 7,118
Darwin. 13195 12,195 12,174 © 9,459 | 10,203 | 12,600 110,573 | 9,226 | 6,721 7,319
Denison 10,538 © 10,009 ' 11,075 = 12,895 11,319 & 10,055 : 8,607 | 8,257 9,166 8,288
Franklin.. 12,310 © 11,634 | 11,918 12,172 | 11,837 ¢ 12,039 | 9,840 | 8,457 l 8,415 8,187
Wilmot.... 11,733 = 10,814 10917 9,248 9,210 11,199 : 9,027 f 7,576 | 6,457 6,125
— e f . I I
Total.......| 59,024 55058 56,667 54,958 | 53,206 | 56,671 46,769 41,322 (:%R,457 37,087
i i
i ; | ,
Rlectors on Roll —Femuale. Voters—- Female.
) T T i _g-_“mw P
1931. ‘ 1928. 1925. 1921. 1928. 1925, 1922, 1919,
Bass.oooooviiiieennnn . 12,438 ! 11,886 @ 11,768 | 12,174 ( 11,741 11,738 9,042 7,401 6,615 7,025
Darwin . L1498 0 10,817 10,845 [ 8,033 8,385 10,809 : 8,800 7,006 : 4,300 5,300
Denison 13,048 | 12,645 | 13,589 | 15,597 14,300 | 12,429 . 10,343 8,764 . 9,690 9,689
Franklin.. 111,970 | 11,334 1 115575 | 10,683 | 10,688 | 11,137 = 8,806 | 6,540 1 5501 6,460
Wiliot . cevereerenns S 10752 10216 | 10457 | 9,104 | 9222 0992 7919 6:239 | 5180 5527
i { ; i ! !
[ —— - ],,,,,,V,,,, - - | SR i o . - ' U
Total......... “ 59,706 “ 56,898 58,234 | 55,591 54,336 1 56,105 44,910 " 35,959 : 31,295 34,027
: ' i ;
Electors on Roll—Both Sexes. Yoters—Both Sexes.
s _ | —- T S _
1931, 1928, 1925, 1922, 1919. ‘ 1931, [ 1928. 1925, 1922, 1919,
. — ‘: R " [,, — - f—
Bass oo 23,691 22,202 22,351 23,358 @ 22,377 22,429 17,764 15,207 14,313 | 14,143
Darwin . | 24,693 23,012 . 28,019 | 17,492 . 18,88 23,499 = 19,373 16,232 . 11,021 | 12,625
Denison 4 23,581 22,654 24,664 | 28,492 ! 25619 22,484 18,950 17,021 18,856 \ 17,977
Franklin.. 194,280 22,968 - 23,493 | 22,855 i 22,525 23,176 18,646 15,006 © 13,916 14,667
Wilmot. 29,485 21,030 21,374 | 18,352 ° 18,432 21,191 = 16,946 , 13,815 11,646 b11,652
|
— . — - : _«,._wiv ‘A _ ‘ S ( -
Total......... 118,730 :111,956 114,901 | 110.549 1107,541 | 112,779 : 91,679 . 77,281 | 69,752 71,064
| | i R N

The result of the alteration of the boundaries of electoral districts, which came into

operation for the 1925 election,
tricts. In the 1922 election the

smallest by 63 per cent.; in 1931 the greatest excess was less than 10 per cent.

win has now most electors, and Wilmot fewest.

is shown in the more equal numbers in the five dis-
largest number of electors in a district exceeded the

Dar-
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TABLE 4.—Percentage of Electors Voting at General Elections since 1909.

' Percentage of Electors Voting.

General Election. e -

Totat.

Male, Female. i
State, 60-7 437 ! 526
Federal, 648 515 585
Reterendun, 613 516 567
State, 77°0 697 785
State, n » 672
Federal, 79°0 708 : 750
Federal, 81-3 737 77'6
State, 761 710 736
Federal, 82:0 700 760
State, 69 6 626 661
Federal, 6571 523 587
State, 700 563 631
Federal, 584 380 456
State, 724 618 673
Federul, 895 880 : 887
State, 849 , 789 819
Federal, 963 942 952
Ntate, 960 94-0 i 950

The above table, giving the percentage of electors who exercised the franchise at all
general elections, both State and Federal, since 1909, indicates roughly the rise and fall
of political interest among the electors up to 1925. The proportion of voters, on the
whole, increased greatly from 1909 to 1914, remained steady until 1917, then fell away
until 1922, but shows some recovery in 1925. Both its rise and fall are much more pro-
nounced in the case of women than of men. The proportions for the last two elections
are dominated by compulsory voting, first in the Federal sphere and later in the State.

REPRESENTATION OF PARTIES.
The election of the 9th May, 1931, drew 70 candidates, of whom 26 were endorsed

nominees of the Labour Party, 33 were nominated by the Nationalist Party, and 11
described themselves as Independent.

The result was the return of 19 Nationalist. 10 Labour, and 1 Independent.

The No. 1 votes were cast directly for the three groups in each of the five electoral
divisions of the State as follows:—

TABLE 5.—Party Strength as Indicated by No. 1 Preferences, 1931.

Labour. . Nationalist. | Independent. Total.

l
Bass oo e 8058 13,603 — 21,661
Darwin e 7139 13,651 | 1941 22,731
Denison ... 8739 11,653 ! 1317 21,709
Franklin . 7147 9,875 ! 5447 22,469
WO o e e 6947 ; 12,632 | 745 20,324
Total ... e e C 38,080 ! 61414 | 9450 108,894

; |

The method of election is briefly the * single transferable vote system, and the law
provides that a seat shall be allotted to each complete quota of votes in each division.

The quota in each division is ascertained by the following formula :—

Number of valid ballot-papers
Number to be elected - 1

+ 1 — Quota.
Any remainder is ignored.

For thfe election of a “ House ” of 30 members there will therefore be 35 theoretical
quotas, which, however, because of * exhaust ” votes, will not become complete.
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Following the precedent of earlier reports, an attempt will be made to weigh the
ultimate voting strength of the two main parties by allotting to each faction the votes
received by the Independent candidates according to the party predilections ot their
supporters, so far as these can be ascertained, and to give broadly the representation
secured by each party. The distribution of these votes is dealt with later.

The following table shows for each division, and for the State as a whole, the num-
per of first preference votes (attributed to each party after allocating the votes of the
unsucecessful Independent candidates), the number of quotas, and the seats won by each
party :-—

TABLE 6.—Party Strength in Divisions us Indicated by No. 1 P'r'ef()vre'n.(te.\'~—193l.

T [

|
Labour. Nationalixt. ludependent.
Division. i T — T \ (
& First ' No.of | Seats | First ' No. of  Seatx First i No. of “ Seats
\ Preferences. | Quotas. Won. + Preferences. Quotas.  Won. Preterences. \ Quotux. \ Won.
N | | | ISR TR
JR — — e e T |
! !
Bass.ceer..- 8058 | 2°60 2 13,603 £-40 1 — (- ‘E
i | ! |
Darwiu .| 8066 \ 248 2 14,665 4752 1 A
Denison ..., 02 | 300 2 12,417 100 1 "R \‘ _
H |
Franklin... 7301 | 202 2 12,892 1-02 3 976 1 0°71 \ 1
Wilmot ..., 7130 | 2-46 9 13,185 354 4 - - -
S T
i ; |
Total ... 89856 Cq2e81 10 66,762 12198 | 18 o976 1 071 \ 1

{ i i I ) i

______..._—_________.__-—_____________———-

* In these divisions votes for Independent candidates have been allotted as described hereafter.

A standard of representation is furnished by the fact that the number of members
for the State as a whole (30) is 143 per cent. below the number of quotas (35). The
number of quotas of votes allotted to the Labour Party throughout the State was 12-81,
but the seats won were 22 per cent. less (10), whereas the seats obtained by the Nation-
alists (19) were only 11-5 per cent. below the quotas of first preference votes. The sue-
cessful Independent candidate won his seat with less than three-fourths of a quota of
first preference votes. In other words, there were 2-81 quotas of Labour votes made up
of unrepresented fractions for 10 members elected and only 2-48 quotas of Nationalist
voters unrepresented for 19 members elected, while the first votes for the suecesstul Inde-
pendent candidate did not represent a quota.

The disparity between the number of quotas and the number of seats won was most
prominent in Denison, where, with three quotas of first votes the Labour Party secured
only two seats, while with just four quotas the Nationalists secured four seats. This
result cannot be ascribed to less solid voting on the part of Labhour supporters in casting
their subordinate preferences, because, as will be stated later, the cross votes amounted
to practically 5 per cent. for both parties. In the course of the Denison count, after the
election of the third candidate (Mr. Mahoney), there were two Nationalist candidates
and one Labour candidate elected, and there were two Labour and two Nationalist can-
didates still “ fighting it out” on somewhat equal terms. These remaining candidates,
and the number of votes polled by each prior to the transfer of Mr. Mahoney’s surplus,
were :—

Labour—Cosgrove, 2821: Dwyer-Gray, 2830 total Labour votes, 5651.
Nationalists—Grant, 3021 : Soundy, 2964; total Nationalist votes, 5985.

Although the weight of live votes, at this stage, was 100 : 106, the representation of
these voters must be as 1 : 2. Quch a result is a defect in the method of calculating the
quota and the loss by unrepresented fractional remainders. The remedy would appear
to lie in the adoption of the uniform guota (see Report on General Elections, 1913, pp-
22.94). .

The following table shows the party strength as indicated by the quotas of No. 1
preferences, and the seats actually won by Labour and non-Labour groups at each
general election since 1913. Independent votes have been distributed as described else-
gherdq i.n.the context. and the total for the State is the aggregate of the results for the
ve divisions. .

_——: I )
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TABLE 7.—Party Strength as indicated by No. 1 Preferences, 1913-31.
J 1913 1 1916 1919 1922% 1 qo2a 0 1ees b 101
Divisiou. fm;:f [ S o o e R RS I o ,.
2 203 i =03 = = 3 8 = ! 2 = = = El
S0 ! 3 &9 | o | AS 2 221 @ L2 3 L3 S A3 4
oL = 5= 2 321 2 g2 =2 8= 2 2 =2 32 =
X8 12318 (251 % 313 233 |#E| 2 |23 3
.__p.._mw,‘} T f— i [ __,__1_____ Em_~ I
; ; ‘ i
Bass— 1 \ i ’ ‘ i | : |
Quotas........ (B4R B520 3.7 1 8:78 4035 2065 365 277 . 3:30 | 3-70 318 | 3-82 440 260
Seats won ; 3 3 3 3 + 2 3x g 3 13 3 3 4 D!
e ! B e o ] e
Darwin - [ i ; { | I
Quotas ...l 343 857 | 345 | 355 } 308 1 3°32  3:05 0 3:05 i 3-40 | 3-60 3-73 { 3°27 | 452 | 2-48
Seats won ...l 3 |3 |3 3 [ 313 3 33 3 3 4 2
Denison— i : i .
Quotas ..., 13764 1336 | 3°53 | 3-47 | 3-40 | 1 8:93 ' 4:00 | 3-00
Seats won ... 3 3 3 13 3 HF L3 C 4 2
| [p— i B —— S SR IV U, T
. i H | I
Franklin-— ; | ! ; i i
Quotax ... 3798 1 3-07 | 3:62 | 338 | 3086 0 3014 . 4:29 1271 1 344 | 356 395 F305 . 4r02 2027
Seats won ... 3 i 3 3 |3 B 3 g 2 3 i3 C 4 2 3t 2t
S ; S Y S U T S
Wilmot- - | ! ; : :
Quotas ... 446 1 254 | 426 1274 | 480 201 15008 | 192 [ 3477 | 3-93 0 8°86 | 364 454 ;2046
Seats wen .. 1 2 ] 2 4 L2 ! 92 | 3 | 3 K} ;3 4 -
All-. ) | ; [ | , ;
Quotas ......18:94 16-06 [18°13 .16-87 [20°68 |14°32 21-19 13-23 [16-01 |18-60 1729 17-71 21°48 |12:81
Seats won ...16 14 1§ 14 17 I3 7% s e 6 |16 14 191 10t
1 1 H i
i ! i |

* Omitting the votes for one Independent candidate who was elected for Bass.
+ Omitting the votes for one Independent candidate who was elected for Franklin.
NoTE~The boundaries of divisions were altered between the 1922 and 1925 elections.

Other examples of unequal representation, similar to that which occurred in Denison
in 1931, and already alluded to. will be found throughout the period covered by the
above table. The most striking case, in its effect on the representation of parties
throughout the whole electorate of the State, was in 1922. In that year the non-Labour
party had 4-19 unrepresented fractional quotas again Labour’s 1-23. The distribution
nearest to equality required that non-Labour should have one more member and Labour
one less, though if two more members had gone to non-Labour and two less to Labour
the disparity would not have been serious. In that year the non-Labour party lost by
unrepresented fractions in every division, whereas the losses of the Labour party in some
divisions were counterbalanced by gains in others. A similar inequality, though less
se}riops, occurred in 1919 by larger fractional losses to the non-Labour party in most
livisions.

The number of quotas shown in the immediately preceding tables tor the State as a
whole is the sum of the quotas for each division, which, of course, are not uniform. The
following figures show the representation due to each party, based directly on the total
number of first votes polled by each in the whole of the electorates or on the number of
uniform quotas and the number of seats won,

Strength of Parties on the Basis of No. 1 Preferences und Seats Won.

(The State as a Single Electorate.)

No. 1 Preferences. Seats in Propertion. Seats Woo ¥
Labour .. . 39,856 10-98 10
Nationalist . . 66.762 18-39 . 19

* Excluding one successful Independent candidaie whose supporters showed no decided
preference for either party.

On the basis of equal representation, therefore, the Labour party should have had
one more member (11) and the Nationalists should have had one less (18). Such imper-
fections, however, are insignificant in comparison with the results of the old system of
single-seat electorates.

The results given in Table 7 show no case where the difference between the actual
representation and the theoretically requisite representation has prejudiced the position
of either party in Parliament.
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A comparison between the number of seats due to parties, on the basis of No. 1
preferences and seats actually won, is given for all elections held under the present law
in the following table:—

TABLE 8 —Representation of Parties for the Whole State, 1909-1928.

Seats in Proportion to No, 1 Preferences, and Seats Actually Won.

i i ‘ I

. Non- o i Non- }
' Labour. Labour. | ] Labour. Labour.
: UL SR SS, S——
1909 y Proportionate share 1831 11-69 1922 i Proportionate share ...... \ 18-07 11-42¢
ety Actually won 18 S e Actually won o 17 12
B |
1912 y Proportionate share ... L1635 ©1306) 1925 \ Proportionate share ... ; P42 1558
Thm § Actarlly won .l ;16 [ €1 TRy Aetually wono Ll I 16
1913 i Proportionate share ........ i 1578 | 1380% 1928 i Proportionate share ...... | 14-85 1515
TEPey Actually won oL P16 RS Sy Actually won e ;16 14
1916 i Proportionate share ... 15-46 1404 - § Proportionte share ... i 1s-30¢ 10-98
""" { Actually won .. 16 14 T Actually wona 19 10
1919 i Proportionate share ..., 17-56 t 12044 | {
FE et Actually won ks 13 !

“ Omitting the votes for an Independent candidate.

The Labour Party had one more member than was required for equitable propor-
tional representation in 1922: was one member short in 1928 ; and was one member short
in 1931.

A brief summary of the results of the 1931 election for each division is appended,
together with what evidence is available of the party leanings of the supporters of the
Independent candidates.

In Bass there were 11 candidates, of whom 4 were Labour and 7 Nationalist. There
was little cross-voting, and little exhaustion of votes which affected party representa-
tion relatively.

The No. 1 votes cast were: Labour, 8058; Nationalist, 13,603 (2 : 3-37): and the
seats won were: Labour, 2; Nationalist, 4.

In Darwin there were 5 Labour candidates, 6 Nationalists, and 2 Independents (Mr.
Brown and Mr. Medwin). The No. 1 votes were: Labour. 7139; Nationalist, 13,651;
Independent, 1941 (relatively 2 : 3-82 : -54) ; and the seats won were: Labour, 2; Nat-
ionalist, 4. The sympathies of Mr. Brown’s supporters were distinetly towards Labour.
With regard to Mr. Medwin, the position is not so clear, because his votes were not dis-
tributed. Consequently the only available indication of his party sympathies is from
the votes transferred to him. These votes numbered 710, of which 278 were from the
Labour Party (including 67 from Mr. Brown, whose supporters have been shown to
lean strongly to Labour) and 437 from the Nationalists. Mr. Medwin’s No. 1 votes
have therefore been distributed on this basis. In the previous Parliament Mr. Medwin
was a declared Labour member.

In Denison there were 7 Labour candidates, 9 Nationalists, and 3 Independents—
total, 19. The No. 1 votes were: Labour, 8739; Nationalist, 11,653; Independent, 1317
(relatively 2 : 2:67 : 0-31); and the seats won were: Labour, 2; Nationalist, 4. In
this division slightly more than 5 per cent. of the transferred votes of Labour candi-
dates went to the Nationalist party, and slightly less than 5 per cent. of the transfer-
red votes from the Nationalists went to Labour. None of the Independent candidates
in this division was successful, and, taken together. their No. 1 votes were distributed
in the proportions of 42 per cent. to Labour and 58 per cent. to Nationalist candidates.

In Franklin there were 15 candidates, of whom 5 were Labour, 6 Nationalists, and
4 Independents. The No. 1 votes were: Labour, 7147; Nationalist, 9875; Independent,
5447 (relatively 2 : 2:76 : 1-52) ; and the seats won were: Labour, 2; Nationalist, 3;
Independent, 1. The voting in this division was not so closely regimented as else-
where. Besides being greater in number, the Independent candidates for Franklin
included Mr. Watkins, who, on the eve of the election, severed his long association with
the Labour Party. Other Independent candidates—Messrs. Murdoch and Pearsall—
received a far greater support than any other Independent candidate, with the exception
of Mr. Medwin in Darwin.

Judged by the predilections of their supporters, Messrs. Murdoch and Pearsall
may be classed as full-strength Nationalists; Mr. Watkins’ supporters, so far as they
can be judged by transfer votes credited to him, were evenly divided between the two
prime parties; and Mr. Collis’ supporters were apparently 40 per cent. Labour and 60
per cent. Nationalist. In measuring the strength of the two parties the allocation of
the Independent votes has been made accordingly. The transfer of votes from Labour
candidates gave 6:6 per cent. to Nationalists, but of the Nationalist transfers only 4-8
went to Labour candidates.
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Wilmot Division drew 12 candidates—5 Labour, 5 Nationalist, and 2 Independent.
The No. 1 votes were: Labour, 6947; Nationalist, 12,632; Independent, 745 (relatively
2 : 363 : 0-21); and the seats won were: Labour, 2; Nationalist, 4. The Independent
candidates received little support, and subsequently about 26 per cent. of their votes
went to Labour and 74 per cent. to Nationalists. Again the allegiance of the Labour
supporters, as indicated by their No. 1 votes, was not fully maintained. About 10 per
cent. of Labour’s transferred votes went to Nationalists, against about 4 per cent. Nat-
ionalist votes transferred to Labour.

ABSENT VOTES, POSTAL VOTES, AND SECTION 116a.

Under the provisions of Section 1164, 1203 persons whose names were not on the
roll claimed the right to vote, and filled in ballot-papers. Of these, 788 were rejected
because their claim to be on the roll could not be sustained. The remaining 415 were
admitted to the scrutiny, and 27 of them rejected for informalities, leaving 388 valid
votes under Section 116A.

The number of absent votes was 7452, but these included a number whose names
were not. in fact, on the roll, and 1298 were rejected on this account; a further 193
were rejected for informalities, leaving 5961 valid absent votes. These numbers cannot
be satisfactorily compared with previous vears, on account of changes in the Act and
Regulations. The larger numbers for 1931 are due, in the main, to the introduction
of compulsory voting.

Taking together the claims under Section 116a and attempts to vote under pro-
visions for electors absent from their usual subdivisions, the number of votes disallowed
owing to the voter not being on the roll or having no right to be on the roll was 2086,
or about 24 per cent. of the applicants. The numbers of these votes disallowed in pre-
vious years were—1928, 1545: 1925, 1668: 1922, 1473. These disallowed votes are
not counted either as votes recorded or as informal votes.

TABLE 9.—Votes under Section 116A and Absent Votes.

Votes under Section 116a. Ahsent Votes.
Division, Papers Received. . Papers Received.
Admitted Adwmitted
h - to i to
Males, Femaies, | Total. Serutiny. Males. | Females. Total. Serutiny.
I}uss.: 15 1491 345 133 670 - 673 1343 1031
Dm'yvm. S U0 H4 154 13 814 584 1398 1203
Denison . 73 92 165 111 817 . 682 1499 1250
Fl'?,nklih, 171 137 302 1t 919 696 1616 1871
Wilmot . ... 140 97 237 17 895 701 1596 1299
Total ... ......... ! H28 575 1203 5 4115 - 3336 7452 6154
TABLE 10.—Valid Postal Votes in Parties.
Division. Non-Labour. Labour. Total.
Bass TR L [T R 315 108 423
Darwin . 254 82 336
Denison . 16 238 ‘ 654
Franklin . 255 87 342
WMot .o e e 205 41 246
Total oot 445 556 2001
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TABLE 1L.—Summary of Absent and Postal Voting.

I
1031, 1928. 1925. 1922, 1919. 1916,

5961(a)  5604(a) 5398 (a)’ 1875(b) 2001 (h)

Valid Absent Votes

Vahid Votes under Sec 388 318 353
2001 1154 591 640 950

Valid Postal Votes ‘

(«) Voiring outside subdivision in which envolled. (&) Voting outside division in which enrolled.

INFORMAL BALLOT-PAPERS.

The proportion of informal ballot-papers to the total number of ballot-papers at
the election of 1931 was higher, at 3-44 per cent., than in any year since 1919, when
the proportion was 3-96 per cent. The higher proportion in the later year was due, no
doubt, to the number of inexperienced electors brought to the poll by compulsion.

A summary of the proportion of informal ballot-papers in each division at each
General Election since 1909 is as follows:—

TABLE No. 12—Percentage of Informal Bullot-papers, 1909-1931.

I
|
|

. = A

= H = 3 s

= Z = 2 =2

E E = <

= & = = . B =

‘ \ _

1909 ... 2-56 bogge 2-79 264 344 286
1912 . 263 2-97 267 278 3-96 285
1913 .. 249 3-07 3-35 317 239 2-91
1916 .. 3-8 549 563 652 553 566
1919 ... 3-33 | +36 302 334 6-06 306+
1922 ... 2:05 | 256 2-58 2-86 3-20 263
1925 1-82 2-51 212 2-25 246 2-92
1928 .. 338 L 393 2-64 2-83 412 3-94

1931 ... 3100 1 3097 345 305 2-87 3

* The proportions in these years were exaggerated by the inclusion of votes by persons who
were not on the voll.
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TABLE 13.—FElections held in Tasmania, 1903-1931—Informal Ballot-papers.

"
General Elections. ‘ ig E
IE£
Federal. | State. :”og ‘
! Assembly - 31
Senute.......ooieiuines j i1 (all)
Representatives... ... ' s
; Assembly | 27
Senate..........ocounn i 1
Representatives....... J : 4
sr A ssemb,ly‘; 5
SEN#tea..iineiinninnan,. ] ’ 1
Representatives...... ; 5
Referendum  (Leg. 5
Powers).......ovuuene i .
H i
I Assembly S
© Assembly % 5
Senate........oii : 1
Representatives. 5
Senate (Dissolution) | 1
Representatives...... o+
| Assembly; 5
Senate... ..., ‘ 1
Representatives....... . ‘ 4
Assembly | 5
Senate....... . [ ‘ 1
Reprvsentutivﬂs.m...i 5
1‘ Assembly 5
Senate............ ‘ 1
Representatives....... : 5
Assembly 5
Senate......ccoerininn, 1
Representatives.......: "
]j Assembly 5
Senate .. ! 1
Representatives ...... 5
Representatives ...... )
Assembly: 5

i
Date off
Election.

2.4.1903 |

3 [
. }—lb" 1219034 -
j U

16. 3. 1906

. ISJ()G\J |

R
o
153
W

30, 4. 1909

13.4. 1910

R

26. 4. 1911

30. 4. 1912

[
&

L1913

31.5. 1913

(
LA9.19144
J L.
25.3.1916 |

/|
L5.5.19174 ]
! L‘

31.5.1919

ot
bl

A
+13.12. 1919

10.6.1922 |

)]
16, 12,1022

i
3.6,1925

I,
P1411.1925
30. 5. 1928

17. 11, 1928

———

12, 10. 1929

9. 5. 1831

112,779 3885 345

16

'l;étul Number! Percent.|

Number of | ageof . . y
of Ballot- lntbrmal‘lnt'ormalg Method of Marking Paper.

papers. | Papers. i Papers. :
" No. No. KA | -
23,261 345 ; 148 . Striking out all names but

one

37,021 1441 . 3-89 | X opposite three names

37,013 ¢ 1164 | 314 X opposite onc name

Striking out all names but
one

0,322 1 487 121

|
i ’
18,879 2192 ' 448 ’ X opposite three numes
40,194 . 1583 394 | X opposite one name
50,402 1442 286 ! Preference 1, 2, 3
i |

i bo1893 320 | X opposite three names
57,6094 ¢ :

[ 1447 251 X opposite one nane
58,020 673 I'16 ¢ X opposite name
76,052 | 2166 285 | Preference 1,2, 3
70,812 2035 2-87 | Preference 1,23

(3 4927 j 613 X opposite three names
50,398.) | ;

L 2470 307 X opposite one name
82,2563 3871 471 X opposite six names

65,103 1549 | 238 X opposite name

7HO84 4348 | 551 Preference 1,2, 3
82,608 : 3075 372 X opposite three names

65,873 | 2021 | 307 | X opposite name

71,064 2757 0 388 Preference 1,2, 3

I 6364 | 968 | Preference 1 to 7
|
|

3304 503

65,716-
Preference 1, 2, 3

— —

69,752 | 1834 263  Preference 1,2, 3
( ‘ 1750 927 - Preference 1 to 7
51,220 | :
L 3304 6'45 | Preference 1, 2, 3

77,281 C 714 Preference 1,2, 3

(11,578 1127
102,742 |

L 5027 1-89

" Preference 1 to 9

Preference 1,2, 3
91,679 | 2973 324 | Preference 1,2, 3
‘ 16,694 15-73 Preference 1 to 6
6842 6:45 | Preference 1, 2, 3
110,927 | 2064 1-86 | Preference 1, 2, 3

Preference 1, 2, 3

Ba

De
Fr:

hrrea
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EXHAUSTED BALLOT-PAPERS.
TABLE 14.—Votes Lost by Exhaustion.

1981. 1928. 1925. 1922. 1919. 1916. 1913. | 1912 1909.
114 278 485 1133 645 500 899 875 251
428 331 914 191 454 461 655 531 87
412 321 224 400 392 763 1212 65 708
463 466 918 592 | - 389 725 42 1160 696
Wilmot 1043 1152 518 291 366 451 390 306 159
Totaliveeeserecannnns cerrneraes 2460 2548 3059 2607 2246 2900 3198 2937 1901
N l I
Percentage of Total Votes..... 23 ! 2-9 40 l 3-8 1 33 3-9 47 40 3-9

The figures in the above table represent the number of votes which were discarded
during the actual count because there was no further choice marked on them which
could be made effective. These votes do not, in all cases, indicate unrepresented electors,
because many of them had contributed to the election of successful candidates before
they became exhausted.

The results of an analysis of exhausted votes are given below, and show how many
had been partially effective and how many had not :—

Partially Effective. Ineffective. Total.

Bass .. o e e e 7 107 114
Darwin ... ... oo e e 301 127 428
Denison 11 401 . 412
Franklin ... ... ... ... 60 403 463
Wilmot ... ... ... .. 627 416 ... 1,043
1006 . 1454 . 2,460

. This analysis shows the vagaries of the results, which, viewed apart from the par-
ticular related circumstances, are of little significance.

TABLE 15.—Brief Sketch of the Development of the Elective Franchise for House of
Assembly in Tasmania since the Year 1870.

]
& S b= Constituencies. Electors Enrolled.
23 =S | 32 = . Lower Range of
Year.| & & g;-:s‘ g25 | & Electors’ Qualification
=3 § —g ,F;:E E § :o: % 5 5 5 Per Cent,. to— ;) Franchise in
S8 | =% TE| 8E | &2 |6 |22 ossession of—
2 | & €| 558 |85 | BEE |#E | No. |Total] Adult
M = | F= = Pop. | Pop.

A.—Adult Males.
1870...| 48,210 |100,038 30 30 30 11,171% 11-17} 23:17) Property value of £7
1871..., 48,820 101,393 32 | 32 | 32 | .. | .. | 13,801% 1361 2827 Ditto
1872... 49,380 |102,467 32 : 32 32 e 14,001% 18'67] 28:34 Salary £80 aunnually
1881...| 55,750 |116,280 32 | 32 32 15,659* 13-47| 28'09 Ditto
1891...| 73,260 | 147,969 36 28 20 8 25,932% 17-568 35:40] Salary or wage £60
1901...| 86,490 | 172,525 38 29 20 9 39,002¢ 22-61 4509 Intto
1902...| 87,810 |175,173 35 35 35 39,495%| 22:54 44-98| Manhood Suftirage
19086...| 92,870 | 184,272 35 35 35 89,029 | 48:31| 96-38 B.—Adult Suffrage
1908...| 93,980 | 187,485 35 35 35 86,361 | 46:07| 91-89 Ditto
1909...[100,070 | 190,227 30 5 5 98,230 | 5164 98-18| Ditto
1911...| 99,960 | 190,120 30 5 5 |102,326 | 53'82 10240 Ditto
1912...{ 100,400 | 190,769 30 5 . 5 (108,513 | 54'27/103:10 Ditto
1918.../ 102,700 | 194,361 30 5 . 5 105,292 | 54'17)102-50, Ditto
1916...] 102,900 | 194,265 30 5 - 5 1107,321 | 5525 104:30 Ditto
1919...: 109,400 | 204,959 30 5 . . 5 [107,541 | 5247 98:30 Ditto
1922...| 116,400 {214,777 30 5 5 (110,549 | 5147 94-96| Ditto
1925...[ 116,100 | 213,469 30 5 . 5 (114,901 | 5383 9896 Ditto
1928...| 115,300 | 211,900 30 5 5 |111,956 | 53-06| 97-11 Ditto
1931... 120,000 | 220,000 30 5 5 |118730 | 5397 9894  Ditto

* Males only.
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VOTING IN SUBDIVISIONS.

The following tables, 16 to 20, give for each division the number of first choices
for each candidate at the ordinary poll in each subdivision, and in absent votes, votes
under Section 1164, and postal votes. The number of electors on the roll, and electors
who voted, by sexes, and the number of informal papers, are also given for the same
subdivisions. The candidates are grouped in parties, and the total votes are given for
the groups. Although the Independent candidates are grouped together, they must
not be considered as a political party group, as in the case of the Labour and National-
ist parties,
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TABLE 23.

25

RESULT SHEET—DIVISION OF DARWIN.

Electors on Roll, 24,693. Valid Votes, 22,731. Quota, 8248. Informal Papers, 768 = 3-27 per cent.

(No. 17.)

CANDIDATES.
LABOUR. NATIONALIST. ‘l INDEPENDENT. g g
1 £ >°
3 o + E o Remarks,
(] . ’ R 5
i ; s | ou s s | o7l : 3| |zl #
- < , & © .8 3 o @ e = 58 d g S @ —
© & A S o R A = = = ‘ & ' B z A = & S 2
| | | | ! { f | !
11 1523 ‘) 2060 | 78| 2188 892 | 7139 | 5846 | 1659 | 1953 | 2788 | 225 ~ 1180 | 13,651 | 274 1667 | 1941 | .| 22,781 | Butler_elected
2l 41| T4 17| 49 7| 165 | —2508 587 192 a5 | e | 623 | 2246 20 161 181 | 7 .. | Butler’s surplus dis.
| f
| 1570 | 2705 | 395 | 2235 399 | 7304 | 3248 | 2246 | 2445 3263 | 293 '( 1803 | 13,298 294 1828 | 2122 | 7| 22,731 | Marriott elected
3 . y I| . - - 4 | B — 15 ‘1 1 l 3 11 ; 1 l[ 1 3 ... | Marriott’s surplus dis.
| 1570 | 2705 | 395 | 2235 399 ( 7304 " 3248 | 2250 q 2448 3248 { 204 | 1806 | 13,294 294 1829 l 2123 l . |10 ] 22,731
46 6 | 2l 3 | 11 | 60| 55 | -84 1o 234 3 42 | 5| 13 .. | Paul excluded
F L) 1 1 -—
'l 1576 " 2707 l 305 | 2238 309 | 7315 | 3248 | 2310 | 2503 | 3248 | '{ 1925 | 13,234 | 297 1871 ‘/ 2168 | 113 | 22,731
9 56 73 17 22 9. 17| i 24| 10 N | 14| 48| —2907 67| o7 1] 4 ... | Brown excluded
'{ 1632 | 2780 | 412 | 2260 408 | 7492 | 3248 | 2334 | 2513 3248 | / 1939 | 13,282 1938 " 1938 | 2|17 | 22731
10-12 45| 68 | 74 | 8| —a8| 370 . 9 | 81 | | 5 22 18 13, .. |3 . | McGrath excluded
! | ' |
11677 ’ 2848 | 586 { 2343 | 7454 | 3248 | 2343 | 2521 | 3248 l | 1944 | 13,304 1951 | 1951 | 2 | 20 | 22,731
1317|125 | 196 | —586 | 189 ‘{ 510 | NI - J[ T4 23| 23 f 9|3 .. |Gray excluded
. | | ! | { | ] !
’l 1802 | 3044 ‘ | 2532 | 7378 | 2248 | 2363 | 2535 3248 | | 1951 | 13,345 1974 | 1974 | 11| 23 | 22,731
18-26 | 1802 ’, 689 | !l 668 l| 1357 ‘| B r[ 148 |§ 74 o ’l 43 li 265 | 96 I] 96 ‘ 83 1 . | Belton excluded
] | 3733 ! | 3200 | ‘( 6933 | 3248 | 2511 | 2609 3248 | | 1994 | 13,610 | 2070 | 2070 | 94 | 24 | 22,731 | D'alton elocted
27 | {485 |l | 341 | 34 I| - 61 | 13 - | 3 77 | 23 | 23 I{ 41| 3 .. ' D’alton’s surplus dis.
f © ] 3248 | 3541 | 6789 l 3248 | 2572 | 2622 3248 | | .1997 | 13,687 2093 | 2003 | 135 | 27 | 22,731 | Kelly elected
28 | || | —293 | —293 | ll 10 | 15 o | 9 34 56 | 56 | 200 l{ 3 ... | Kelly'’s surplus dis.
’| [ 3248 | 3248 | 6496 | 3248 | 2582 | 2637 3248 | | 2006 | 13,721 2149 | 2149 | 335 ’ 30 | 22,731 | Wright excluded
29-30 | o | ‘ 1 6661 815 o | —1803 | 1481 228 | .| ‘e3 |1 .. | Wright's first and second
! i ] ! I' ! ! ’I ’I |I ! : ! I] votes distributed
| 3248 | | 3248 |__ 6496 | 3248 | 3248 | 3452 | 3248 | | 203 | 13,399 2377 | | 428 | 31 | 22,731 | Hobbs and McFie elected
‘, l , ] 5 20 ‘| T —203 | —d07 2577 | B | Medwin excluded
| 3248 :\ 6496 ;{ 3248 | 3248 lt 3248 3248 ,’ ) 12,992 | | 8212 | 31 | 22,731
| |
i I I |

| 3248 I|

t

|
NOTE.«—The heavy line indic

ates the end of the official count.



(No. 17.)
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TABLE 24. RESULT SHEET—DIVISION QF DENISON.
Electors on Roll, 23,5681, Valid Papers, 21,709. Quota, 3102. Informal Papers, 775 = 3-46 per cent.

CANDIDATES. X

\ )
S S . N - ‘
] ; [ .
| LABoOUR. ! NATIONALIST, l INDEPENDENT. 1 § ‘ ,g
I e 777!4_—A—77——m~w~ ._.,A_,_,, [ —_—— T e 1 - T T Wi | T il § | > Remarks
. ! i . 8 o & ] .
£ | g § 5 35 i 0 | 33 | 7% S E
- | . g ] LY ?‘5 . . o ,5 8 % 5] ' ol E 'ai . 3c 70; .z‘
s ., & 5 3 a | @ B 5 5 3 2 | © g 3 a | & '8 A & £ 4 |3 "
| ‘ | g [ ‘ : | | \ [ | | |
é ' 64({ \ 50:% \ 14og 14sg 2463 ; 132513 '| 902 87:;2 3% i 1328 I' 734 } 5062 } 333 I 1ggz 1026 ’ 248 } 2226 | 11,653 58? . 322 " 410 | 1317 21,709 McPhec elected
, | ‘ 171 | —196 692 34 461 | 1919 1 2 8 21 10 " McPhee’s surplus dis.
i y ! [ / { | | i | |
641 509 | 1408 | 1491 2465 | 1320 | 912 | 8756 429 . 1909 | 9265 | 3102 375 179 1718 282 | 2687 | 11,606 596 . 324 | 418 | 1338 | 10 | 21,709
34| . | 1 1 || 1) 1 4 12 2 | 24 5| —179 . 3 } 35 162 51 | 4 9 4 - Richardson excluded
e { 641 " 509 || 140? 149{1; 2466 ' 133g ] 913 j 8752 43} ! 193§ } 942 } 3102 ] 3sg .U 1me | 285 J 2722 | 11,589 601 ; 324 * 422 } 1347 ) 14 i 21,709 -
- . 1 3 2 1 66 | —285 90 253 9 3 1 13 4 ... Susman excluded
| | | | | r | I . | ' | [ ‘ ‘
oty 1| 641 ’ 509 14ig 1433 24(132 x 1333 ‘ 921 ] 8;(7)§ 4(;'3 1969 ) 973 ’ 3102 | 3954 | 1842 ) ‘ 2812 | 11,5657 610 | 327 '{ 423 ( 1360 | Il 18 } 21,709
- 7 1 1 L 10 24 69 100 ' —327 52 152 1 o Dicker excluded
| | | | | i ' i i | | I |
o1 'i 653 l 51§ 'Il 14% 1532 2482 " 1340 ‘ 932 i ssgg 474 1978 } 985 / 3102 399 , 1852 ) } 2836 | 11,626 10 ’ 475 ‘f 1185 | . 19| 21,70
- 6 2 2 21 54 | —399 - 94 94 330 19 | 7 26 214 .. O'Conor excluded
[ [ | | | | f I I
654 519 | 1435 | 1544 2488 | 1342 ) 934 | 8916 495 | 2045 | 1039 | 3102 - 1946 | | 2930 | 11,557 720 | . | 482 | 1211 2 i 23 | 21,709
20-25 d 3 7] 7 16 14 | 16 | 70 16 | 34| 19 8 | I| 91 198 212 | —4s2] 212 |2 Park excluded
06.0 \ 661 l 52§ || 1443 ' 155% 250% ’ 1356 ‘ 950 | 8986 211 2079 l’ 1058 | 3102 1984 i ‘|| 3021 1 11,755 941 | . | { 941 2 ; 25 | 21,709
- 8 1 30 | ——511 174 | 68 . 109 101 | 452 12| , 12| 12| 5 . Gilmore excluded
| | | | | | , | | | | | |
| 661| 525 | 1446 | 16558 2511 | 1364 | 951 | 9016 L. 1 2253 | 1126 | 3102 . 2093 | | 3122 | 11,696 953 . 953 | 14 | 30 | 21,709 Turner elected
40 | , ’ ’ ’ e 1 . I 5! 3 . 7| | — 20 15 5 ’ Turner’s surplus dis
| | | | | - . 1. v - | | | | B AT .
) ’ 661 || _ggg Il 1%12 | 1523 2511 1{ 133; IE 951 | 9212 - 2258 | 1129 | 3102 2100 ' ' 3102 ' 11,601 953 ‘ " 953 | 14 | 35 | 21,709
41-46 ¢ 8 . 14 1 f 4 i
| { | ! | ! ) !| 3 ] ' 5 l ! I 22 0 | | 10 | 1 } Cleary excluded
s50 { ggg } 11 1333 1(1;?21; 2575 { 1392 ; 954 | 8979 . 2272 4 1132 J 3102 2105 ‘ |1 3102 ; 11,713 963 | .. l . J 963 | 18 36 | 21,709
- — 2 2 R . . 13 19 . . 19 3 1 . Bates excluded
I | ' ! 1 ' ! , ! ! ! ! | . ' ‘ ~
| | ] 1920 | 1769 2697 | 1541 | 1016 ’ 8943 A 2277 | 1140 | 3102 . 2105 / | 3102 | 11,726 982 | .. I | esal arsT| 21700
5473 | I| | 56 | 102 55 | 76 | | 367 162 | 146 192 e 500 | —es2| . | | —es2 13| 2 " Counsel excluded
| | | 1976 | 1871 2752 | 1617 | 1094 | 9310 . 2439 | 1286 | 3102 2297 | | 3102 | 12,226 . o 134 | 39 | 21,709
74-05 | I[ | 200 202 115 | 449 | —1094 | 966 24 | 21| . 4 | e 95 . S | 80| 3 . Woods excluded
1 \ | 2176 | 2073 | 2867 | 2066 | ‘ 9182 | 2463 | 1313 | 3102 2341 ‘ / 3102 | 12,321 - | | | 164 | 42 | 21,709
96-144 | || | 38 | 25 25 | 29 | | oz 511 | —1318 - 558 | e 1,069 _ Sl 121 | 11 . Lewis excluded
6102 I| '| | 22(1)3 [ 2933 2292 i 2895 I | 9204 | 2074 ) , 3102 B 2899 | / 3102 | 12,077 . , " | 285 ‘ 53 | 21,709
- i 15 | —2095 | 1859 | . . 85 112 . . . 122 | 2 . Tyler excluded
! | f | | | ] | j ‘ | | | ‘
103 E | ] 2821 f 2830 jégg | i | 9055: . 3021 | | 3102 2964 | | 3102 | 12,189 o ‘ 407 | 55 | 21,709 Mahoney elected
: 1 . . 4 . .y’ is.
| | | | , I| | | 29 1 Il ! I| , 2 ! $| _ | ] l ‘Mahoneys surplus dis
| | 2938 | 3007 3102 | | | 9047 | 3022 | 3102 2065 | .. 3102 | 12,191 | . L 412 | 59 | 21,709 | Dwyer-Gray, Grant, and
| | | ! ! ! | ! { I ' ) i Soundy elected
! Il —2938 I| 95 II I] l 95 | 80 } | | 137 ! : ! 217 . |I '[ 2626 . l Cosgrove excluded
"i '\ j 3102 3102 | J '| 6204 | 3102 '[ 3102 I | 102 ;| . :| 3102 l| 12,408 A , . 'll | 3038 | 5o l 21,709 |
¥ ! - I ! I ! ' L L) | I

’\IOTE —The heavy line mdlcates the end of the official count.



Electors on Roll, 24,280.

Valid Votes, 22,469.. Quota, 3210.
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TABLE 25. RESULT SHEET—DIVISION OF FRANKLIN.

Informal Papers, 707 = 305 per cent.

(No. 17)

% CANDIDATES. {
e o N e o . ) o
‘; LABOUR. ! NATIONALIST. INDEPENDENT. { E §
! i _ o £ S
I ! e < E o
CH - ‘ . 2z . g ; 2 G
L . ; g ; 38 i " ; % 3z g = g 3 E |z a
CHRRTEE T A S U SN -+ S A S SRS S S S U SN B PR P | £ | & 2|2 5
2 | i 3 3 S 5 = } 3 5 g 3 | 3 2 5 z g K] £ S .-
S | A a = = o a & ] & & & = S = & B & = ki &
| | ] | | | ]
1 ‘ 612 | 1631 413 661 3930 | 7147 | 4583 532 | 1593 1303 \ 252 \ 1612 | 9875 389 1156 ‘ 1626 } 2276 | 5447 | 22,469 | Baker and Ogilvie elected
2| 61 11 2 1 - 75 | —1373 195 475 232 49| 14| 112 22 32 48 65 | 167 8 ~.. | Baker’s surplus dis.
'l 673 | 1542 415 662 3930 | 7222 | 3210 727 | 2068 1535 r 301 . 1786 | 9627 411 1188 ‘{ 1674 “ 2341 | 5614 6 | 22,469
3| 104 269 120 121 —720 614 3 8 8 3 8 30 4 10 20 | 36 | 70 6 .| Ogilvie’s surplus dis.
', 77 '| 1811 536 783 3210 " 7116 ’ 3210 780 | 2076 1543 ) 304 ‘ 1794 | 9657 415 1198 | 1694 | 2377 | 5684 12 | 22,469
46 2 5 2 | 9/ 48 66 58 | — 304 | 60 232 5 T 13 ’{ 82 | 57 6 . | Rennie excluded
| 79 } 1816 535 785 | 3210 | 7125 | 3210 778 | 2142 1601 I ‘ 1854 | 9585 420 1205 " 1707 ‘ 2409 | 5741 | .. |18 | 22,469
7-10 21 | 16 10 3 0| . 16 27 22 | 11 76 | — 420 84| 113 88 | 285 1] 8 .| Collis excluded
'( 800 " 1832 545 788 3210 | 7175 | 8210 794 | 2169 1623 ’ 1865 | 9661 1289 | 1820 " 2497 | 5606 1|26 22469
1117 | 102 | 265 | —545 90 157 8 14 7| 11 40 12 | 4 24 | 40 2|6 . | Hohne excluded
902 | 2097 878 3210 ‘ 7087 | 3210 802 | 2183 1630 # ‘ 1876 | 9701 1301 " 1824 ‘ 2521 , 5646 3| 32| 22,469
18-28 22 60 12 ] 94 —802 330 82 | | 121 533 57 41 b6 | 154 | 1110 . | Burgess excluded
| 924 2157 890 3210 , 7181 | 3210 2513 1712 | | 1997 | 9432 1358 | 1865 l 2577 | 5300 | 14 | 42 | 22,469
29-48 270 481 —890 751 16 11 | J 12 39 24 | 26 88 | 83 8| 9 . | McGann excluded
|
’ 1194 | 2638 3210 | 7042 | 3210 2529 1723 '| 2000 | 9471 1382 | 1891 | 2610 | 5883 | 22 | 51 | 22,469
49-74 | —1104 575 . | 5 54 15 | | 21 90 43 | 26 154 223 | 284 | 22 " | Brooker excluded
3213 3210 ’ 6423 | 3210 2683 | 1738 | | 2030 | 9561 1425 | 1917 # 2764 | 6106 | 306 | 73 | 22,469 | Dwyer elected
75 — 3 . — 3 . o ] . I| = I| 2 1 ... | Dwyer’s surplus dis.
| I | M
! 3210 3210 | 6420 | 3210 2583 1738 | | 2030 | 9561 1425 " 1917 | 2764 | 6106 | 308 | 74 | 22,469
76-107 o 142 | 817 180 409 —1425 | 687 | 240 | 927| 78|11 . | Murdoch excluded
| 3210 3210 ‘ 6420 | 3210 2725 | 1825 1 2210 | 9970 | 2604 \ 3004 | 5608 386 | 85 | 22,469
108-146 | R 565 | —1825 | 785 | 1320 | 28| 63| 421 3|11 . | Piggott excluded
{
8210 3210 | 6420 | 3210 3290 ‘ | 2965 | 9465 ’r 2862 | 3167 | 6029 | 459 | 96 | 22,469 | Evans elected
147 ] — 80 ! ! 58 ‘ 58 | 8 I| 7 I| 15 4 J 3 .. | Evans’ surplus dis.
'| ) 3210 3210 | 6420 | 3210 3210 'Il '|| 3023 | 9443 . ‘Il 2870 ]1 3174 ( 6044 | 463 | 99 | 22,469 Walttking and  Seabrook
electe
Il J 187 187 T‘— 2870 I| 36 I[ 36 | 2647 ) .... | Pearsall excluded
} 3210 5210 | 3210 3210 | I I| 3210 | 9630 ;| I 3210 | 3110 | 99 , 22,469

6420 ]

NOTE.—The heavy line indicates the end of the official count.



