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LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 
Friday, 17 October, 1884. 

Formal Jiotion.-Pharmacy Bill-eommittec.-,lllry Hill 
-eommittce.-Brands Act of 1872 Amendment Bill 
-second reading. 

The SPEAKEE took the chair nt hnlf-past 
3 o'clock. 

J<'ORMAL MOTION. 
The following formnl motion was agreed to :
By Mr. BAILEY-
That there be laid upon the table of the House, a 

Return showing-
1. Divisional boards to whom grants of land have 

been made, or lnnds have been vested in trust, or lands 
reserved for board purposes. 

2. Approximate present value of such lands. 

PHARMACY BILL-COMMITTEE. 
On the motion of Mr. BAILEY, the Speaker 

left the chair, and the House went into Com
mittee to consider this Bill in detail. 

Preamble postponed. 
Clauses 1 to 4, inclusive, passed as printed. 
On clause 5, as follows :-
•· Every member of the board mm;;t, until a register 

has been made, and that fact has been certified to the 
Governor under the provisions of this Act, be a regis
tered chemist and druggist, who holds a certificate of 
competency as a pharmaceutical chemist or as a chemist 
and druggist, from the Pharmaceutical Society of Great 
Britain, or any college or board of pharmacy recognised 
by the board under the regulations, or legally qualified 
medical practitioner; and so s.oon as sueh register has 
been made, and the fact so certified, must be a pharma
ceutical chemist, who holds any such certificate or has 
passed the examination vrescribed by the regulations, 
or legally qualified medical practitioner." 

Mr. BAILEY said he had nn amendment to 
propose in the clause. A3 at present proposed 
to be constituted, the board would be almost 
impracticable in Queensland. The clause pro
vided that every member of the board must be a 
registered chemist and druggist who held a certi
ficate of competency as a pharmaceutical chemist 
or as a chemist and druggist from the Pharma
ceutical Society of Great Britain, or any college 
or board of pharmacy recognised by the board. 
Seeing that there was no board in existence, 
that was a contradiction in terms. He wished 
to point out to the Committee what was 
the province of the board. It was not 
exactly a board of examiners, but rather a 
board to appoint examiners. They would 
be men skilled in chemistry, and having 
the power of appointing examiners to examine 
those who wished to enter the society. 
There was no necessity that the members of 
the board should individually be competent 
examiners ; all that was requisite was that they 
should be men who were able, if not to examine 
themselves, to choose competent and proper 
examiners. He would give the Committee some 
idea of the examinations held under the 
Pharmacy Bill in Victoria:-

" PHARMACY.-1'o recognise the preparations of the 
Pharrnacopceia which are not of a definite chemical 
nature such as extracts, tinctures, the simple and com
llotmd 'pO\vders. etc.; to describe the composition of such 
as are compound, and give the vroportions of the active 
ingredients. 
"~IATKRrA )l.r:mcA.-To recognise specimens of roots, 

barks leaves, fruits, resins, gums, animal substances, 
etc., ~sed in medicine; give the botanical and zoological 
names of the lllants, etc., yielding them, and the natural 
families to which they belong; name the countries and 
source-~ from ·which they are obtained, and the oflicinal 
preparations into which they enter,_ and judge t:1e 
quality and freedom from adulteratiOn or otherwise 
of the specimens. 

"BoTA:"\Y.-'l'o reco).!;ni::-e the more im-portant medicinal 
plants: to po~sP~s a general knowledge of the nlemen
tat·y strueturP of plant.",. and the structure ami distine
tiY8 charactPrs of root~. ~tem~. leaYPH, and t,1wir parh5; 
to name autl describe the rarious parts or the flower. 

"Cru:.MTSTRY .-rro recognise 1 he acids, oxides~ ~alts, anrl 
other definite chemical bodies of the Phanmteopreia; to 
fleseribc the proces~es by whif'h they are produced, the 
eomposition of snch as are comvouuds, and explain the 
decompositions that occur in their production and ad~ 
mixture by written cquationH or diagrams." 
That was the kind of examination necessary. 
He held that men who had been engaged in the 
business for many years, in buying . and selli~g 
drugs, were more competent to examine or assist 
at examinations than men who had a mere book 
knowledge only, because they were able to judge 
of the various qualities of drugs, and also of 
adulteration. It required more than book 
knowledge to jud~e of the qualities of the 
different drugs used in medicine. It was of 
the greatest importance, therefore, ~hat the 
examiners should not be young men JUSt from 
colleiTe who might hnve only book learning, but 
men"' who had been many years in the trade. 
There were a good many such men in Queens
land but not one of them would be nllowed to 
oit o;, the board of examiners as the clause now 
stood. He therefore proposed to omit the follow
ing \vords :-

"From the Pharmaceutical Society of Great Britain, 
or any college or board of J_Jharmacy recognised by the 
board under the regulations." 

After a pause, 
Mr. BAILEY said that the Premier had 

sumrested to him to omit some more words 
be:;i'nning nt the 23rd line. He would there
fo;'e move that the following words be omitted:-

" 1Vho holds a certificate of competency as a phar
maceutical chemist, or as a chemist and druggist, from 
the Pharmaceutical Society of Great Britain, or any 
college or board of pharmacy recoguised by the board 
under the regulations." 
He had before explained that there was no board, 
and therefore no certificate of competency could 
be recognised by a bonrd which did not exist. 
That was the first objection. The other was 
that they would place the examination in the 
hands of a very few young men who might from 
time to time arrive in the colony, and be placed 
over the heads of men who had been for many 
years practising the science of chemistry ir~ the 
making up of drugs. He hoped the Committee 
would consider that the board would not be the 
actual examiners, but were supposed to be com
petent men to choose examiners. 

The PRE:;\1U;R (Hon. S. W. Griffith) said 
that no doubt the objection raised by the hon. 
gentleman-that no certificate from the Pharma
ceutical Society or any board of pharmacy could 
be recognised by the board until the board was in 
existence-was unanswerable. The clause re
quired that the board, before it was established, 
should do something, which, of course, was impos
sible. At the same time there was no doubt that 
some of the reasons advanced for the alteration 
which had been made in the Bill since it was 
before that Committee previously were worthy 
of consideration. vVhen it left that House 
before it required that a member of the board 
shoulcl be either a registered chemist o~ a 
medical practitioner, the Government havmg 
to appoint the first board. . Considering that 
that board would only last t1ll the end of next 
year he did not think it made very much differ
ence'whether it was one consisting of members with 
the special qualifications described in the Bill. At 
the same time he knew there was a very strong 
feeling that some qualification should be inserted, 
and the hon. gentleman in charge of the Bill 
ought to consider well before pressing his amend
ment, whether it was desirable to go to the full 
extent he proposed. There were boards of 
]Jharmacy in Australia, but none in 91.1eensland, 
:end there were Yery few persons ehg1ble nndcr 
the definition in the clause to a seat on the board. 
He thnnght it might cmfely he left to the GoYeru
ment tu choose the first board. 
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Mr. BAILEY sn,id that wlmt he was n,sking
for was that the chemists should have a Yoice 
in the tnatter of rah.;ing their own Htatui-i, 
and protecting the public. They wanted the 
liberty to conduct their own affairs ; ttnd that 
Bill httd been brought in at their instigation for 
the public good. He hoped, therefore, that both 
that Committee and hon. members in another 
place would admit that those men who had shown 
good faith in the m3,tter knew best how to 
conduct their own business. There was no 
doubt, as had been stated by the Premier, that 
it would be exceedingly difficult to get a board 
under that clause. The chemists had no wish 
that there should be any sham examinations ; 
all they wanted was that the examinations 
should be conducted by competent persons. It 
was remarkable that, in the Pharmaceutical 
Societies of Great Britain and Victoria, 
hardly one of the first members of the 
board had passed an examination. He knew 
for a fact that in the English Pharmaceutical 
Society some of the first members were so well 
known for their skill and know ledge that they 
remained members for many years, although 
they had never passed an examination such as 
that laid down in the Bill. He had very little 
faith in new men who might have passed an 
examination being competent to exanline in 
the Yarious matters of which he had spoken 
with respect to drugs and chemistry. It 
required not only book knowledge, but prac· 
tical knowledge, which conld only be obtained by 
years of experience in the trade. He hoped the 
Committee would let the chemists of Queens
land do as their fellows had done in England 
and Victoria. Such conditions as those in the 
Bill had never been proposed in other places at 
the formation of the b<ntrd. He knew that a 
great deal of ill-will had been incurred by the 
chemists in Queensland for their efforts to 
improve their status, and confer a benefit on the 
colony. He hoped, however, that would not be 
continued, but that those men would be allowed 
to conduct their business in the way which, from 
their knowledge, they claimed to be the best 
possible way. 

Mr. ARCHER said he desired to ask the hon. 
member whether he intended to propose any sub
stitute for the words he had struck out, or have 
no qualification at all? It was very easy to 
strike out the words, but surely there ought to 
be a substitute for the qualification that was to 
be omitted. 

Mr. BAILJ<~Y said the qualifications were 
exactly those which were adopted in England. 

Mr. ARCHER: But I want to know what 
they are? 

Mr. BAILEY said they were, a registered 
chemist and druggist and a legally qualified 
medical practitioner. Those qualifications were 
quite sufficient. Some of the examiners, of 
course, might not be members of the board. 
}'or instance, in Latin, they would probably get a 
teacher from the Grammar School to conduct 
the examination; in botany, very likely Mr. 
Bailey would be the examiner; and in chemistry, 
either Mr. Staiger or Mr. Marr, neither of whom 
would be members of the board. A confusion 
seemed to exist in the minds of hon. members as 
to the bo3,rd of examiners. They were not to 
be actually the examiners, but were to lay down 
the lines upon which the examination was to be 
conducted, and appoint the examiners. 

1Ir. ARCHER : What qualification has Mr. 
Marr? 

Mr. HA TLEY said he di<lnot think he wonlrl 
be 'JU«Jitied for a seat on the lH><trd; he wou!<l 
only be :111 ex:uuiner appointed by the board. 

Mr. SCOTT said it seemed to him tlmt the 
1nernbers of the profe:;;Hion were rnuch n1ore 
likely to know wha,t they wanted than ontsiders. 
The ehmni~t.-.; autl drug-giKts who now lJl'aetised 
in the colony had their na.u1es on the register1 
and he suppo.,ed they had passed some examina
tion or ban a qualification of some kind. They 
comprised the whole profession in Brisbane-and, 
he supposed, in Queensland-at the present time, 
and they knew better what was wanted in their 
own profession than any outsider. Perhaps the 
hon. member in charge of the Bill would s»y 
how those chemists and druggists came to be 
placed on the register? 

The HoN. Sm T. l\fciLWRAITH asked how 
it was that the chemists and druggists them· 
se] yes, nnder whose auspices the Bill had been 
got up, had put such a restriction on the compo
sition of the first board ? 

;'\fr. BAILEY said that was an amendment 
introduced in the other Chamber. 

The HoN. Sm T. MaiL WRAITH said he did 
not think it wtts a matter of any importance that 
the board should consist of members of the 
societies which had been mentioned. 

Amendment agreed to. 

Mr. BAILEY moved a further mnendment 
on the clause by omitting all the words from 
"who holds" to the end of the clause. The term 
" pharmaceutical chemist" was already defined 
in the 3rd cl a use. 

The PREMIER said that that amendment 
would preclude the appointment of medicnl 
practitioners to a seat on the board, and would 
be inconsistent with the course they had adopted 
in the previous part of the clause. 

Mr. BAILEY said he was quite willing- to 
leave in the words "or legally qualified medical 
practitioner," because he believed the medical 
practitioners would become very useful members 
of the board. He would therefore propose to 
omit only the wotds ''who holds any such certi
ficate or has passed the examination prescribed 
by the regulations." 

Amendment agreed to. 

Mr. SCOTT said he should like to know from 
the hon. member in charge of the Bill whether 
the chemists and druggists now on the register 
had passed any examination ? 

Mr. BAILEY said he could only speak from 
his own personal knowledge. He knew some 
who had paRsed a preliminary examination at 
the Apothecaries' Hall in London; others who 
had passed before a board in Dublin, of which he 
forgot the name; and some others had earnt 
their trade here, and had been many years 
engaged in it. It was exactly the same as it was 
in other countries when the Pharmacy Act 
was brought in. A number of chemists and 
druggists formed themselves into a Pharmaceu
tical Society, and had an Act passed similar to 
the Bill under discussion. 

The ATTORNEY- GENJ<~RAL (Hon. A. 
Rutledge) said that the provision relating to the 
matter in the Medical Act was as followed :-

" Xo chemist and druggist shall obtain a certificate 
from the Medical Board of this colony, except upon the 
production of testimonials satisfactory to such board, 
and stating that be has been engaged for a period not 
less than three years in learning pharmacy nnd 
chemical affinities, Hnd that he is llualificd to cmnp0und 
an<l dispen:.;e medicines. Provided that this Act shall 
not be construed so as to prevent any person from sell~ 
ing uncompounded drugs or patent medicines." 

l~ue,tion-Tlmt the elause, as amencted, stand 
pttrt of the Bill-put andt'assed. 

Clauoc 6 paosecl as printed. 
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On clause 7, as follows:-
u In the case of future boards, the members shall be 

elected by the pharmacentical chewists of the colony. 
J~yery election shall be held in such manner as may be 
prescribed by the regulations. 

·• Every ordinary election shall be held in the month 
of December on such day as may be appointed by the 
board." 

Mr. P AL:YIER saic1 he would like to hear 
from the hnn. gentleman in charge of the Bill 
whether chemists all over the colony would have 
a voice in the election of the pharmacy board. 

Mr. BAILEY: Yes; decidedly. 
The HoN. Sm T. MciLWRAITH asked if it 

was intended that the election must be limited 
to men who were either registered chemists and 
drnggists, or legally qualified medical prac
titioners ? 

The PREMIER : That is providocl for in 
the 5th clause. 

The HoN. Sm T. MoiLWRAITH said that 
clause provided that, until a register had been 
made, every member of the board must possess 
certain qualifications. What he asked was 
whether, in the case of future boards, the choice 
of m em hers should be restricted to that class of 
persons? 

Mr. BAILEY said the elections would be 
conducted in the same way as all previous elec
tions in the Pharmaceutical Society. A circular 
containing the nmnes of persons nominated or 
eligible for election would be sent to every 
pharmaceutical chemist in the colony, and each 
chemiet could strike out the names of those he 
did not vote for, and then return the list to the 
proper officer. 

The HoN. Sm T. JI!IciLWRAITH said that 
was not an >tnswer to his question. Clause ,) 
provided that, until a register had been made, 
every member of the board must be a registered 
chemist and drnggist, or legally qualified medical 
practitioner. Clause 8 said the members of the 
society might elect anybody. 

'l'he PREMIER: No. 
The HoN. Sm T. MciLWRAITH said that 

was how he read it. 
The ATTORNEY-GJ<;NERAL said the 5th 

clause, as amended, provided that-
" Every member of the board must, until a register 

has been made and that fact has been certified to the 
Governor under the provisions of this Act, be a registered 
chemist and druggist who holds a certificate of com
petency as a pharmaceutical chemist, or a legally qualified 
medical practitioner." 
That was part of the clause. The latter part 
stated that-

" So soon as such register l:::.as been made and the fact 
so certified, a member of the board must be a phar
maceutical chemist or legally qualified 1nedical practi
tioner." 

Clause put and passed. 
Clauses 8 to 1.5, inclusive, passed as printed. 
On the motion of Mr. BAILEY, clause 16-

" Notice of death to be given to registrar"~,vas 
amended by the substitution of " district" regis
trar for "deputy" registrar. 

Clauses 17 to 19, inclusive, passed :lS printed. 
On clause 20-" Qualification of pharmaceutical 

chemists"-
Mr. SCOTT asked whether the words in the 

1st subsection, "is a registered pharmaceutical 
chemist," referred to person• registered under the 
Bill, or to those who were registered previously? 

Mr. BAILEY replied that they referred to 
those who were already registered. 

Mr. P ALJ\IER said there might be cases 
where a man had been carrying on the business 
for a number of years without having been regio
terecl as a pharmaceutical chemist. \Vonld it be 
possible for such a man to continue to carry on 

his business, after the passing of the Dill, with
out becoming regbtered as a pharmaceutical 
chemi.st? Perhaps the man might be aged, or it 
might be i::npossible for him to conform to the 
regulations within the time, or submit himself to 
the examinntion. \Vhat would such a man do in 
that case? 

Mr. BAILEY said he could hardly understand 
anyone who had b0en carrying on the business of 
chen1ist and druggist for several years not being 
able to pass the examination. It was necessary 
for a chemist and druggist to be registered under 
the Bill. 

Mr. P AL::\1:ER said that such a man as he 
contemplated must either be registered within 
twelve months, or sell his business. He believed 
there was a case of the kind to which he was 
referring in Brisbane. 

The PHEMIEll said that if there was such a 
ca'e the pt>rson was acting in contravention of 
th8 existing law, which provided that any person 
who represented himself to be a chemist and 
druggist, and practised as such without being 
registered, was liable to a penalty. He did not 
think there were at present any unregistered 
chemists in the colony. There were one or two 
wme time ago in the northern part of the colony, 
but he believed they had ceased to exist. 

Clmme put and passed. 
Clauses 21 to 27 passed as printed. 
On clause 28~" Limitation of application of 

Act"-
Mr. BAILEY said he had heard of one case 

of rather peculiar hardship which would occur if 
the clause was not amended. It was the case of 
a man who had hlld his bnsiness conducted for 
many years by duly qualified assistants, though 
he himself was not a registered chemist, nor 
conld lw pass the examination. As the clause 
stood, that man's business would be ruined, and 
he thought it should be amended by including 
any person who represented himself tu be a 
homceopathic chemist only. 

The PltE:iYIIER said he did not see why those 
gentlemen should not be protected. The ques
tion was very much discussed when the Bill was 
before the Committee before. He moved the 
addition of the following words to subsection 3:-

Or any person who, having at the time of the pass~ 
ing of this Act carried on busines'A as a hommopathic 
chemist, represents himself after the passing of this 
Act to be a hommopathic chemist only. 

The HoN. Sm T. MciLWRAITH said it 
struck him that the clause went either too far 
or else not far enough. \Vhy should they 
protect homa>opathic chemists who happened 
to be in practice when the Bill passed? He 
understood that the Bill would protect homceo
pathic chemists at the present time. If he had 
not put that interpretation upon clause 26 he 
would not have allowed it to pass. What would 
happen to a man who practised homceopathy 
without being a pharmaceutical chemist under 
the Bill? That was what he wanted to under
stand. When the question was discussed before, 
he understood that the principle enunciated 
wa" that it was to interfere with homa>opathic 
chemists in no respect. They were asked to respect 
the interests of one man who had been practising 
homceopathy, and interdictothermensetting up a3 
homceopathic chemists. It did not require one to 
be a believer in homceopathy to see the injustice 
that wonld be done to those men. The principle 
of the Bill before was that a monopoly should 
be allowed to certain men to practise as 
chemists, and grant them the privilege of using 
the name " pharmacentical chemists." But if a 
man announced that he was a hommopathic 
chemist under the Bill, he understood that he 
could practise: therefore, what was the use of 
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Lhe cbnse ~iving the individual who had practi:led 
heretofore'" a hommopathic chemist the right to 
1 >ractise for the fntnrc? Tlmt threw a doubt over 
the whole thing. If it was not that he was satis· 
lied that hommopathic chemists were protected, 
he should not allow the Bill to pass. The 
Premier must well remember the discussion thev 
had on the Bill. He understood that clause 2'(; 
thoroughly protected homrnopathic chemists ; 
tlutt was, that nothing would happen to a man 
who practised as a chemist, unless he g'we the 
public to understand by a signboard that he 
w<es regi,;tered-if he put up any of the names, 
"Pharmaceutical chemist, pharmaceutist, phar
lnacist, chmnist and druggist, dispensing 
chemist, or dispensing druggist." If he put up 
the sign "Hommopathic druggist," he could 
practise as long as he liked. 

The PREMIER said the matter was very 
fully discussed last time the Bill was before 
the House, and certainly the intention was 
,]most unanimously that homr.eopathic chemists 
were not to be interfered with. It was doubtful 
whether clause 2G would touch them or not. 
That clause read ,_ 

"Assume or use the title of 'pharmaceutical chemist, 
pharmaceutist, pharmacist, chemist and druggist, dis
pensing chem1st or dispensing druggist,' or othm· words 
of similar import, or to nse or exhibit any title, term, 
or sign, which ma.y be construed to 1nean that he is 
(1ualified to perform the duties of a pharmaceutical 
chemist, pharmaceutist, pharmaeist, chemist nnd drug
gist, dispensing chemist, or dispensing druggist." 
The question arose whether a man calling him
self a hommopathic chemist would violate those 
provisions, and to avoid the difficulty they added 
words to clause 28 providing that clause 26 should 
not apply to any person representing himself to 
be a hommopathic chemist only. That was how 
the Bill was introduced into the Upper House 
this year. He should prefer to see it in that 
form, although he had formubted the amend
ment just proposed. It should apply to all 
cas"'· There was no prohibition, as the hon. 
gentleman had pointed out, against anybody 
practising as a chemist, but he must not represent 
himself to be qualified. There was nothing to 
prevent "'n amateur practising in medicine or 
chemistry. 

The HoN. Sm T. MciLWRAITH: That 
amendment will be instead of the one you pro
po<ed. 

The PREMIER said he would ask permission 
to withdraw his previous amendment, and intro
duce it in the shape in which it was when the 
Bill was introduced into the Legislative Council. 

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Mr. BAILEY moved th,ct the following words 

be added to subsection 3 ,_ 
Or any person representing himself to be a homreo

l1athic chemist only. 
Mr. SCOTT said that, before the amendment 

was passed, he would like to >osk how it would 
affect hommopathic chemists in the far bush 
who might sell other drugs. The word "only" 
would come in the way of that, and prevent him 
from being an ordinary retailer of medicines, 
such as "Holloway's pills," which were sold by 
nearly every storekeeper. A great many drugs 
were sold on stations, and he did not see why a 
homceopathic chemist should be debarred from 
selling them more than any other man. 

The PRE:M:IER: There is nothing to prevent 
hiH doing so. 

Mr. SCOTT aRked why was the clause to 
read "homrnopathic chemists 'only'"? If those 
"homoeopathic chemists only" sold other drugB, 
they would be subject to a fine, to which nobody 
else would be subject. 

:\fr. BAILEY said that, so long as they did 
not af" ..;urne the title:~ n1entioned in cla.1u,e 2Ei} 
nothing in the Bill could prevent them. 

188!-3 V 

Amendment put and passed. 
Clause, as amended, put tmd ]mssed. 
On clause 29, as follows ,_ 
"A pllannaccntical chemistj who is not a. legally 

11nalUied medical practitioner, shall not be entitled to 
charge or recover any remuneration for services ren
dered ns a n1edical practitioner." 

The Ho.'>f. Sm T. MciLWRAITH said that 
was a curious clause to have in a Bill of that sort. 
It had nothing whatever to do with it. They 
might tts well say that a baker should not charge 
for the bread he sold. ·what had the clause to 
do with the preamble, which said :-

H \;fhercas it is desirable to make better provision for 
preventing unqualified persons from representing them
selves to be competent to practise as dispensing chemists 
and druggists.'' 
It dealt with 'a different matter ttltogether, and 
seemed to be some kind of a private armngement 
between the doctors and the druggists. It might 
be a very useful clause, but it had nothing to do 
with the Bill; and he could not understand how 
it got into it. He should like to hear some 
reason for it. 

Mr. BAILEY said the hon. gentleman was 
not very far wrong. The clause had got into the 
Bill as a form of holding out the hand of concilia
tion to the doctors, and as a means of trying to 
prevent some little jealousies that existed last 
year and the year before, when the Bill was 
brought in. He could not see what the clause 
had to do with the Bill, although he was in 
charge of it. 

The HoN. Sm T. MciLWRAITH said there 
was no provision in existence at present prevent
ing unqualified persons from charging for medical 
services. 

Mr. BAILEY : A person may charge, but he 
cannot recover for such services. 

Mr. SCOTT said the clause was perfectly use
less in its present shape, because a chemist and 
druggist did not charge for his services ; he 
simply added the amount on to the price he 
charged for the drugs. The clause was no pro· 
tection whatever. 

Mr. GROOM said there were a good many 
chemists in country districts who did perform 
the medical services to which reference had been 
made, and performed them very faithfully ; and 
he did not see why they should not be paid 
for them. He knew of a number of families 
who preferred the advice of their chemists and 
druggists, and why should not those men be paid 
for the services they rendered? He thought the 
clause might be very well struck out altogether. 

The PREMIER said, as a matter of fact, the 
clause was a kind of concession to the medical 
men who, up to the present time, had had the 
regulation of the chemists and druggists of the 
colony. They thought they were conceding a 
great deal, and they had been :.ble to give a great 
deal of opposition to the Bill. The present was the 
third time it had been before the House, and it 
was not law yet. Those gentlemen complained 
that in many places chemists competed with 
them unfairly. 

The HoN. Sm T. MciLWRAITH: Well, 
they can compete with the chemists by making 
up their own medicines. 

The PREMIER said he believed they did that 
now by way of retaliation. Chemists were not at 
present entitled to make any charge for medical 
services, and could not sue for anything of the 
kind; so that the clause was practically only 
confirming what was the present law, and giving 
the public warning that they were not entitled 
to charge. He should ad vi se that the clauoe 
be .c,Uowed to stand if it was desired that the 
Bill should go through. 



1074 Brands Act [ASSEMBLY.] Amendment Bill. 

The HoN. SIR T. MciLWRAITH said it was 
admitted to be a bad clause and of no use what
ever ; and yet the hon. gentleman said that if 
the~ wished the Bill to go through they should 
let It stand. He should like to know why ? 
\V ere there any very strong representatives of 
the medical profession who would object to the 
clause being omitted? Was it likely that the 
Bill would be thrown out if the clause were 
omitted? He did not think so. 

Mr. LISSNER said he would like to know 
where the line would be drawn between what 
were and what were not medical services. If he 
dropped into a chemist's shop and had a tooth 
clrawn, the chemist could not charge for it 
according to the clause as it stood. Sometimes 
chemists were far better dentists than duly 
qualified medical men; and he thought they ought 
to be entitled to remuneration for any services 
they performed. 

Mr. BAILEY said, as it w:ts evident that the 
feeling of the Committee was against the clause, 
he thought it would be better to negative it. 

Clause put and negatived. 
The remaining clauses and schedules, and the 

preamble of the Bill were agreed to. 
On the motion of Mr. BAILEY, the 

CHAIRUAN left the chair, and reported the Bill 
to the House with amendments. 

The repor& was adopted, and the third reading 
of the Bill made an Order of the Day for Tues
day next. 

JURY BILL-COMMITTEE. 
On the Order of the Day being read, the House 

went into Committee of the \Vhole for the further 
consideration of this Bill. 

The HoN. SIR T. MciLWRAITH asked 
whether the Government were going on with the 
Bill in the absence of the hon. member for 
Bowen? 

The PREMIER : No. 
The HoN. SIR T. MciLWRAITH said that 

under those circumstances he would move that 
the Chairman report no progress, and ask le:1 ve to 
sit again on Tuesd:1y next. 

Question put and passed. 
The House resumed ; the CHAIRMAN reported 

no progress, and asked leave to sit again on 
Tuesday next. 

The report was adopted, and the next sittino
of the Committee made an Order of the Day fo~ 
Tuesday next. 

BRANDS ACT OF 1872 AMENDMENT 
BILL-SECOND READING. 

The HoN. B. B. MORETON said: Mr. Speaker, 
-In moving the second re:1ding of the Bill now 
before the House, I will not take up the time of 
the House very long beyond :1ffording a few 
reasons which induce me to mov'e the second 
reading. The Treasury return for 1884 shows 
a surplus to the credit of the fund under this Act 
of £15,124. 

The HoN. Sm T. MaiL WRAITH : Is it? 
The HoN. B. B. MORETON: I am sure that 

it was never the intention that a sum of that 
magnitude should lie as trust funds in the Trea
sury of this colony without being of any benefit to 
those from whom it has been gathered. The ex
penditure for the last three years was : 1881-82, 
£3,295 ; 1882-83, £3,449 ; and 1883-84, £3,754. 
That made the ye:1rly average of, sav, about 
£3,499, while the receipts fo~ the sarrre years 
have been : For the first period, £.5,811 ; 
1882-83, £5,853; 1883-84, £6,394; making the 
yearly avemge revenue £6,019. Therefore, 
we have had a yearly surplus of about £2,520 
paid in, over and above the expenditure. 

This year I believe the Colonial Treasurer 
has put down a sum of £4,300 for 1884-Si), 
but out of that there is £900 for printing gazettes, 
etc., which has not l1PJJeared in htst year's 
appropriation, and I understand th:1t £500 of 
that is for new type, etc. ; therefore it is very 
evident that we are asking the stockholders 
of the colony to pay an annual sum greater 
than is necessary for expenditure under the 
Brands Act of 1872. \Vhereas the assessment for 
every portion of 100 now is 2s. Gd., the Bill pro
poses that it shall be reduced to ls. Gd., making 
thereby a reduction of 1s., or two-fifthfl of the 
present :1ssessment. 'rhere is also a reduction 
on the transfer of a brand, from 10s. to 5s. 
On the same number of stock that was assessed 
this year, the assessment of 1s. od. would 
amount to £3,243 5s. 6d.; and added to that the 
sum of £600-which is a fair average-for the 
transfer fees, regulation fees and fines, making 
the total sum of £3,843 for the coming year. 
The sum received this year, for 1883-84, amounted 
to £6,349, bnt of that the registration fees 
amounted to £660, and transfer fees to £106, and 
fines, etc., to £221, or a total of £987 for extras 
during the year. It will be seen, therefore, Mr. 
Speaker, that even putting it :1t 1s. 6d. and 
making no increase in the stock for the coming 
year, we should have within a very few 
pounds of what the Tre:1surer really wants 
for the expenditure next year; aud, considering 
we have £15,124 surplus, I think some of that 
might be t:1ken to help any deficiency. But at 
the same time I think greater economy could be 
exercised in the department by making the 
policemen who have charge in different towns, 
inspectors under the Brands Act, and paying them 
£50 to £150, which some o_f them now get; and 
thus save, on what the mspectors lmve been 
getting up to the pre:;ent time, from £200 
to £250. I think the reduction in that we~y 
would economise the expenditure ; and not only 
that, but would make the working of this Act 
very much more efficient thttn it is at present. 
\Vith these few remarks I beg to move the second 
reading of the Bill. 

The PREMIER: Mr. Speaker,-The figures 
that have been stated have been correctly 
given by the hon. gentleman who moved 
the second reading. The actual assessment 
received last year at 2s. 6d. a hundred was 
£5,406; and by this proposed reduction there will 
be, as far as I can ascertain, quite sufficient to 
cover the expenditure of the year. Judging from 
the history of the last two ye~trs, I think there is 
no danger of our losing the necessary revenue to 
carry out the working of the Act. 

Mr. BLACK said: The object of this Bill is 
a very good one, for it is only right that where 
the revenue has proved to be in excess of the 
requirements of the Act a reduction should be 
made in the charges. But the b:1sis on which 
the reduction is made should be thoroughly 
understood. I understood both the mover of the 
motion and the Premier to say that the reduced 
revenue would be sufficient to administer the 
A et ; but I beg to take exception to that 
opinion. I maintain that the enormous reduc
tion in the stock of the colony will make such a 
deficiency in the revenue under this head that 
there will not be anything like the money produced 
by the assessment of stock this year as in previous 
years. At the same time, we are quite justified 
in passing the Bill, even if there should be a 
considerable decrea'e in the assessment-which 
I arn perfectly certain there will he-for it can 
be made up out of the very large surplus now in 
the Treasury. 

Mr. P ALMER said : I w:1s r1uite surprised 
w~en I heard the h<m. member in charge of the 
Bill read out the amounts collected under the 
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Brands Act ; for I had no idea that there was 
such an immense sum in the Treasury to the 
credit of that fund. I believe that sum might 
have been greatly increased, if there were 
anything in the Act of 1872 by which 
owners of stock could be compelled to pay 
in their as,essments. I think there are many 
owners of more than the minimum amount of 
stock--fifty head-who do not pay, but simply 
ignore the Act. There are some stations with 
large nurnbers of stock, whose owner::; never for
ward a farthing of the assessment. The regula
tions in reference to the duties of inspectors are 
not strict enough, and the consequence is that 
they wander up and down the country just as 
they like-in some cases doing nothing at all; in 
facttheoffice ofimpectorofbrands is looked upon 
almost as a sinecure in some districts. There 
i.s one amendment which I think I shall propose 
when the Bill is in committee. It is provided 
that the fee for the first registration of a brand 
shall be 10s. ; but there are a great many who 
have a few head of cattle, but who will not pay 
lOs. for the re.,istration of a brand, and I think 
that if we reduce the fee to !5s. a great many 
more peovle will avail themselves ef the Act. 
With the svirit of the Bill I do not believe any 
stock-owner will disagree. 

Mr. GHIM.ES said: I do not agree with the 
bst speaker in the opinion that many small 
owners of stock escape the payment of the 
a:o::sessrnent. I remmnber a case two years ago 
where an officer of the clepartment actually 
used the agricultural returns in a certain district 
to gah1 a con vietion against people under the 
Brand~; ..:\.et. That wa~ going a step too far. 
There iH no rea.~;on to cornpla.in of want of vigi
hmce 011 the part of the officers of this depart· 
ment; they are mther tcio vigilant. 

(~uestion put and passed; and committal of 
the Bill made an Order of the Day for Friday 
next. 

The Huuse adjourned at five minutes to 5 
o'clock. 
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