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LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 
1'ucsday, 6 October, 1883. 

Probate J .. ct of 1867 Amendment Bill-comrnittce.
Licensing Bill~committee.-Adjournmcnt. 

The SPEAKER took the chair at half-past 
3 o'clock. 

l'lWBATE ACT OF 1867 AMEND:.\IENT 
BILL-CO:VI:MITTEE. 

On motion of the ATTORNEY-GENERAL 
(Hon. ~\. Rutledge), the Speaker left the chair, 
aml the House went into Committee to consider 
thi~ Bill. 

Preamble postponed. 
Clause 1-" Repeal of section 41 and schedule 

of 31 Vie. Nn. 9 "-passed as printed. 
On clause 2, ~ts follows :-· 
•· 'l'his Act shall be deemed to have been in force from 

and immediately after the passing of the said Act." 
Mr. AltCHER s~tid th~tt two Acts were men

tioned in the preamble. \V ~ts not the clause to be 
amended to rn~tke it clear which Act was meant 
by the words " said Act"? 

The ATTORNEY-GEXERAL said that if 
the clause was not clear enqugh to suit the hon. 
gentleman's ide~ts of perspicuity, he would move 
the insertion of the word "last-mentioned " 
betvveen ''~aid" and " Act." 

Amendment put and passed. 
lVIr. SCOTT said the Bill ~tppeared to be 

retrospective. How would it affect those people 
who had paid money under the former Act? 
\Yould they have a claim against the Govern
ment for obtaining, ~ts it were; money under false 
pretences? 

The ATTORNJ~Y- GEXERAL said that 
whatever moneys had been collected under the 
Probate Act had been legally collected; but 
by virtue of the clause they would be returned to 
tbe persons from whom they had been collected. 

The Hox. Sm T. :!\fciL\VRAITH asked how 
much money bad been collected under the Act? 

The ATTORNEY-GEJ'\ERAL: Very nearly 
£100. That was only during the last month. 
The fact that money wus payable under the 
Probate Act was brought under the notice of 
the judges, who directed that the fees should be 
collected and placed in a suspense account. 

The Hox. Sm T. MciLWRAITH asked 
whether the payment of the money extended 
over the last eighteen years ? 

'fhe ATTORNEY-GENER.\.L: No. 
The Hox. Sm T. MciLWI-tAITH asked 

whether the persons who paid under the Probate 
Act of 18G7 ~tlso paid under the 8tamp Act ? 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL said they did. 
"Until a month ago persons paid only under the 
Stttmp Act; but when the error in the Probate 
Act wtts discovered the judges directed that 
the fees under that Act should be collected in 
addition t.o those under tbe Stamp Act. Those 
fees would, by virtue of the clttuse, be returned 
to the persons from whom they had been 
received. 

Mr. ARCHEll said he thought they might go 
a step fmther now, and amend the Probate Act 
so as to enable people to take out probate in the 
case of small sums of money. He knew of sums 
of £15 to £20 lying in the b~tnk now because 
people would not go to the expense of taking out 
probate. 

The ATTOl"tN:EY-GEXERAL said he had 
not heard mw complaint as to the sums to be 
paid under the Stamp Act being excessive ; but 
he knew that there were persons to whom small 

sums had been left who did not think it worth 
while to incur the legal expeme-instructing 
solicitors, and so forth-connected with taking 
out probate. 

Mr. CHUBB said that provision for such cases 
was made in the Intestacy Act. 

Clause, 11s amended, put and passed. 
Preamble put and passed. 
The House resumed, and the CHAIRniAN re

ported the Bill with an amendment. The report 
w~ts adopted, and the third reading of the Bill 
made an Order of the Day for to-morrow. 

LICENSING BILL-COMMITTEE. 
On tbis Order of the Day being read, the 

Speaker left the chair, and the House went into 
Committee further to consider this Bill in detail. 

On clause 34, as follows :-
"Any person \Yho desires to obtain a licem;c, or the 

renewal, or transfer, or rmnoval of a license, authorising 
him to sell \Vine made fr01n grapes the produce of the 
colony, shall, at least twenty-one days before he rLpplies 
to the licensing authority, deliver to the clerk of petty 
sessions a, notice in \Vriting, signed by him, and iu the 
casa of a transfer by the proposed transferee, and as 
nearly as may be in such one of the second, third, 
fonrth, or sixth forms in the fourth schedule to this Act 
as is applicable thereto, and shall, except in the case of 
an application for a renewal of a license, publish such 
notice in the same manner as herein before 11rescribed 
in the case of a11plications for licensed victuallers' 
licenses. 

" Ap_piications for wine-sellers' licenses may be made 
to the licensing authority at any quarterly or 1nonthly 
meeting." 

The HoN. SIR T. MaiL WRAITH said a point 
arose in the clause, and he would like to know 
wbether it h~td received the considemtion of the 
Premier-1mmely, that a wine-seller's license was 
for win9 the produce of the colony. In the Vic
torian Licensing Act, the wine-seller's license was 
for tbe sale of wine the produce of the colonies ; 
it did not m~ttter in which of the Austmlian 
colonies it was produced, it was coloni~tl wine. 
'fhey might well meet the other colonies in that 
way, because they would lose notbing by it, 
as the wine that would be sold under such 
a license would have to pay duty. He did 
not think it was a proper tbing to confine the 
sale of wine under a wine license to the wine of 
this colony. 'fhey all knew the Victorian wines 
were better than their own, and the license for 
selling should be extended to them. He did 
not know the law in NeiV South \Vales on the 
subject, but in Victoria the wine-seller's license 
included >tll the colonial wines. 

The PRRMIER said he was glad the hon. 
gentleman had called ~tttention to the matter. He 
had himself intended to invite the attention of 
the Committee to it. It had received the atten
tion of the Government, and he believed the 
~tmendment desirable; but there was this diffi
culty : How were they to distinguish the coloni~tl 
wines from all other wines ? 

The HoN. Sm T. MciL WRAITH : ]from 
English wines? 

The PREMIER said there was that difficulty. 
If they wanted to convict a man fouelling wines 
he was not authorised to sell by his license : the 
difficulty of proof would be almost insurmount· 
able. That was the difficulty he saw in the 
way. 

Tbe HoN. SIR T. MciLWRAITH said that 
was no difficulty. Of course the object of the 
wine licenses was to introduce a trade in low-priced 
wines. The prices paid for colonial wine bore no 
comparison with the prices paid for foreign wines. 
No man would dream of selling high-priced 
foreign wines under a wine-seller's license, as the 
difference in price would be a sufficient means of 
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detection. 'rhe wines were, besides, very distinct, 
as anyone who was in the habit of t<tsting them 
could tell. 

The PilE11IER Ritid an amendment occurred 
to him which would remove that difficulty, 
which was to authorise those per"ms to sell 
"wine'' simply. H~ did not think tlu1t high
priced wines would be sold under wch a liceme. 
He was dbposed to think that was the beRt way 
to meet the difficulty, and it would not interfere 
with the revenue in any way. He therefore pro
posed to omit the words '' made from grape:<, 
the produce of the colony," in the 2nd and 
3rd lines of the clause. 

Amendment agreed to. 

The PREl\IIEE moved the omi"JOn of the 
words ''or monthly " in the last line of the 
clan~ e. 

The HoN. Sm T. JYiciL\VHAITH said that 
while they were on the subject of licenses gene
rally, the Premier would perhaps tell them what 
the Government proposed to do with respect to 
the rtpplic;1tion made by the oy.;ter srtloon keepers 
for licenses? Did the Govermnent consider it 
desirable to grant licenses to the keepers of 
oyster srtloons ? 

The PRE11IEE : They do not see their wtty 
to do it. 

l\Ir. BEATTIE said he was sorry to hear the 
Premier sav that. The fact was tho'e men 
would sell,· and it wtts much better -to grant 
them licenses, rtncl thus have their pbces under 
supervision. It would require only a very few 
clttuses to effect the alteration of the lml', and 
permit the oyster saloon keepers to sell beer, 
say under tt £3 or £10 license, rtncl thus bring 
their places under supervision. It was much 
better to do thrtt than to allow them to go on as 
they lmd been going on for a great many years, as 
every now and then one of the oyster saloon 
keepers was brought up for selling beer without a 
license. It was far better to license them and 
secure a supervision over their places of business, 
which they hrtd not at the present time. 

The PREi\HEit said he did not see why they 
should clmw such a distinction between the sellers 
of oysters and the sellers of any other food. 
\Vhy should a beer license be confined to the 
vendors of rt particular kind of food? They 
knew tlutt food of that kind rtnd beer or porter 
went particularly well together, but that wrts not 
a sufficient reason. There would be no ditficultv 
in making the chrtnge if it wrts thought desirable, 
but he did not consider it was desirable. Beer 
rtnd porter could be sent out for, and he believed 
they were sent out for by oyster saloon keepers. 

Mr. ARCHER said that, like the hon. member 
for Fortitude V alley, he wrts very sorry that the 
Government did not see their wrty to include an 
oyster saloon license in the Bill. If they would 
adopt a provision of that kind it would give 
them some control over the oyster saloons. :Many 
people enjoyed oysters with porter-he himself 
did-and he thought the keepers of oyster saloons 
would not object to pay for a license. As the 
Premier had said, there wrts a difficulty in the 
way of granting a license to oyster saloons ; but 
he (Mr. Archer) thought they should allow 
oyster saloon keepers to sell beer and porter for 
the convenience of their customers. 

Mr. BEATTIE said he would point out that 
there was nothing new in the suggestion, 
becrtuse it was adopted in other countries. It was 
adopted in Englrtnd. 

The PRE:YIIER : A beer license ? 
Mr. BEATTIE: Yes; a beer license. He 

did not know what was the lrtw in Scotland now, 
but he remembered that in his younger days the 
pie-shops in that country were rtllowecl to sell 

porter, m1d that the places were under the 
"upervision of the authorities. It w''" a bad 
s,~stmn under which a Inan h:.td to send out for 
porter, rtnd he thought it would be much more 
satisfrtctory to the authoritit'S and certainly 
mnch more satisfactory to the oyster saloon 
keepers if proYiHion was Inade for granting 
beer licen~et) to oyster salounH. There wa~ a 
large nnrnber of respect<-l ble 111en eng.1ged in 
tlmt lmsiness, and they were desirous thttt they 
should be ttble to obtain a license. Hon. mem
ben:; knew that at tlH') present tilne a grea,t n1auy 
of those men committed breaches of the law 
every clay, but if they were licensed there would 
be no excuse for such proceedings. 

Mr. MACFARLANE said he thought it 
would be more consistent fm· hon. members who 
went in for licenses for oyster saloons to go in 
for freetrade at once in the matter. \Vhy shonlcl 
a license lw gmntPd to an oyster srtloon rtny 
more than to a cook-shop, a lolly-shop, or to a 
fruit-shop'? 

Mr. ARCHER : People do not drink porter 
with fruit, 

1Ir. ::\IACFAHLAKE said he did not see 
why a license should be given to oyster sttloon 
keepers ]Jarticuhtl'ly. \Vhy did not the publicans 
keep oysters and then people could get porter 
and oy,ters together ? Thrtt would be better 
than granting licenses to oyster srtloons. 

Mr. BAILEY said the hon. member forgot 
that porter and oysters went very well tog-ether. 
The Premier himself would remember that he 
wa.s a young mrtn once. He (:VIr. Bailey) 
remembered that in his young clays oysters and 
porter were comiclered the proper things to finish 
up the night with, and he srtw no reasons why 
the oyster saloon keepers should be forced for 
the sake of their customers to break the law. 
It was a very bad policy to force men to 
become law-bre:~kers. A license fee of £3 or 
£10 a year would be readily paid by those men, 
and by granting them a license the public would 
be accommodated and they themsehes relieved 
from the necessity of brc:tking the law. They 
could get a wine licenHP, but wine and oy}iter~ 
did not go very well together. He believed that 
oysters and porter were the correct thing. He 
hoped the Premier would remember that he was 
onctl young and that they had still young men 
among thHn who liked their oyster RupperB. 

Mr. BEOOKES srticl he could not agree with 
the suggestion that licenses should be granted to 
oyster saloon keepers. If that was done they 
might as well provide thrtt license,; should be 
gTantecl to every luncheon-room in the town. 
The hem. member £or 'Wide Brty had spoken of 
the time when he was rt young man, but it struck 
him that that was a very long time ago. 

Mr. BAILEY : Y on rtre not young now. 
Mr. BEOOKES: No. As for the argument 

with reference to oysters and porter going well 
together, thrtt wrts nonsense; and as for the 
temptation to the keepers of oyster saloons to 
break the law, thrtt hrtcl no foundation in frtct. 
He thought the Committee had better be ,-ery 
careful, rtncl keep the thing clear and distinct, or 
they would be getting into clif\iculties. He cer
tainly could see no reason why oyster saloons had 
rtny more claim for a license than a great many 
other places that could be mentioned ; nor was 
their claim rts good as some others, because 
oysters and porter were generally taken at rt late 
hour of the night when people hrtd hrtd more thrtn 
enough-of porter, at any rate. He thought 
they hrtd better leave the mrttter as it stood. 

Mr. NORTON said _he believed that oysters 
and porter were a weakness of many customers 
at oyster srtloons, rtnd it was not always 
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convenient t<~ send out to get a bottle of porter 
or ale as reqmred. It would be remembergd that 
:1 man named Baxter at Sandgate was prose
cnted and fi;1ed not very long ago for selling 
porter on lns premises, and they all knew 
perfectly well that they could not prevent oyster 
saloon keeper~; occasionally sellin" a bottle of 
beer or porter-which was afte~ all a very 
h:mn less thing to do-but' yet, if fo~nd out, 
those men were likely to be fined. It was not 
really the oyster saloon keeper who suffered so 
much as his customer. He (:Yfr. Norton) did not 
care for porter himself, but he knew most 
people did, and took porter with their oysters, 
an<l those people considered it a grievance that 
they were not able to get it. It was well known 
that a great number of people went down to Sand
gate on a Saturday. Many of them wished to get 
oysters. and porter, but they could not do so with
nut. gomg half·a-mile from the oyster saloon for 
thmr porter. \Vhen hon. members knew that beer 
m_rd porter were sold in oyster saloons now, he 
<hd not see why they should not grant a license. 
He certainly failed to see that it would cause 
any harm. 

M~. ARCHER said the argnments seemed to 
lJe simply that the Premier wn,; virtuous and 
therefore there should be no more cakes and ale. 
He thought that the majority of the Committee 
would see the advantage of granting licenses to 
oy~te~ saloon keepers. It would lead to less 
drmkmg, and would be altogether an improve
ment. He thought the Premier would find a 
majority of that opinion even on his own side. 

The PREMIER said hon. members did not 
s~em to have given the matter very full considera
twn .. _\Vas a license to be giYen to a man on 
cond1twn that he sold oysters? If so, how many 
w.as he to sell ? If he kept a dozen oysters in 
lus saloon was that to entitle him to sell beer in 
any quantity? The step between allowing a 
umn to sell porter with oyster~; and allowiniT him 
to sell it in unlimited quantities was very great. 
They could not insist that a saloon-keeper should 
not sell beer or porter except to a man who took 
oysters, for they would have to specify the 
number of oysters, and then they could not 
compel the man to eat them. The whole thin" 
resolved itself into the question whether it wa~ 
desirable to grant beer and porter licenses ; 
oy,;ters had nothing to do with it. It had been 
tried in England, and some people believed in it · 
it had never been tried here, and he did not think 
it was advisable. 

Mr. SC<;JTT said he thought the principal 
m·gument m favour of beer licenses was that 
people who got refreshments at those unlicBnsed 
places in the colony would have the beer somehow 
or other : if they could not get it legitimately 
they would get it illegitimately. It 'would be 
very _much better if those places were under 
cmrve1llance, rather th.an that they should he kept 
open as at ]Jresent wrth the pretence of getting 
beer from the public-houses, which was frequently 
only a pr·etence. There wa,, more hmm done in 
unlicensed than in licensed houses, for there was 
no one to see that they were kept straight, and 
no one had the right to interfere. People mig-ht 
get as ~rnnk as they liked on beer brought from 
a pubhc-house in the next street. There was " 
great deal to be said in favour of beer licenses · 
though he would not confine them to oyste{. 
saloons. 

M:··. P ALME_R asked if the Sunday closing 
provrswns applied to holders of wine-sellers' 
licenses? 

The PRE::\1Il£R : Yes. 

Mr. P AL1H~R : ·what abDut the specifications 
of the houses ? 

The PREMIER said there w'ts nothing about 
that. The houses were simply shops ; the 
licensees had not to provide any accommoda· 
tion. 

Mr. NOR TON said he did not see that beer 
licens0s would do any more harm than wine 
licenses. Of course there were some difficulties 
in connection with the question, but the greatest 
difficulty was that if the licenses were not 
granted people could do without. 

Amendment agreed to; and clause, as amended, 
put and passed 

On clause 35, as follows :-
,, 1. Certificates for packet licenses. m• the renewal or 

transfer thereof, may be granted at any time to the 
master of any steamer m· sailing vessel carrying 
pas~5cngers, or plying 'vithin any port or harbonr, or 
on any river in Queensland, or making passages and 
conveying vasscngers from and to any ports or places 
'vithin the colony and its dependencies, or 1rom any 
port or place \Vi thin the colony and its dependencies to 
any othm· port or place ; a,nd such master shall thereby 
be authorised to selllicll10l' to any passenger on board, 
dlU'ing any actual passage of such vessel, or within half
an-hour before its departure from any such port or 
place, but at no other time. 

'' 2. Applications for packet licenses or the renewal or 
transfer of packet lit~cnses ~hall be made, if in re,~llCCt 
of a ve~;sel plying to or within the port of Brisbane, 
to the police magistrate or any two licensing justices 
having jurisdiction within the city of Brisbane; and 
in other cases, to the police magh;tra.te or any two 
licensing justices having jurisdiction in any town or 
place of nsnal arrh·~Ll or departu1·e of the vessel in 
respect of which the application is made. 

''a. I·~vers application for a paeket license, or the 
renew<:Ll of a packet license, shall be made as nearly as 
may be in the seventh form in the fourth schedule to 
this Act; and every application for the transfer of a 
packet license shall be made as nearly as ma,y be in the 
eigl:th form in the same schedule. 

"•t. A trrLllsfer of a packet license shall be made by an 
endorsement upon the license, and in such form as the 
justices authorising the transfer may think fit. 

·' 5. So thing herein contained shall be taken to prc
Yent the justices from refusing· any application for a 
packet license, or for the renelnLl or transfer thereof, 
if they think lit so to do, or frmn requiring the report 
of t.lw inspector before granting any such application." 

Jliir. }'J~RGUSON said he wished to know 
whether the half-hour before the departure of a 
vessel was to he reckoned from the advertised 
time of departure or the real time? A v~ssel was 
sometimes delayed for hours, and the master 
might get into trouble through serving liquor 
outside half-an-hour of the advertised time of 
departure, if the vessel happened to be delayed. 

The PREMIER said it would not be advisable 
to alter the clause so as to make it refer to the 
advertised time, otherwise the master of a vessel 
might advertise the vessel to start at 10 when it 
was intended to start at 11 so that he would be 
able to commence selling· drink at half-past 9. 
He thought the time advertised was usually that 
at which it was intended to start. 

.Mr. SCOTT said that steamboats frequently 
called at intermediate ports and stayed a day or 
two days. Could the ]Jassengers g·et refresh
ments during that time, or only within half-an· 
hour before leaYing the wharf? 

The PRE1IIER said that if he took his pas
sage to any port, and the vessel stayed at an 
intermediate port, eo far as he was concerned she 
was on her passage ,tll the time, even whilst she 
was alongside the wharf. 

Mr. BEATTIE said that if a steamer from 
Sydney stopped at any of the ports, such as 
Glaclstone or Maryborough, no drink was allowed 
to be sold on board. 

Mr. SHERIDAN said that through passengers 
had never been refused to be supplied with drink 
on board; the prohibition only applied to persons 
coming on board while the vessel lay at the 
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wharf. It was very nece~sary that peroons who 
were not passengers should not be nJlowed to act 
as though they were in a public-house. 

Mr. NORTON said the hon. member for 
l<'ortitude V alley was labonring under a mistake. 
If a steamer carried through passengers to Hock
hampton, they could get w hateYer they re'luired 
on board, even thmw:h she should stop a whole 
day at l\Iaryborougl1. Of course, people coming 
on board at l\1aryborough would not be served. 

Mr. B:EATTIE said th,ot might be the ca;.;e 
with vessels running- fron1 Brisbane, hnt not to 
vessels running north frorn Rydney. On recwl1ing 
a port their spirits were sealed n p, and could not 
be reopened until they again left the whm-f. 

Mr. SHE RID AN said it wa,; true that vessels 
trading between Sydney and Queendand ports 
had their spirits sealed up on arrival >tt the 
different stopping places, hut sufficient was 
always left out for the use of the paesengers, and 
no more. 

Mr. BLACK said it was all very well for 
hon. members to talk about the theory of the 
thing, but he knew what the practice was. There 
was never any trouble in getting w hc.ttever one 
required on board a steamer. Let them clearly 
understand what they were doing. He saw 
no reason why, if the license fee was made 
sufficiently high, they should not be allowed 
considerable latitude; and he was certain that 
a clause of that kind would not prevent pas
sengers by steamers, when calling- at ports, from 
getting whatever they required in the shape of 
refreshments ; and in the event of th,,ir friends 
coming to see them off they would get it too. 
He was sorry the Premier had not seen his way 
to accept the amendn1ent giving a beer license to 
oyster saloons. It was a perfectly reasonable 
thing to indulge in porter with oysters, and it 
encouraged people to drink the less harmful of 
two beverages. At the same time it would bring 
in a revenue to the Treasurer, which he was sm·e 
he would be in want of before very long. How
ever, that clause was passed. The clause unrler 
discussion seemed somewhat contradictory. The 
Premier said that if he took a passage from 
here to Townsville, and the steamer called 
in at lYiaryhorough, he should consider him
self all the time as being on his passage ; but 
the clause distinctly provided that liquor should 
only he sold on board during the actual rn>ssage, 
or within half-an-hour of the vessel's departure 
from a port. He (Mr. Black) shonld infer from 
that, that if a steamer 0alled in at ?.Iaryborough 
the steamer had no right to supply even the 
passengers on hoard with drink, however long 
their stay, until within half-an-hour of departure. 

Mr. MOREHEAD said he should like to 
know from the hon. member for i\faryborough 
what amount of liquor per head was left out by 
the Customs officer for the use of passengers on 
arriving at a port? The hon. member had in
formed the Committee that a sufficient amount 
was left out for the use of the passengers, and 
no more. How was the amount arrived at'? Did 
the oflicer take into consideration the number 
of blue-ribbon adherents, and also the number 
of two-bottle and three-bottle men, in coming to 
a conclusion as to the exact quantity to be left 
out? The hon. member, having been for 80 many 
years a Customs officer, would perhaps be good 
enough to explain how it was done ? 

Mr. SHERIDAN said the quantity wa, 
arrived at in accordance with the number of 
passengers on hoard. 

Mr. MOREHEAD said it would he interest
ing to know how much was allowed for each 
passenger. 

Mr. SHEIUDAN said that as he rlid not 
know the drinking carJacity of each pa~senger he 
could not answer the (ruestion. 

Mr. J\IOHEHEAD said the hon. member had 
landed himself on the ho1·ns of a dilemma. He 
had stated that ch·ink was left out at a certain 
ratio per head of the passeugers on hoard, and 
now he told the Committee that a;.; he did not 
know the <lrinking capacity of the pasFengers 
he conlcl not say how mnch per head was left 
out. Ho eX]Jected that wonld he the result of 
hiB cross-(ruebtioning. It was often seen, ·when 
thof-3e very \rise n1en cmue to be cross-exarnined, 
that they were not w very wise after all. 

Mr. MACl<'ARLANE said it was evi<lent 
from the clause that the licenS<" waR granted to 
Le nsed only during the actual paNsage of the 
vc:ssel. The packet license was only £5, while 
the publican on shore lwd to pay £30; and it 
would he unfair to allow the £5 licensee to com
pete on equal ternu; with the £30 licensee .. 'l'~ue, 
it was onlv for half·an-hour, but the prmc1ple 
was bad. ''['he best way to amend the clause 
would be to make it read, "half-an-hour after 
the time of de)•artnre." That would suit much 
better. On the 13th line it said, "within half
an-hour before.'" VVould it not he much better to 
say "half-an-hour after"'! 'l'hat would pre
ve'r{t the steamboats from coming into competi
tion with the publicans. 

The Hox .• T. l\L i\IACROSSAN said that 
passengers certainly would not be able to get 
liquor at the ports the steamer called at except 
within half-an-hour of the vessel's leaving, as, 
according to the claur;e, the V• ,sel would not he 
upon its actual passage. It s.cid that liquor 
could only be sold at any port or place half
an-hour l;efore the ve"el.left; so that, if she 
rernained24 hours at :\Iaryborough or Rockhamp
ton, for 231 hours the steward would be debarred 
from selling-liquor to the passengers. 

The PHE:NIIEl{ said he did not see that 
the chouse meant that at all. If he engaged a 
pn.:;Hage frmn Brisbane to Cooldtnvn, was he not 
a passenger all the time he was on hoard ? The 
clause provided that liquor mi;;·ht be r;old during 
the actual passage of the Yessel. It dicl not say 
she must be actually underweigh. The passage 
was from Brisbane to Cooktown, or to Rock
hmnpton, as the case n1ight be. 

l\Ir. MOHEHEAD said that if such were the 
intention, why not say so ? There was a limita
tion there of the rights of passengers. 

The PRIDIIER : No. 
::\Ir. i\IOREH:gAD said that if the English 

bnguar.ie meant anything the clause meant that 
if a ve~sel \Vere going fron1 Bri8bane to Towns
ville the passengers wuuld not get anything to 
drink on hoard until half-an-hour before she left 
any port she might call at. It was evident that 
that was the intention of the clause. 

Mr. FEllGuSOI'\ said he knew of cases 
where the r;tewards had refused to supply pa;;
~m;gers with liquor at Rockhan1pton, becauHc 
they were afraid of being pulled up for it. It 
should he made cle>tl' that passenger:; should be 
allowed to have what they wanted on hoard the 
vessel from the beginning to the end of the 
journey. The passengers' friends could come on 
hoard and get spirits if the ste arc! thought 
there was no danger of being pulled up. 

The PREMIER said he could not add any
thing to what he harl already said. The steward 
was allowed to sell liquor at any time while the 
ship was on her yoyage, from the port of 
departure to the port of destination. The 
master of a ship could not be compelled to sell 
liquor to passenger:;. He remembered one 
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captain who used to lock up the bar on the ship 
while in port, and he remonstrated with him for 
so doing. The present law was very uncertctin. 
There was no definition at all of what a packet 
licen'e authorised, but he thonght the present 
clause was perfectly clear. 

The HoN. J. M. MACRO::JSAN said the 
hun. gen tlernan was mist:tken. If he intended 
pt1S8engers going frmn Brisbane to Townsville or 
Cooktown to get liquor during the whole of the 
passttge, irrespective .,f wlmt ports the vessel 
might cc1,ll at, the course seemed to be clear 
enough. If, as the hon. member for Balonne 
said, the English language meant anything, the 
clause meant that no p<Ls,;enger on a vessel going 
from port to port should get any liquor at any 
such )Jort until within half-m1-hour of "'"iling. 

The J>RE1UER : I do not see that at all. 

The Hox . • T. l\I. 1\IACROS::-\AN said it was 
strange that he could see it, and hon. gentlemen 
on his side could see it. It would be much 
better if the hm1. gentleman would do wh:<t he 
said he meant-make the cbuse so ciear that 
there should be no mistake alJout it. 

l\Ir. :MORE HEAD said he would not uiJject to 
see packet license fees rz.ieed and lot the holclers 
have freetmde while in port. There was no 
doubt there wtts more money made by the sale 
of liquor on board ships than on shnre, because 
there was no duty to be paid. Therefore, he 
thought they might make a considerable increase 
in packet licenseo, and give the holders the smne 
rights as any other holders of licenses. That 
would be the easiest wlntion of the difficulty. 
They coulcl ,,fford to )my much more than they 
did at present. 

Mr. SHElUDAX said that every vessel 
trading between ports in Queensland had to pay 
duty upon its stock of liquor. No liquors were 
sold except :vhat had paid duty. It wets only 
vessels tradmg from one of the other colonies 
and along the coast of Queensland that could 
sell spirits in bond. 

l\Ir. SCOTT said the clause provided "within 
half-an-hour before its departure from any such 
port or place." A port did not necessarily mean 
a wh.arf. A vessel at Port Al!wt or Keppel Bay 
was m port, :J.lthough the latter place was forty 
miles from Rockhampton. If the meaning that 
some hon. gentlemen attached to the clause hehl 
good, stewards would be prohibited from sell in~ 
liquor in Keppel Bay or in Moreton Bav. 'l'he 
clause said '' vort, 'l not " wharf." " 

The PREMIER said he would be very glad to 
make the clause more clear if he could understand 
,~,rhere the indistinctness carrw in. The paNsage 
of the vessel was the time occupied in going from 
the port of departure to the port of destination. 
During the period she might be at anchor, or 
alongside a \vharf~or on a reef, as the hon. 
1nem ber for Balonne suggested-or doing lotK 
of things-she was still on her passage. If 
she were aground she was still on her pas
sage. He did not know any better words than 
"during the actual passage." The word 
"actual" might be omitted if hon. gentle
men desired it. He could not see how to 
make it any clearer. The first condition was 
that liquor must be sold to a pttssenger 
and then that it must not be sold to ~ 
passenger except during a passage or within 
half-an-hour previous to the departure of the 
vessel in which he became a passenger. They 
might make the subsection extend to half
a-page by adding commentaries illustrating how 
it should work. A ship leaving Bri,;bane might 
call at several ports on the road; persons embark
ing at Bridbane should be considered pm~sengerN 
during the whole period of the passage until the 

arrival of the ship at her destination. They 
1nigbt go on and nutke several long f:lentences, 
but after all it would c nne back to the provision 
in the clause that liquor might be sold to passHl
gers during the voyage of the ship. All the 
explanations in the world would not make it 
more clear. If the hon. gentleman objected to 
the word " actual," they might strike it out and 
leave it "during any p~tsi'3age of such vessel." 

The HoN. J. M. MACIWSSAN said the pro
vi,;ion seemed to him to be useless. So far as 
his expe!'ience had gone he had never been on 
board a vessel where he could not get all the 
liquors he wanted at any thue-fnnn starting, or 
even long before starting-until he got to his 
destination. They had heard it stated by the 
h<m. member for Fortitude Valley, and confirmed 
by the hon. member for l\Iaryborough, that 
pro.secutiom:; had taken place in ~1aryUorough 
fur selling grog in that port, and in ol'der to 
prevent unnecessary and unjust proceedings of 
tlmt kind they should make the clause as clear as 
possible. 

Mr. MOEEHEAD sttid the clause as it stood 
was contradictory and inconsequent. 'fhe words 
"to sell liquor to any passenger on board during 
the actualJJassage of the vessel" had been defined. 
by the Prernier yery clearly. A paRsenger was a 
person who Rtarted frorn one port to go to 
another ; and no matter how often he might be 
det<tine<l, he would be a passenger and lJe entitled 
to purchase liCJUOi'. But then came in the words 
"or within half-11n-hour before its departure 
from any such port or place." That wtts utterly 
inconsequent. It should be made to apply to 
persons other them passengers, bemM1se the hon 
gentleman hac! shown that the intention was 
to prevent the selling of li<ruor to persons who 
wm·e not pa~::H;engers. Smne \.Vords ought to be 
inserted to make that perfectly clear. 

The PRK!VIIElt ,aid, strictly speaking, a mmr 
wa:; not a passen;.;·er until the ve,sel started, 
but it wa.o intended that he should have the 
quality of a passenger half-an-hour before actual 
departure-that was to say, that the ]XISB<"ge com
menced for him half-an-hour ]Jefore the Yessel 
left the wharf. Unless some restriction were 
in1posed a rnan Inight t.f'ke a pas.;;age a day or 
t~'nJ befol'e a ves"lel started, and be able to gu 
on board and drink. The clause provided that 
liquor might be sold to a passenger while the 
ship was on the passage or half-an-hnm· before 
:;he started. He did not see how cwything coukl 
be clearer than that. 

1\Ir. :YIOREHEAD said the hon. gentleman 
had told them that '" ship Wll,:i ttlways on her 
passage until she anived at her deetination. 

The PRKMIER: She must start as well as 
arrive. 

Mr. MOUEHEAD :;aid he '"wmed that :;he 
ha< I started, and supposing that she came into 
Brisbane as a port of call and stopped twenty
four hours, a.ccording to the hon. gentlen1an, a 
person who "tarted from Sydney for Townsville 
or any other port would be legttlly entitled to 
get drink on board ; but how did the 
latter portion of the 1st HU bsection - " or 
within half-an-hour before its departure"
come in? That was what he wanted to get 
at. \Vere the public to be allowed to get 
drink on bocucl during that half-hour? He would 
a'k the h<m. gentleman when a person did be
con1e a passenger? Sa.y he was starting frorn 
Brisbane, wodd he be a passenger three-quarterH 
of an hour before the depcuture of the vessel'? 
He (Mr. Morehead) took it that he did not be
come a passenger until the vessel had absolutely 
left. Therefore the words "within half-an-hour 
before its departme" did not apply to passengers 
at all, and was evidently intended to prevent 
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other persons bein:; supplied with liquor. He 
therefore thought the words " to other persons" 
ought to he inserted after " or.'' 

. The PREMil"R said it would be hi~hly ~bjec
twnr:ble to make pvery pa.Qsenger ship an hotel 
or wme-shop half-an-hour before it started. He 
could not see what the hon. gentleman wanted 
to secnre. If the object songht would be attttined 
by omitting the words "its departure from any 
Rnch port or place" and inserting "the corn
n1encen1ent of the passage," he should be glad to 
make the substitution. He would therefore 
move that amendment. 

Mr. MOREHl~AD said the simplest way 
would be to leave out all the words after "vessel" 
in the 13th line. 

l\lr. MACF ARLA='fE sttid the cbuse was 
perfectly clear to his view. The point that had 
been raised was as to stewards supplying liquor. 
Huppo:-3ing a vesi:!elleft Brif.:bane, a, pa8senger who 
left by her could get liquor on board half-an-hour 
before she started and all through the vovage. 
It was the same with regard to the other i)orts, 
but a passenger who had taken his passage at, 
stty, :iYiaryborough, and went on board five or six 
hours before the vessel started would not be 
entitled to the "'me right in that respect as the 
paseenger who had left Brisbane. ConserJuently, 
the eteward would supply the passenger from 
Brisbane, but he dare not supply the passenger 
from 1\Iarybnrongh until half-an-hour before 
l::lta,rting. 

Mr. ::VIORT<~HEAD said he clitl not quite catch 
the hrm. the Premier's amendment, and did not 
know whether it would come before or after the 
one he intended to move. 

The PREYIIER : After. 
Mr. MOREHEAD: Then he should move his 

amendment first. It was to omit all the words 
after "vessel," in line 13, to the end of the 1st sub
'ection. He thought that would be a simple 
solution of the difficulty. It was not likely that 
paHsengers 'vonld take friend~ on board and 
fill them with intoxicating liquors; but at the 
same time it would prohibit the sale of lir1uor, 
nnrler packet licenses, to persons other tlmn 
passengers of ships. 

The PREJ\IIER said it would be inconvenient 
for the hon. member to move his amendment in 
that form, bec1mse it would he impossible for 
him (the Premier) tu move any amendment after
wards. The hon. n1mnber rnight rnnve inPtead, 
that all the words after "or within half-an-hour 
before," to the end of the 1st subsection, be 
omitted. 

Mr. 2\IOHEHEJ~D said he had no intention 
of hampering the Premier, and would alt5r his 
arnendn1ent as suggested. 

The Hox. J. M. l\IACROSSAN said he 
thought the Premier's amendment would entirely 
meet the case. 

(luestion-'l'hat ttll the words after "or within 
half-tm-hour before," be omitted-put. 

The PREMIER said the hon. member for 
Balonne would see that the effect of his amend
ment would lle to nmke it unlawful for any 
liquor tu be sohl before the departure of a 
vessel. 

l\Ir. MOREHEAD: That is the law now. 
The PRE2\IIER said it might be the lttw, but 

it was not the practice; and as the law stood at 
present it was difficult to say what a packet 
license was. Taking into consideration the 
admitted custom of people in partint' with 
mtch other, to ha\-e a varting glat:8 together, be 
saw no harm in the clttuse as it stood. He had 
often taken tt parting glass himself ; and that 
was the custom, particubrly when people were 

going on a long voyage. He saw no har1n in the 
custom, and thought it would be a pity to 
prohibit it . 

Mr. MOHEHEAD could not follow the 
Premier. There was nothing to prevent a 
passenger aBking his friend;; on board, buying 
four glasses of grog, and giving three away and 
keeping- one to himself. The same remn,rks 
would apply to a club in which a stranger could 
not buy liquor, but a member could take liquor 
for a friend into the strangers' room. He did 
not, therefore, see how his amendment would 
prevent a parting glas:4 being given or taken, for 
the drink would be paid for by the passenger who 
bought it, and \vho, as he understood, \Vas gene
rallY the host on these occasions. If the departing 
passenger was not the host he ought to be, and as 
he could order liquor he could give what he did 
not want himself to his friends. 

The PREMIER said the hon. member fniled 
to see that the clause, if altered as he proposed, 
would make it impossible for the master of a 
ship to sell liquor to any passenger except during
the actual passage. A ship was not on her actuttl 
passttge until she started on her voynge. 

:Yir. MOREHEAD said the Premier was 
arguing a,ll round the n1atter. Not long ago he 
said that a ship might be on her passage when 
lying at anchor. 

The PllEMIER sttid the !'Oint was whether 
liquor should be sold before the passage began. 

Mr. ::viOREHEAD said the Premier seemed 
to he regularly on the horns of a dilemum; 
There would he no difficulty at all if the amend
ment he (::Ylr. Morehead)" had suggested wtts 
passed. 

The PRKMil'R said he only wanted the hon. 
member to see what his proposition was-that it 
was, in effect, that it should not be lawful to sell 
liquor on board '' ship until she started away 
from the wharf. He did not say that such was 
the proposition the hon. member intended to 
make, but that would be the effect of the 
amendment before the Committee. 

Mr. BEATTIE said one of the clauses in the 
old Act was that no vessel should be allowed to 
sell liquor ctt all alongside a wharf. The present 
Bill gttve them half-an· hour to allow passengers 
and their friends to take a parting glass. 

The Hox . • T. ::YI. MACROSSAN sttid lirtuor 
ha.d always been sold when alongside the 
wharves. 

Mr. BBATTIE said he was aware of thttt, 
but he also knew that the offenders hac! been 
very often caught at it, and he thought some 
alteration of the law was de.>irable. 

'!'he HoN. J. M. l'IIACROSSAN said he sttw 
the difficulty pointed out by the Premier. He 
cel'tainly would not like to do anything to 
vrevent n, passenger fron1 taking a parting glass 
with the friends who might be seeing him off. 
He also thought that the hem. member for 
]3alonne was mistaken when he said that the 
departing friend ou those occasions was always 
the host. Those who sav.r the passenger off were 
generally the hosts ; and that being the case, if 
the clause was amended as propemed by the hem. 
member for Balonne, passengers and friemb 
would not be able to have a parting glass on 
board at all. He thought they had better 
accept the amendment proposed by the Premier 
himself. 

Mr. SALKELD asked if the words "within 
half-an-hour before its departure'' meant httlf-an
hour before the ndvertised time of sailing, or of 
the actual time of starting? 

The PREMIER said they meant half-an-hour 
before the advertised time of sailing. 
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Mr. 1IACJ<'ARLANE said he de,ired to a,k 
the Premier a question: Suppo,;ing Brisbane 
was made a local option district, ''nd the half
hour was allowed to packets as proposed in the 
clause, how 'Yould the thing work? 

The PRBii.IIER said that in that case packets 
at the wharves might not be allowed to sell at 
<ell. 

Mr. MACFARLANJ<~ said the clatme in that 
case should be altered so as to hmmonise with 
the local option part of the Bill. 

Mr. MOHJ<~Hl~AD said, after the remarks of 
the hon. member for Ipswich, he would certainly 
withdraw his amendment. He could now see 
the point raised by the Premier. Still he thought 
the \Yord~ ''or \Vithin ha.lf-an-hour" were vague. 
.. According to the Prexnier't; own statement, 
he wished that the clause should be applied to 
persons other than pas:.:;enger~. 

The PRK!\UER : No. 
Mr. MOBBHEAD said that if the Premier 

wished the passengers to be the hosto there 
would be no necessity for the words " or within 
halktn-hour," because if 't passenger had the 
right to purchase liquor during the time he was 
a jJassenger--

The PREMJ.l~R said the words were " during 
any actual passage." 

Mr. MORBHEAD s<1id that, at all events, 
after what had fallen from the hon. member 
for Ipswich, he would certainly withdraw hi~ 
amendment, for he had no idea of rendering 
assistance to any anti-barmaid member. 

1\Ir. \V AKJ<~FIELD said he thought the views 
of the hon. member for Balonne would be met 
by adding a few words at the end of the clause 
which, in the case of a stemner lm.tving Brisbane 
for northern ports and calling for twenty-four 
hours, "'Y, at 1\Iaryborough, would enable the 
passengers to purchase liquor on board, but not 
the public of Maryborough. 

M:r. SHERIDAX said the Committee ought 
to know at what time the half-hour was to he 
calculated from. They saw steamers arlvertisecl 
to start sometime~ at 12 o'clock, and they often 
did not go until 6, 7, 8, or 9 o'clock. 

The PREJ\IIETI said it was jJerfectly Uf''les,; 
to attempt to define what the hon. member 
referred to, and they !night jtmt as well give up 
the attempt at once. A Yessel might be ;crlver
tised to sail at a specified time, in perfect good 
faith, but some accident might h"'l'r>en. 'l'he only 
other way to meet the difficulty would be to sccy 
that no li<1uor should be sold unL"''s the vessel wa,; 
away from the wlmrf. The <luestion harl been 
considered on two previous occasions, and the 
phra,eology of the clause as it stood was the law 
at the present time. 

Mr. DON ALDSON said it appeared to him 
that there was a general desire that there sh,luld 
be no restriction upon the supply of liquor to 
passengers on board. He presumed that tt passen
ger should htwe the liberty of l"1ying for a drink 
for his friend ; then why restrict him to the 
half-hour? He would sugg<''t that all the words 
after the word "board " be omitted, so as to 
allow passengers to htwe the vrivilege of taking 
their friends on board. There could be no 
objection to that. 

The PREMIER said the suggestion of the 
hon. member would be unworkable. Suppose 
he took his passage on the "Jliierkara" for the 
return trip before she arrived from England, was 
that vessel to be allowed to be an hotel for him
self and his friends all the time she wtts in port ? 
It was a sufficient indulgence to allow passengers 
the right of getting liquor on board at all witl;out 
giving them such an additional privilege. 

Amendment put and passed. 

The HoN. J. M. MACIWSSAN said he would 
like to ask the Premier a <[Uestion with regard 
to wh,1t fell from the hon. member for lVIary
borough. He stated that in the case of vessels 
trading from Sydney to queensland no duty 
was payable on liquor vut on board for the 
supply of passengers. '\Vould the same apply to 
vec;sels from Sydney on their way to Cooktown? 
Tbey knew there 'va:-; a regular line of stearners 
between ::lydney and Cooktown, and whttt he 
wanted to know was, would they be allowed to 
sell their lirtunr in the port of Brisbane without 
lmving paid duty? 

The PREMIER said he suvposecl they would. 
The Hox. J. M. lVIACHOSSAK: It is very 

unfair . 
The PRKMIKR tmicl it was unfair, and the 

matter had been brought under the notice of the 
GoYernment by the Government of K ew South 
\Vales. They called attention to the fact, but 
there was no reme<ly unles" the l:itw was altered. 
There used to be Mon1e reason in ~uch an arrange~ 
ment when it took a much longer time than it 
did in the pre"ent clay to trade between certain 
port,, but he did not think such '" thing should 
he allowed in the case of "hart voyage". The 
GoYernment h>td the matter under their con
sideration. 

Clause, as amended, put and passed. 
Clauses 3(}, 37, and 38 passed as printed. 
On clause 39, a" follows:-
.. l. Application::; for temvorary licen:::-Cti to retn:il 

liquor, or to keep billiard t:Lble~ or baf,!;atelle tnblcs, in 
t.L spccbl district, lll:ty be heard by any police magh;trate, 
or any two or mor,' justices sitting in petty ::-essions in 
tbo <.U'>trict: and, subject to any regulations tbat may 
be in force with reference to the d.istrict, it shall be 
in the ab.-.:olute dism·etion of the licensing authority to 
grant or refuse a certificate upon any such application. 

"2. Such certificate if granted shall be as nearly as 
may be in the sixth form in the seventh schedule to this 
Act, and sha.ll not be transferable or renmYablc, or be 
for a lon;re1· period than six months 

"3. SubJect to this .:\.et aud to ~my such regulations, 
the holder of :o:ucll ecrtitiente may excrei~c nll the 
privileges, and ::;hall be liable to all the penalties anrt 
obligations, which may be exerch:ed or incurred by the 
holder of an ordinary licen::;c of the same kind under this 
.,et. 

".!. If the holder of the certilieLtc de~,;ires to 
obtain a license at the end of the term specilied in the 
ccrtiliecLte, he must apply to the lkensing authority in 
like m:mnrr, and nnrler like (~Onditions, as if he were 
an unlicensed person." 

Mr. M:\ C:F"\.RLA::\E sail! he had an amend
ment to propose at the end of the 1st paragraph 
of the clause, the object of which w<ts to limit the 
1111111 ber of licent4es that might be granted in a 
special district. Hon. members were aware that 
in certain portions of the colony, snch ac; on 
goldfields or in parts of the country where 
railway con8trnction was being carried on, such 
a number of speci<ellicenses .,-ere usually granted 
that the public-houses heed almost become a 
nuioance. He thought if his nmendment were 
carried it would he better for the men who were 
at work in the district, for the publican, and for 
the whole colony. They all knew the amount 
of drinking that was carried on in such place:-; a,s 
he rnentioned, especially anwng the navvie~; and 
the amendment he vroposed would meet that 
evil. He proposed to add, at the end of the 1st 
paragraph, the following proviso :-

Provided that no greatPr number of emtilicatet:l 
shall be issued th~m in the proportion of one for every 
two hundred of the e..:timated population of the 
district. 
He hoped the amendment would meet the 
views of members of the Committee, because it 
would very much improve the Bill. 

The PREl\IIER sitid that the district where 
such licenses were issued mis-ht be thickly popu
lated and small in are:., or it might be a large 
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district with a scattered population. In the case 
of a place like the \Voolgar, 200 people might be 
spread over a considerable area of country. One 
public-house might be insufficient for a population 
of 200 in such a case, or two public-houses for 400 
people; and in other cases one public-house for 
every 200 persons might be too many. If the 
ponulation was scattered the limit might ca1me 
inconvenience; and he thought any attempt to fix 
till arbitrary rule as to the number of public
houses in proportion to the population would be 
found not to work. 

Question-That the worcb proposed to Le 
inserted be so inserted-pnt, and the Committee 
divided:-

An~.s, 17. 
lie6.sr:;. Jna.<'.l\, Brookes, J hmd, Jicllor, I~ft.mhert, 

·white, Hncldal}(l, Jic:Jiaster, "\fakE:1ield, Kate":, Sheridan. 
Donaldsou, Sulkeld, J~eattie, :Jiacfarlane, Grime::;, and 
I!ig1lOll. 

Xot:::~, 22. 
Sir T. :Jicil\Yraith, :.\Icssrs. J.rcher, Xorton, Chubb, 

Dickson, 3Iacrossan, Griflith, Dntton, l\Iorcton, Stevcns, 
Anncar, Fergn:-'on. l'tdmer, Smyth. Poote, Bailey, Lissner, 
J.umley Hill, :Jiile1'<, Kellett, Rntlcdgc, and ~lorchcad. 

<~uestion resolved in the negative. 
Clause passed as pl'inted. 
Ou clan se 40, as follows :-
" Hnbject. to this Ad, objection~ may be made to the 

granting, rcncvml, removal, or trausfbr of anv lieensc, 
certifh:ut.c, or pcrmi.;;;sion unllcr this Act, either per
sonally or by vetition to the licensing authority emu
potent to grant the 1:1amc respectively. .Such objections 
may be made by~ 

(<1) 'l'hc lrH'nl authority of the municipality or 
rlivisiou in -which the llrelllises sought to be 
liccn~cd arc sitnatcd; 

(U) Any six or more ratepayers rated in respect of 
propert;r ~itnat.ed wit.llill the di~tanco of half-a
mile frolll the premises in respcrt of whicf, the 
license is applied for, if thr-y are :-;itnated in a 
llllmicipnlity, or \Vithin the distance of three 
miles from snch premises if they are situated 
else,vherc · 

le) Any other' applirant for n :-;imilar liecnse or 
person llolc!in!4' a :similar lieen~r in l'Cspe(~t of 
prculiH•,:; sitna.tccl within lmlf-a-milc from tLc 
premi~e~ in respect of whir~h the license is 
appliell for, if they are situated in ~L munici
pality. or wHllin three miles from snch premises 
if t heJ arc sitnated else~.\ here ; 

ul) An inspector; nnd 
(el In the ca:--e of a IH'OJlOt'ea removal, the owner oE 

the premi-es from which it is propo-<-cd that the 
liemnm sllonlcl be remoYed." 

J\Ir. KOitTOi\ said that ltccnrcling to para
graph (b) objection might be made by "any six 
or nwre ratepayers." \Vhy should not any one 
ratepayel' be allowecl to object? He could see 
no force in the clanse as it stood. In the Vic
torian Bill every man had the right to object. 

The PRRi\IIER said he had no objection to 
the suggested mnenclment. They could make it 
"any mtep,tyer." He moved that the wol'ds 
'' Bix or nwre ratepayers" be ornitted with a 
view of inHerting the word "ratepayer." 

"\mendment agreed to. 
1\Ir. DONALDSOK said he objected to the 

<listances set down in the clalme. In a muni
cipality it was only right that persons in the 
immedinte neighbonrhood of an hotel should 
have the rig-ht to object. It was unfair that 
people living half-a-mile from '" hotel should 
have the right of objecting to a liccnt:;C being 
granted, while people in the immediate neig-h
Lourhood might haYe no objection to its being 
granted. Half-a-mile was too great a distance in 
the ca'e of a municipality. He objected to the 
Llistance mentioned with respect to the country 
<listricts on the ground that it was not far enough. 
It was quite possible that in the country a public
house might be situated five or six miles from 
any residence, and yet there might be great 
objection to a Iicen«e being gmnted for it. He 

thought there was serious objection to the clause 
in that respect. In one case, people too far 
away were allowed to object, and in the other, 
)Jersons within a reasonable distance would be 
prevented from objecting. 

The PREMIER said some rule must be laid 
down, and any rule laid clown must be an arbi
trarv one. 'l'he hon. member considered half-a
mile too far away. 

Ml'. DONALDSON : In a municipality. 
The PitEMIER : Take the case of Mary

Lorough-half-a-mile would not beat allfH,rthere. 
But here again it was a mile from where he liver!, 
for instance, to the nearest public-house; and if 
anyone wished to put a public-house between it 
would he considered very unreasonaLle at the 
present time. Other municipalities were much 
more scattered th'w that. He did not think half
a-mile too far at all. 

Mr. DONALDSON : With regard to country 
districts? 

The PnE~IIEE said that in the case of 
country districts it might be neces:,ary at times 
to increase the distance beyond three mile,;. 

Mr. DONALDSON said his objection was 
that three miles was not sufficient in the country. 
There might not be anyone living within three 
miles from the place where it was proposed to 
erect a public-house, but at the same time it 
might be thought very undesirable that a public
house should be erected in that place, and, 
accol'ding to the clause, any person who lived 
more than three miles away would not have the 
right to object. He thought the distance should 
Le increased in the case of the country. It might 
very well be extended to ten miles in the country 
districts. 

:Ur. P ALMEH asked if the Colonial Secre
tary would inform them if the lessee of a run 
had the right to object to any licensee erecting a 
public-honse on any part of his country? 

The PICBMIEH : Yes. 
l\Ir. PALl\IER asked whether he could object 

and carl'y his oLjection out Ly prohibiting the 
Luilding of a public-house on any part of his 
run? 

The PllE~IIElt said he unde1·,;tood the hon. 
gentleman to ask whether a lessee could prevent 
:1 publican from putting- a house on his leased 
land. Of course he could. As to the distance 
within which a person had the right to object to 
the granting of a license, it of course might be 
arLitrary, and it would probably be better to 
have it five miles in the country districts than 
three. 

Mr. DONALDSON: Make it ten. 
'l'he PHEMIER said he did not think they 

should allow any nnre:tsonable objection to be 
made. It might Le very unreasomtble for a person 
to lodge an objection to the granting of a, licen:-;e 
to a public-hmme which was ten miles Mvay from 
where he lived. 

The Hox. J. M. MACROSSAN: Why 
should not anyLody object? 

The HoN. Sm T. MciLWRAITH: Why 
put in any distance at all? 

The PHKMlER said some distance must be 
mentioned ; because it would not do to allow a 
mere stranger to lodge an objection. If some
thing of the kind were not inserted, a person 
who was not interested in the matter at all might 
lodge an objection. It was only persons who 
were interested in the granting of a license who 
should have the right to object. 

The Hox. Sm T. MciLWEAITH said he did 
not see why there should be >eny limit ~tt all. He 
knew a case where there was no one within fifty 
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miles of a publican. Under that provisiOn 
nobody could object to the granting of a license 
to that pulJlican. 

The PR E}IIIER said that in a case like that the 
local authority or inspector could object, and he 
had no doubt that the licensing justices would do 
their duty, whether there was any objection or 
not; but surely there was somebody who was a 
ratepayer within the prescribed distance who 
could object. 

Mr. GRL\:IES asked if the distance was to Le 
measured by the ordinary road? 

The PRElVIIER : Yes. 

:Mr. GRIMES said that it would be much 
better to provide that the distance should be 
within a radius of half-a-mile or five miles, as the 
case might be, because a person reRiding within 
a very short distance of a public-house might 
live on a back allotment within a radius of half-a
mile, but not within half-a-mile by the ordinary 
road. 

The PRE:YIIER said the reason the measure
ment was by the roa<l ordinarily travelled was 
because it was difficult to prove the radius. The 
Acts Shortening .. Act pa.ssed smne years ago pro
vided that distance in an Act of Parliament 
should be taken to mean by the road ordinarily 
used in travelling. As to the three miles, he 
had no objection to make it five miles. That 
clause he ren1en1bered '"''as very nnlCh discu""sed 
on a. previous occasion, when three rrtileR was 
accepted as a sort of compromise by the Com
mittee. But he thought five would be bett~r, 
and n1oved that the vvord "three" in subsection 
(I!) be omitted, with the view of inserting the 
\Vord "five." 

Amendment put and passed. 

The PREMIER said he thought the next 
paragraph should be left out, as the preceding 
subsection covered the whole case. He moved 
that subsection (e) be omitted. 

Amendment agreed to; and clause, as amended, 
put and passed. 

On clause 41, as follows :-
"Any one or more of the following objections may 

be taken to the grnnting of a licensed victualler's or 
wine-seller's license, that i& to say :-

(1) ThfLt the applicant is a person of drnnken or 
dissolute habits or immoral character, or is 
otherwise unfit to hold a license ; 

(2) 'rhat a license held by him has, within twelYe 
months preceding the time when the application 
is made, been forfeited or cancelled; 

!3) That pn"mises held by him under a licen8ed 
victualler's or wine- seller's or publican's 
license have been the resort of prostitutes. or of 
persons under the surveillance of the police; 

(4) That the applicant has been convicted of an 
offence against this Act or any of the said 
repealed Acts within twelve months preceding 
the time 'vhcn the application is made; 

(5) rrhat the rea,sonable re<p1iremcnts of the neigh
bourhood do not justif) the granting of the 
license applied for; 

(6) That the premise!~~ in respect of which the license 
is applied for are in the immediate vicinity of a 
place of public worship. hospitaL or school; 

17) That the conditions prescribed by this Act or 
any of thern have not been complied with by 
the applicant either personally or with regard 
to the premises in respect of which the license 
is applied for." 

Mr. NORTON said he thought the time men
tioned in subsection 4 should be extended. At 
present it provicled that an objection might be 
made to the granting of a license to a person who 
had been convicted of any offence against the 
Act or any of the repealed Acts within twelve 
months preceding the time when the application 
was made. It might happen in some cases that 
the offence was a very serious one, and he there-

fore thought it was desirable that the time within 
which the objection could be made ohoulcl be 
extended. 

The PRE;'.IIJ~n said it was harcl to lay down 
a line, because the offences under the Act 
differed so much. The 1st subsection-" that the 
applicant is a ]Jerson of drunken or dissolute 
habits or immoral character, or is otherwise 
unfit to hold a license "-would apply to a man 
who had been convicted of a serious offence some 
time before. But perhaps they might extend the 
time to two years ; and he would move that the 
words " twelve 1nnnths " be on1itted \vith a view 
of in~erting· the words '' two year''·" 

J)[r. CHFBB asked whether the ob.iection in 
snbsection 2 was limited to publicans' licenses or 
applied to wine-sellers' licenses also? 

The JORKII:IIF.R s:tid it applied to both cases, 
and he thought it was a, good thing to refuse 
licenses on the g-round of wisconclnct. 

Mr. S:YIYTH sctid he thought it was almo.st a 
mistake to alter the time in subsection 4. There 
was a provision in the fifth Jl<l.rt of the Bill in 
reference to selling liquor withont a license. lf 
the tinlB were not extended snn1e persons who 
sold lir1uor without v, liccn'e might be induce<! 
to take out a license; but if the time was fixe!l 
at two yectro it was quite ]JOssihle that liquor 
wonld he sold by unlicensed 1 •ersons, and they 
all knew that that meant "elling the grefttest 
rubbish tbey could possibly get. Re thought 
it wonld he a n1i..;;take to increat--c the thne ; it 
would be better t,, reduce it to six months. 

The PIU~:YIIER said he wrcs inclined to think 
it would he better to leave th,, clause as it £tood. 

Amendment withdrawn. 
The Hox. ,J. M. MACROSSAN said it would 

be >ts well to accept the amendment of the hon. 
member for Gympie, and make the time six 
months. 

The PREMIER : No. 
Clause put >tnd passerl. 
On clause 42, as follows :-
" Any one or more of the following objections may 

be taken to the renmval of a licensed victualler's or 
wine-seller·~ license, that i::; to say:~ 

The first, second, third, fourth, flfth, and seventh 
in the list in the last preceding section." 

Mr. NORTON asked why the sixth was not 
to apply? 

The PREMIER said the question had been 
Yery n1uch discussed on a previous occasion, 
when it w>ts pointed out that the place of public 
worship, hospital, nr school might have been 
erected after the public-house was licensed. It 
seemed, on the whole, fairer to leave it as it stood. 

Clause put and passed. 
Clauses 43 to 4G passed as pr·inted. 

Clause 47, as follows:-
" Xo objector shall be heard against an application 

for a lirensed vietualler·s or wine-seller's license, or for 
the renmva.l or transfer or removal of a licensed 
victualler's or wlue-sellcr's license, unless notice of 
snch objef~tion has been given to the clerk of petty 
sessions and to the applicant at least seven elear days 
before the time appointed for the hearing of the a,ppli
cation to which snch notice applies. 

" Provided that no licensing authority shall be pre
cluded from_ entertaining any objection which may 
arise during the hearing of an application, but the 
applicant shall then be entitled to an adjournment for 
such time, not les~ than three days, as the licensing 
authority thinks fit." 

-wa.-; verbally amended on the motion of the 
PREMIER 

1\Ir. CHUBB moved the substitution of 
"seven" for "three" in the last paragraph. A 
person was to be allowed seven clays' notice of 
an objection; but if an objection were sprung 
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upon him during the hearing there was a 
minimum of three days. He might re'luire just 
as much time to ans\ver an objection sprung 
upon him as one made with deliberation. 

The PRKMIER said it tuight be very incon
venient to the applicant him><elf to be cmn
pelled to take an adjournment of seven cbys. 

.... ~mendment negatived; ::tncl claw.;e, rtl4atnended, 
pnt and passecl. 

Clause 48-" Grounds of rcfu;;al tu he stated 
publicly"-passed as printed. 

On clause 49, as follows :-
,, 1Yhen a,n avplication is rcfw:.md on the seventh ~round 

of objection specified in the aforesaid list of ol)jections. 
the applicant may appeal to tlF'< nearest (listl"ici court 
upon giYinp; 110t.ice fortlndth to the licensing antl10ri.t~·, 
and the inspector, and the objector/if anyl. of his inten
tion so to do. Sueh ap}ltal shall be heard at the next 
practicable sitting of the court. nnd the court s;hall 
ha Ye power. if the objection is disproYecl (the bnr<len 
wherevf shall be on the appellant'. to grant n ecrtiti~ 
rate, which t--hall be of the same efft~ct a:::: if it had been 
grnnted h~T the licensing authority." 

Mr. GRil\IES said the clause only gave an 
applicant the right of appeal. vVhy should not 
the same right be granted also to the olojectors 
if they thonght they had not heen dealt fairly by 1 
If the right of appeal was given to one party it 
ought also to be given to the other. 

:\Ir. SMYTH said the man whose license had 
been refm<ed would have suffered more than the 
parties objecting to the granting of a license. 
The refusal might cost him thou,,ands of poumls, 
whereas the objectors could in no case lose 
anything. 

The PREMIER said the appeal was only in 
reS]JCct uf 'luestions of law, not of matters of 
fact. It was not intended by the Bill that there 
should be any appeal as to matters of fact, 
such as the character of the applicant or the 
'luality of his house. That would be very incon
venient indeed. But when the justices decided 
againRt an a1 1plicant on son1e technica.l1natter an 
appeal was given. That was the only kind of 
appeal proposed to be given. 

Clause put and passed. 

Clause 50- "Renewal of application when 
primarily refused "-was passed, with an amend
ment, proposed by Mr. NORTOK, making the 
term twelve months instead of six months, as 
printed, during which it shall not be competent 
for any person whose application for a license, 
or for the renewal or transfer of a license, has 
been refused on the ground of his personal 
unfitness, misconduct, or incapacity, to renew 
such application. 

Clauses 51 and 52 passed as printed. 
On clause 53, as follows :-
" 'l'he fee;.. payable for licenses for a year shall be-

For a licensed victualler's license, or renewal of a 
licensefl victualler's license, in respect of pre
mises situated within a town or1nnnicipnlity, or 
within a distance of five miles from the boun~ 
daries thereof, thirty pounds; 

For a licensed victualler's license, or renewal of a 
licensed victualler's license,in respect ofpremises 
sitnated at a distance of 1nore than five miles 
fro!:! the boundaries of a town or municipality, 
fifteen pounds ; 

For a second bar or counter, over which liquor is 
sold under a licensed victualler's license, ten 
pounds; 

111or a wine~seller's license, or renewal of a wine
seller's license, five pounds; 

For n packet license or renewal of a packet license, 
five pounds; 

For a billiard license or renevml of a. billiard license, 
ten pounds for each table; 

For n bagatelle licen~e or renewal of a bagatelle 
license, five pounds for each table; 

For a temporary licensed victualler's or wine-seller's 
license for a special district, fifteen pounds; 

For any temporary billiard license for a special dis
trict, five pounds for each table; 

For an~· tempm·ary bagatelle license for a special 
distriet, two ponnds for each table. 

"·when any license, othm· than a temporary license for 
a speeial <listrict., is i~."ned for a less pel'iod than one 
year, a Jn·oportionate amonnt only of the yearly licons:e 
fee chargeable on the particular kind of license granted 
shall be payable by the li<~ensce." 

The PREMIEH, said he proposed to incr~ase 
the fee for a wine-seller's license after the 
amendment in the clause relating to them, and 
he moved that the word "five" be omitted, 
with the view of inserting the word " ten." 

Amendment put and agreed to. 

J\Ir. BL_\.CK said lw would point out that 
whereas temporary licenses were only half the 
amount of the full license in the case of licensed 
victuallers and keepers of billiard and bagatelle 
tahleR, a ten1porm·y wine license \VU.S £1!J as 
ag>>inst £10 for a permanent license. \Vhy not 
make the temporary wino license one-half of the 
permanent license, or £:) instead of £Ui ? He 
saw no reason why it should be actually mon:_ 

'The PRE:\IIER said thP temporary licenses 
only related to special districts, and only lasted 
for six months. Fnder the circnmstanctes, he 
did. not think the licem;es shonlrl be any cheaper, 
as there would not be much difference between a 
shanty where wine wa,; sold and a shanty where 
brandy was sold, and the same license fee was 
desirable. \Vith regard to packet licenses, that 
was a very difficult mat.ter to 1·egulate. In some 
case.-; £5 was quite enough, and in others a great 
dehl too little. At the same time, it was difficult 
to fix upon a proper sliding smtle. 

Mr. MAUF ARLANE said he had a word to 
say reg-arding packet licenses, which were fixed 
at £5. vVine-sellers had to pay £10, and surely 
packet licenKes ought to be a,s Jnuch, or even 
more. The wine-seller could only sell one kind 
of liquor, whilst the packet Iic<mse covered all 
kinds, from the softest to the hardest that were 
drunk. Therefore, he thought that to increase 
the latter to £10 or £15 would be no great hard
ship. The amount could be regulated by tonnage 
or some other system ; but certainly £5 was too 
little for a packet license. He would propose 
that the amount be increased by ,£5. 

'l'he PREMIER said he had tried to see his 
way to adjust the matter many times ; but there 
were always diffculties in the way of making 
any rule. He was disposed to suggest that it 
should be £5 for every 100 tons of the registered 
tonnage of the vessel, and not to exceed £20 as 
a 1naximurn. 

Mr. NOR TON: Is not a vessel registered to 
carry a particular number of passengers? 

The PHEMIER said all steamers were regis
tered to carry a certain number of passengers, 
but it would be very hard to decide by that. 
Take the case of a small steamer like the 
"President ": she probably carried 150 passen
gers, which was more than many sea-going 
vessels carried. Tonnage seemed to be the best 
guide. Very few vessels trading here were over 
500 tons registered tonnage. If any hon. gentle
men could suggest a better way of doing it he 
should be glad to hear it. 

Mr. SHERIDAK said there were two kinds of 
vessels licensed by the Marine Board-sea-going 
vessels and vessels trading within the port. He 
thought it would be fair and reasonable to charge 
the small boats, such as those trading to South
port, Redcliffe, and Humpy Bong, the smaller 
license of £:1, and make sea-g-oing vessels that 
traded on the coast and outside the colony pay a 
higher license. 

The PREMIER said that would be scarcely 
fair, because sea-going vessels varied very much. 
The " Culgoa " and the " Kalara " were sea
going vessels, hut they did not carry many 
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passengers, while the steamers running inside the 
port carried large numbers. If they arlopted 
a diffe.rential rate it should be according to 
tonnage. 

:i\lr. BEATTIE said he hoped there would be 
no differential license fees charged upon those 
vesseb. Sea-going vesdels were not a1 w~tys full 
of ]mH.sengers, and if they were going to chaxgc 
,.g20 fnr a ves:;;el supplying her passengers \Vith 
refreshn1ent~ dnring a voyage it \vould be a very 
heavy tax. There was no analogy between th,ct 
!:Lncl a license on shore, where trade waH so rnuch 
grmter. It seemed to him th[tt l:il would meet 
all the expenses the Government were put to so 
far as packet licenses were concerned; and if they 
increu .. t-Jed the license upon ~mall veRsels running 
in :Yioreton Bay the result would probably be 
that they would not take out licenses at all, 
because it would not pay them. 

'rhe PREMIER : No harm. 

Mr. BEATTIE: It might be no harm; hut 
although those vessels might not go very heavily 
into the s"Je of spirits there were a good many 
people who drank what was called "wft stuff," 
and they generally supplied their pa:3sengerR 
with that. He thought it w<>uld be a mistake 
to increase the license for sea-going vesselR fron1 
£:) to £20-m:tking the maximum £20. He rliu 
not see any justificatim1 for such a license in the 
case of vessels that traded between Brisbane, 
ll.ockhatnpton, Townsville, and Cnoktown. Beeing 
that vessels that traded south had to pay a 
license there as well he thought the amount 
propo,cd was a very fair tax upon them. It 
was very well known that at the present time, 
and for many years past, there had not been 
such an immense lot of profit made from th~ 
working of those ve-;sels, and they could not 
afford to pay a license at every port they went 
to. Smne tin1e ago, in order to enc<.lUrage traderR 
on the Queensland coast, it was thought desirable 
to do away with light clues and other port 
charges on those vessels; hut, now, on the other 
hand, they were going to charge excessive packet 
licenses, which would he a great tax upon them. 
Take, for instance, the A.S.N. Company. They 
had perhaps ten or twelve boats running on 
our coast, and if they were to be mulcted in the 
heavy license fee suggegted it would run into 
something like £250 a year, in addition to which 
they had to pay a packet license in New South 
\Vales. He thought £5 a year was a very bir 
license to charge those vessels. 

Mr. FOOTE said £5 was too small for 
vessels trading on the Queensland coast ; £10 
would be a more reasonable sum. £5 would no 
doubt be sufficient for small boats that did not go 
out to sea. ·with regard to vessels that went 
south, he had noticed, whenever he went 
there, that they did a very good trade, and 
charged very good prices, and he thought 
thev could well afford to pay a higher license 
fee" than was set down in the clause. The 
hon. member for ]'ortitude V alley had st>tted 
that they had to pay a license in New South 
\V ales as well, and he would like to know 
what that license was. He believed it was some
thing more than £5. He thought £10 was a very 
reasonable license, and one that no person could 
complain of. He therefore moved that the word 
"five" be omitted with the view of inserting 
''ten.'' 

The PREMIER said if a change was to be 
made he thought it would be better to have a 
differential duty, and if £5 for every 100 tons 
was considered too much they could make it £fi 
for every 200 tons. That would be £10 for every 
ship over 200 tons register, £15 for over 400 
tons, and £20 for over 600 tons. 

Mr. RHERIDAN said that the maximum 
of £10 for Hea-going vesselR and £:5 for every vessel 
trading within the port would, he thought, he 
quite sufficient. That would meet the case in 
every ,,·ay. 

Mr. DOXALDSON said it must he borne in 
mind that small vessels tr·acliug about our ports 
lta<l to pay duty upon the spirits they sold, hut 
vessels coming frmn 8ydney or other colonial 
ports had to p>ey no duty at all, con"'quently 
they could afford to pay much higher licenses 
than they did at the prexent time. He thought 
the proposal of a maximum of £20 was a reason
able one. 

The Hox. Sm T. l\IciL\VRAITH said he 
believed in the sngg-e;;tion made by the 
Premier relative to differential fees, for £5 as a 
general fee \Vas too sn1all. There \vas, ho\vevel'. 
another fjuestion referred to by the hon. member 
for \V arrego which shoul<l be cleared up. He 
understood that all the sea-~oing ve"\<sels which 
had their termimm at Brisbane had to pay duty 
on the wines and ,;pirits solei on board of them, 
whilst vessels which went on to Sydney got their 
spirits in bond either in Sydney or here; and 
although the liquor was consumed on hon,rrl of 
them as they stemned along the coast no duty 
'1\·as paid on it whatever. The G·overnnl8nt n1ight 
inquire into that fJUestion outside the license fee 
altogether. \Vhy Rhoulcl they tax their own coasters 
for the liquor conwmed on hoard of them whilst 
other sea-going Yessel~, silnply bl:>:C,tJURe they 
went farther south than Queensland, were 
allowed to ha,·e the whole of the profit deriv
able from the lir1uor consumed on them? He 
was surprised when he heard the Premier state 
the position of the law at the vresent time, and 
to learn that whilst all the spirits consumed on 
a passa,ge between Brisbane and "' foreign port 
such as Sydney, were of course duty-free, (lueens
land coasting vessels had to r,ay duty on all 
liquor consumed on them. That was certainly a 
point which ought to be cleared up before going 
any further in fixing the license fees. 

:Mr. P ALl\IER sa,icl there was not the slightest 
doubt that a general packet license fee of £5 
would not press etjually npon all steamers trading 
on the (lueensland coast, whether they were 
intercolonial or not. The differences in the 
stearners, in the nurnber of passengers they could 
carry and in their tonnage, all suggested that 
some differential fees should he levied. Refer
ring to the Licensing Act of :01" ew South ·wales, 
he found that it provided that the packet license 
charges should he aH follows :-Class 1, passenger 
ve,sels of or above 1,000 tons registered tonnage, 
£15 ; cl8 ss 2, passenger vessels of less than 1, 000 
tcms and more than 250 tons registered tonnage, 
£10; and class 3, passenger vessels of less than 
250 tons registered tonnage, £3. It would he 
thus seen that the principle of differential fees 
was recognised in th~ neighbouring colony, and 
that the packet licenses there were in proportion 
to the passenger accommodation or the likelihood 
of pa,ssenger accommodation in the steamers 
trading in the colony. He thought the same 
thing could be very well carried out here. 

The PHEMIER said he had already men· 
tioned that the Government of New South 
Wales had lately called their attention to the 
unfairness of the present law, which enabled 
certain vessels to sell liquor without the payment 
of customs duty, and that an alteration of the 
law had been suggested. But, apart from that 
altogether, he thought that differential license 
fees might be fairly charged, and that probably 
the best way to deal with the matter would he, 
by adding, at the end of the 15th line, the 
words-" for every two hundred tons, or part of 
two hundred tons, of the registered tonnage of 
the Yessel, but not exceeding twenty pounds." 
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Mr. FOOTE, with the leave of the Committee, 
withdrew his amendment. 

Question - That the words proposed to be 
added be so added-put. 

l\lr. NOR TON said that if they made differen
tial license fees for packets, he saw no reason 
why they should not lmve differential fees for 
hotels. It appeared to him that if they did so 
in the one co,sethey should do so in the other. If 
packets were charged for the accommodation they 
contained, so also should hotels. 

The PREMIER : The time for that has not 
yet arrived. 

Mr. NORTON said he did not see why the 
time had not arrived for it iu Queensland. It 
was done in ·victoria. 

Amendment put and passed. 

Mr. BLACK said he wishml to draw Cbttention 
to the proposed increase on temporary wine
sellers' license fees. It seemed to him that it was 
very unfair to fix that fee so very high as £1G. 
l\Ioreover it was only for six months, and there
fore at the rate of £;iO a year. '\Vhen an ordinary 
wine-seller's license in mw district was only £10 
for a whole year, why· should a wine-seller's 
license for a speci:tl district be at the rate of £30 ? 
He had understood that one object of the Dill 
\vas to encoura6·e the consumption of liquors 
which were tts little intoxicating as possible. 
There ought to be an inducement to wine-sellers 
to sell their wines in preference to spirituous 
liquors. And yet they were actually imposing a 
fee of £30 a year for a wine-seller's license in a 
special district. That impost was sufficient to 
debar anyone from attempting to take out a 
wine-seller's license for a special district. 

The PREMIER said he did not know that it 
would make much difference if no licenses were 
aken out. He did not think that many tem

porary licenses would he taken out. If men 
wished to take out temporary wine licenses he 
did not see why they should not do so, but he 
did not think it was desirable to make any 
difference in the fee. The license would be 
purely a temporary one, and he did not think 
the proposed fee too high. 

The HoN. Sm T. MciL WRAITH asked 
what remedy the Premier proposed for the 
difficulty into which they were placed just now, 
-namely, that all vessels coming from the other 
colonies and doing a local trade on our coast 
obtained their spirits and wines duty-free, whilst 
our own coasters had to pay duty ? He did not 
understand the difficulty in the law, and in fact 
he did not know until that night that such a 
state of things existed. It certainly ought to be 
wiped away, because there was no reason what
ever for it. 

The PREMIER said he had pointed out while 
the hon. member was out of the Chamber that 
the only remedy to be found was by altering the 
Customs Act. The regulation existed under that 
Act. 

Mr. BEATTIE said it used to be the case 
that vessels arriving here from Sydney or other 
southern ports had their dutiable goods sealed up 
when they arrived here; that was, they were 
permitted to use spirits and other dutiable goods 
bought in Sydney until they came to the end of 
their voyage in Brisbane ; but in passing the 
Customs Act the system had been altered. 

Clause, as amended, put and passed. 

On clause 54, as follows:-
"If an aplJlicant for a licensed victualler's or wine

seller's license dies after gi-ving notice of application 
for the license, and before the day appointed for the 
hearing thereof, the licensing authority may hear such 

application on behalf of his widow, and grant to her n 
certificate for a license, in like manner as if she had 
been the original applirant. 

"In such case it shall be stated on the face of the 
cP.rt.ittcate that it was ~~o granted in consequence of 
such death." 

Mr. NOR TON said he would like to ask if the 
pre"ent licenses terminated at the end of the 
year? 

The PRKVIH;R: In June. 
Mr. NOHTO?\ asked how the present licenses 

would be affected by the new Act? The Act was 
to come into force on the 1st of .J an nary, but the 
present licenses ought to run on until the termina
tion. 

The PRRiviiER said clause 3 provided that 
existing rights in the lapse of licenses were not 
to be affected by the new Act. 

Clause put ami passed. 
Clauses G3 and 36 passed as printed. 

On clause -~7, as follows:-
" In the event of tl-.Lf' marriage of any female licensee 

the license held by her shall confer upon her husband 
the same pririlr-~es, nn<l shall impose upon him the same 
dnties, oblig-ation~, and liabilities, as if such license lmd 
been gnlllt£ ~~ to him originally, unles" he is disqnalitied 
from holding a license under this .Act or unh ~s he, 
withh1 thirty days after the celebration of the marriage, 
1Jy \Yritir.g under his hand, atlclrei;,"ed to the licensing 
antlwrit~' of the di.;.:.triet wherein tile licensed premises 
are sitnatcd, disclaims the transmn .... ion herein provided 
for : and. in either of :m eh ca:;es the liceuse shall become 
nnd' be void." 

:Yir. KORTO~ said he understood the Premier 
to S'"J the other night that the Bill would not 
prevent a married woman holding a license, but 
the clause seemed to indicate that when a woman 
held a license and when she married the license 
went to her husband. If that was the case how 
could a married woman hold a license ? 

The PRKiHIEH: This clause does not touch 
the subject at all. 

Mr. NORTON said it did, because it said that 
no married woman could hold a license. 

The PREMIER said the clause only provided 
for the case that when a single woman or a 
widow held a license and got married certain 
coneeqnences would follow. The Act was silent 
regarding married 'von1en holding licenses, and 
he thought it just as well to leave it silent. 

Obuse put and passed. 
Clause 58 passed as printed. 
On clause 59, as follows:-
" rrhe Colonial rrrcasurer shall, during the month of 

January in each year, cause to be published in the 
Ga::Pfte a list of all licenses issued under this Act 
during the preceding twelve months, specifying the 
nature of the licenses, the names of the licensees, and 
the desi~nation and locallties of the premises licensed in 
each district or special district. 

" And t.lw Regi~trar-Genernl or other person charged 
with compiling the statistics of the colony shall take 
notice of such list in the statistical returnforeachyear, 
as to the number and description of licenses granted in 
each district throng bout the year." 

Mr. DONALDSON asked how the different 
police districts would know whether a man had 
paid his license or not ? In New South '\V ales he 
had heard of a man keeping open a public-house 
for three years, and it was not discovered that 
he had no license until he tried to transfer his 
interest. 

'l'he PRE~IIER said the Gazette was sent to 
every police office in the colony. 

Clause put and passed. 
On clause 60, as follows :-
'~ ::Vot.hing in this Act shall, unless expressly herein 

otherwise declared, apply to any lJerson who-
ill) Sells any spirituous or distilled perfume bonti fide 

as perfumery; or 
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(b) Sells \vine, cider, or perry, made hy him frmn 
grapes, apples, pears, or other fruit, the growth 
of the colony, and not to be drunk on the 
premises : or 

(e) Sells liquor in a refreshment-room at the Houses 
of Parliament by the permission or under the 
control of Parliament; or 

lfl! Sells liquor in any military ('.tntecn lawfully 
established; or 

(e) Sells liquor in any premises Uon(i .fhle occupied 
as a club; provided tha.t such licluor is .so sold 
only to member.':~ of ~nch club and their 
guests; or 

i/1 Being an apothecary, ehcmist, or Urnggist, 
administers or sells any ~pirit.s as medtcine, or 
for medicinal or ehemical purposes; or 

!g) Being a licensed breH er. or dh:;tillcr, or whole
sale dealer in wine, spirit~. or beer. import~ 
liquor and sell~ the same before it is landed, 
or 'vhilo it is under the t~ontrol of the Cus
toms; or 

(/1) Boi11g- duly registered ns a spil·it merchant 
disposes of liquor in qnant.itics of not le~~ than 
two gallons, and not delivered in quantities of 
less than two gallonH at one time; or 

(iJ Being a licmu;cd auetioneer sells liquor by 
anetion in tfnantitics of uot less tllau two 
g·allons at OlW time on behalf of some person 
who it-! himself authorised to sell the same 
liquor; m· 

UJ Being a lic.-,nsed auctioneer sells by auction by 
order of the trustee of the property of an 
in~ol\Tent person, or of a llt'rson whos0 affairs 
a.re liquidated by al'rangcmcnt. llqnid forming 
part of the pro pert.\' of such person or ::-;ells h}· 
auction, bv orUcr of the Curator of Intestate 
Estates, licjnor forming part of the prot·el'ty of 
an estate in course of administration by the 
Cunttor." 

:Mr. -:yrACF ARLANE Raid the clause provided 
for military canteens; but there were no soldiers 
in the colony, and he thought the volunteers 
would be far better without canteens, which 
would come into competition with the public
houses. He intended to stand up for the public
houses on thttt question. They had to pay a large 
license fee; and even· if canteens were required 
in the old country, they were not required in the 
colony. He moved that paragraph (d) be omitted. 

The PREMIER said the object of the provi
sion was, where there were 1uilitary barracks, 
as there was now here, to remove from the men 
the temptation of going to public-houses, and it 
was a provision which had alwaye been found 
desirable in such places. The canteen was an 
institution under the direct control of the Gov
ernment, and it would be absurd to provide that 
a license fee should be paid by the Government 
to the Government. 

Mr. :MACFAHLANJ<~ said that where there 
was a canteen temptation was brought to the 
men ; but where there was no canteen they had 
to go outside and look for temptation. On that 
ground the paragraph ought to be omitted. 

Mr. BAILEY said there was a canteen in 
every military barracks in England. 

Mr. MACFARLANE: No. 
Mr. BAILEY said there was always a canteen 

for the use of the soldiers, to prevent them from 
going about the public-houses, and, more than 
that, to provide them with g-ood liquor, because 
the canteen was under the direct supervision of 
the authorities. The pro,·ision was one of the 
best in the Bill. 

Mr. PAL!\IER said that paragraph (u), rela
ting· to the sale of wine, cider, or perry, might be 
omitted, in view of the fact that the same words 
were omitted further back in the Bill. Another 
reason for the omission of the paragraph was the 
large quantity of fruit imported into the colony. 

The PREMIER said he did n®t know that it 
was desirable that people should be allowed to 
go into the busineAs of cider-making without 
paying a license. Cider could be made from 
apples imported into the colony, but people 
could not make wine from grapes unless they 
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were grown in the colony. The clause related 
to agriculturists who made liquor from their own 
fruit grown in the colony. 

J\Ir. ~ORTOX said he did not see why mead 
should not be included. There was a great deal 
0f honey produced in the colony. 

Mr. GRDIES said he understood that in a 
former part of the Bill provision was made for 
'vine-sellen:;' licen~e.s, but now he saw they were 
to be excepted. 

The PitE:YUER : The wine is not to be drunk 
on the premises. 

Mr. GRD1ES said the clause would open the 
door to a good deal of abuse. There were 
numbers of snmll growers in the colony who 
manag-e<! to sell about twenty times as much wine 
as they made. There were wine-growers within 
ten rniles of Brisbane owning areas of grapes to 
the extent of one quarter of an acre, from which 
sufficient wine W<'·S supposed to be made to 
supply fifty customers every day during the 
whole year. 

Mr. ALAXD : On Sunday too ? 
Mr. GRDfES said the number of customers 

was double on Sunday. He thought the clause 
requirl'u amendment, and would suggest that 
the wine should not be sold in less quantities 
than two gallons at a time. No respectable 
wine-grower would object to that. If the 
clause was not amended it would be abused by 
small wine-growers in the neighbourhood of 
towns, who got up amusements to induce people 
to go out to the country on Sundays, and sold 
the supposed product o£ a quarter of an acre of 
grapes. And it was to be remembered that there 
wa:-; no control over tf10se wine-growers, so that 
it woulrl be very easy for them to have a bowl
ing· alley near the house, and sell the wine to be 
drnnk just outside the premises. 

The PREMIER said that, as far as selling 
liquor on Sunday was concerned, the 75th clause 
would be made to apply to the maker% of wine. 
As to the other point raised by the hon. member, 
he doubted whether it was worth while to make 
any provision as to the quantity sold, as long as 
it was taken away. 

l\Ir. FOOTE said he was afraid the clause 
would be liable to abuse. They had already 
passed a clause stating that wine-growers should 
be licensed, and now it was proposed to make an 
exception in the case of persons selling wine, 
cider, or perry, made by themselves and drunk on 
the prembes. A person might stand a yard 
away from the premises and be supplied. A 
man might stand outside a fence and be served 
over it, and he could not be said to be on the 
premises in such a case. He did not think that 
personsmakingci<ler, perry, andotherdrinksft-om 
fruits should not be allowed to do so, whether 
they were drunk on the premises or not, because 
there was not a large amount of alcohol in them. 
He moved that the word "wine," in the 1st 
line of the clause, be omitted. He intended also 
to move the omission of the word "grapes" at 
the end of the 1st line. That, he thought, would 
meet the case. 

The CHAIRMAN : I will point out to the 
hon. member that 1\Ir. l\ladarlane's amendment 
subsequent to that is before the Committee. 

l\Ir. MACFARLANE: With the permission 
of the Committee, I will withdraw my amend
ment until this is disposed of. 

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Mr. FOOJ'J;; moved the omission of the word 

"wine" in the bt line of subsection (b). 
The PREMIER said he h!td intended to deal 

with th::tt in clauses 105 and lOG, referring to the 
sale of colonial wine, 
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Mr. NORTON said that if the hon. member's 
amendment was carried they might as well 
strike out the whole of the subsection, as there 
was no cider or perry made in the colony. 

HONOURABLE MEMBERS : Yes, there is. 
Mr. :FOOTE : There is pine-apple wine and 

cider made. 
Amendment agreed to. 
Mr. FOOTE moved the omiosion of the word 

"grapes " in the 1st line of the subsection. 
Amendment agreed to. 
Mr. LUMLEY HILL said he might as well 

bring subsection (c) before the Committee, and 
let them say whether it would not be desirable to 
eliminate that subsection~ 

"Sells lilfUOr in a refreshment-room at the IIons;es of 
Parliament, by the permission or under the control of 
Parliament." 
He did not see why they should not begin ::tt 
home and eliminate that. He merely wiehed to 
take the opinion of the Committee upon it. He 
could not say he was strongly in favour of its 
being omitted himself, but he would like to learn 
how hon. members felt upon it. 

The PREMIER said he hoped the hon. me:m
ber would not raise any question about that. 
He did not suppose the hon. member seriously 
desired to do so ; ::tnd as they had still so much 
very serious work to do in connection with the 
Bill, he hoped no question would be raised about 
that. 

Mr. MACFARLANE moved that subsection 
(d) be omitted. As to the remarks made by the 
hon. member for Cook about the omission of the 
previous subsection, he thought the Committee 
was doing very well indeed, and he should scarcely 
have the confidence to move such an amendment 
as that, nor did he think he would be able to 
carry it. The amendments he introduced into 
the Bill were because he thought they would 
have a beneficial effect, and he thought it would 
be beneficial that their volunteers or soldiers 
should not have a canteen provided in their 
midst. 

The PREMIER said he hoped, for the reasons 
given, that the subsection would be retained. It 
was entirely in the interests of sobriety that it 
should be retained. They could not alter human 
nature; they could not insist that all men should 
be teetotallers ; and it was far better that they 
should be kept within bounds and not be allowed 
to go to public-houses, for that was where all the 
trouble arose. It was far better that a canteen 
should be provided, because the Government 
would have the whole thing under their control. 

Mr. DONALDSON asked if he was to under
stand that the sale of the liquor in the canteen 
was entirely under the control of the Govern
ment? 

The PREMIER : Yes ; entirely under the 
control of the Government. 

Mr. DONALDSON said he understood that 
the person retailing it made a living ut,on it. 

HONOURABLE MEllfBERS : Yes. 
Mr. DONALDSON said if that was the case 

it would be to the interest of the keeper of the 
canteen to sell as much liquor as he cou!rl, and 
that being so they would only be putting 
temptation in the way of the men. He was at 
first inclined to vote against the amendment of 
the hon. member for Ipswich, but, with the 
understanding that the more liquor that was 
sold the greater the profit to the canteen-keeper, 
he thought it was desirable that the canteen 
should be clone away with. 

Mr. SHERIDAN said he was greatly sur
prised to find that a good-natured gentleman 
like the hon. member for Ipswich should pass 

over subsection (c) and prevent the poor soldier 
from getting a little Dutch courage when he 
might require it. He hoped the hon. member 
would withdraw his amendment. 

Mr. CHUBB said he looked upon the clause 
as the less of two evils. It was well known 
that military authorities were by no means 
agTeed upon the benefit of th0 canteen. Many 
eminent military men were opposed to it, hut 
inasmuch as all soldiers were not teetotallers, 
and some of them would have a certain amount 
of liquor, the subsection provided the best way 
to give it to them. The method adopted gene
rally was to grant permission to some respectable 
member of the force. A sergeant generally kept 
the canteen, and was usually a man of the best 
character in the regiment. He took very good 
care that the men did not get too much, and the 
officer.s looked after that also. As he had said, 
in his opinion it was the less of two evils, and 
for that reason he would support it. 

Mr. MACF ARLANE s"'id he could not agree 
with the Premier that the subsection was in 
favour of temperance. He believed it would 
have a great tendency to tempt men, who 
would not otherwise be inclined to drink, to go 
to the canteen. If they threw temptation into 
the midst of a man's work-and he had not 
far to seek for it~thev led him into tempta
tion. If he had a mi1e or half-a-mile to go 
for it he might not look for it at all. He 
thought that instead of its being in favour of 
temperance it was just the reverse, and would be 
the means of making some of their volunteers 
rather fond of drink. He would therefore press 
the amendment. 

Mr. BEATTIE said he would point out that 
in the sale of liquor they imposed certain 
restrictions on the publicans and provided that 
they shonld only keep their premises open during 
certain hours, but they did not know what would 
be the regulations for the management of 
military canteens. There was no doubt, as 
the hon. member for Bowen had said, that 
the canteen was generally given to one of 
the officers, but he clid not know that that 
was any guarantee that it would be conducted 
properly. He had always been under the 
impression that the rules of canteens were that 
they sh0uld only be opened during certain hours 
of the day, but if they were to be opened con
tinually from morning till night, like licensed 
houses, he should vote for the amendment, as he 
was of opinion that such an arrangement would 
be a serious injury to the comfort and welfare of 
the soldiers and volunteers. Their experience 
of some of the canteens at past reviews or 
encampments was not such as they would 
like to see repeated at those large military 
gatherings. He knew that the facilities for 
getting drink on those occasions were condemned 
by a large number of the volunteers themselves. It 
was his opinion that if it was intended to have a 
canteen at the barracks, where there were only 
forty or fifty men, that would not prevent the 
men going to public-houses; and unless he 
was as~ured that there would be some strict 
regulations for the management of the canteen 
he would vote for the amendment. 

Mr. HIGSON said he would certainly support 
the amendment moved by the hon. member for 
Ipswich. It was well known that in this colony 
some of the officers of the volunteers were wine 
and spirit merchants, and he did not think it was 
de~irable that they should be entrusted with the 
management of canteens. 

The PREMIER said he would ask what was 
the best supervision they could have for the sale 
of liquor at an encampment? 'Vas it not by 
having the booth under the charge of an officer of 
the encampment? All possible precautions would 
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be taken in that case to see that. it was properly 
conducted ; such prec::tution' :1s could not be 
t::tken if the booth w:1s under anybody else's 
control. That was a case that occurred here 
every year. 

Mr. BEATTIE said that in that case they 
should adopt the plan adopted with sailors, and 
if the men required refreshment let it be served 
out by the Government, and let them not have 
a canteen so that they could go and purchase 
lkruor when they chose. Let the men have two 
or three glasses a day, if thought necessary, and 
then they would not be running away to a public
house to get that Dutch courage, as it was 
termed by the hon. member for JV[aryborough, 
instead of attending to their duty. 

Mr. GRIMES said there was another view of 
the matter. He thought he was conect in 
stating that the spirits consumed at the volunteer 
encampment were obtained duty-free. 

The PREMIER : No. 

lVJ:r. GRIMES said he understood that was 
the case. However, he thought there was really 
no necessity for canteens to be opened at 
encampments. The men would no doubt be far 
better without them, and he was therefore 
inclined to support the amendment of the hon. 
member for Ipswich. 

Mr. BAILEY said the system of c:cnteens at 
home was something like this : The officers of the 
regiment, when they were in barrack<,, appointe.d 
a canteen keeper. He had to apply for the 
position and, he supposed, to compete with other 
men. \Vhen the canteen w:cs open it was placed 
under very strict regulations, and the keeper 
was re~ponsible for any drunkenness and fur the 
quality of the liquor retailed. He believed that 
some of the officers were deputed to occasionally 
visit the canteen and see that it was properly 
conducted. It was under- the strictest super
VISIOn. \Vas ·not that far better th'm to have 
the men running half-a-mile to a public-house, 
the officers not knowing when they would come 
back again ? He certainly hoped the amendment 
would not be carried. 

The Ho~. Sm T. J\IciLWRAITH said he 
thought the debate had taken a wrong turn 
altogether. If the hon. member for Ipswich 
carried his amendment and sul1clau··e (d) was 
struck out the effect would not be that the mili
tary canteen would be abolished. It would 
simply be that it would have to pay a license 
the same as a public-house. If the hon. member 
wished to carry out his views he ought to devise 
some means by which the local option clauses 
should operate in the volunteer and defence forces 
as well as amongst the rest of the community; 
he would not accomplish his object by the 
amendment before the Committee. 

Mr. SHERIDAN said that at the various 
encampments a licensed victualler had got per
mission to open a booth, and for all the spirits 
and wine drunk there duty had been paid. 'rh::tt 
had been the practice up to the present time, but 
he knew that the Customs law provided for 
admitting wineil and spirits duty-free to men and 
officers in Her Majesty's service. How that 
would effect the force he did not know, but 
hitherto the duty had been paid. 

Que,tion-That the words proposed to be 
omitted stand part of the clause-put. 

The Committee divided :-
AYES, 23. 

Sir T. :.\lclhvraith, ~1essrs. }files, Gritiith, Dickson, 
Dutton, l\Ioreton, Groom, Brookes, Black. hambert. 
Chubb, Arehe1·, Norton, ~heridan, Bailey, Lnmley HilL 
Stevens, Govett, Smyth, Stevensou, Fergnsou, Palmcr, 
and Rutledge. 

Xm:s, 16. 
3:Icssr~. Bnckland, )ic1Iaster, Jordan, Camp bell, Footo, 

'Yhite, \;rakefield, Reattie, Donaldson, Higson, Grimes, 
)fcllor, Aland, )lacfarlane, )Iidgley, and Salkeld. 

Question resolved in the affirmative. 
::Yir. MACF ARLANE moved the omission of 

subsection (e). It might be a difficult amendment 
to pass in that Committee, but he would remind 
hon. members that to the higher class clubs it 
would be a very small tax to pa:v the license fee, 
while it might be the means of preventing the 
formation of spurious clubs-drinking clubs got 
up by the working classes. That had had a 
very bad effect in England. Hon. members 
oug·ht to look at the question with a view to 
securing the greatest good to the greatest 
number. The amendment would have a very 
good effect in keeping the people more in their 
own hon1es, and n1aking them content \Vith a 
rational kind of amusement; instead of going, 
when the public-houses were closed, to find 
enjoyment in clubs started for the very purpose 
of providing the working cla,ses and others with 
liquor. There was a great deal of liquor con
sumed in clubs. 

1\-Ir. BLACK: How do you know? \V ere you 
ever in one? 

Mr. MACF AHLANE said he never was. The 
clubs ought to be licensed, because they entered 
into competition with the publicans who had to 
pq for a license. On ·the ground of fair play 
to the publicans the subsection ought to be 
omitted. 

Mr. L Ul\ILEY HILL said the hon. member 
had given the reason why the working men's 
clubs had been instituted. It was not to AAve 
the £30 license fee, but to enable the men 
to get drink on Sunday. A club here was a 
man's house-the place where he lived. There 
was no profit made from the liquor. He (Mr. 
Lumlev Hill) had the misfortune to be a bachelor, 
and tl1e club was the place where he lived-his 
home, in fact-when iu town. \Vhy should he, 
as a member of a club, pay a license to supply 
himself with liquor in his own house ? The hon. 
member for Ipswich could drink as much as he 
chose in his own house, but in doing so he did 
not come into competition with the publican out
side ; nor did a club do so. 

Mr. MACFARLANE: What abont their 
guests? 

Mr. LUMLEY HILL said a member of a 
club had as much right to take a guest into his 
own house and give him a drink as the hon. 
member had. Doubtless the hon. member had 
clone that before now. 

Mr. MOREHEAD: No fear! 
Mr. LUMLEY HILL said nothing would be 

gained by the elimination of the paragraph. He 
had never heard of any spurious club in the 
colony, and it would be quite time to deal with 
them when the occasion arose-when clubs estab
lished for the purpose of Sunday drinking even
tuated in that part of the world. 

The PREMIER said a club was a private 
institution where people drank their own wine. 
\Yhat the hon. member for Ipswich was evi
dently aiming at was to make clubs pay a license 
fee ; but the omission of the paragraph would 
simply have the effect of making it '!":lawful to 
sell liquor at clubs. The people hvmg there 
would not be allowed to drink their own wine on 
their own premises. 

Mr. FOOTE said he thought clubs stood very 
much in the position of a joint-stock company, 
although they might not carry on business with 
a view to profit. He could not see why a club, 
merely because it was a club, should be allowed 
to have a stock of spirits and dispense it among 
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themselveR without paying a license fee for the 
privilege. There could be no doubt that clubs 
did, in some respects, compete with hotel-keepers, 
and it was only right and proper that they should 
be licensed, not so much for the purpose of 
police supervision as that they should pay eome
thing to the State for the privilege of selling 
liquors to the members and their guests. If a 
joint-stock company started to-morrow on a 
similar basis, the police would be quickly down 
upon them and seize all their liquor. He looked 
upon a club as a hotel ; there was not much 
difference between them so far as he could see. 

Mr. LUMLEY HILL: You could not get 
into one. 

Mr. FOOTE said he never tried to get into 
one, and never intended to do. He was quite 
capable of doing without clubs ; he did not 
believe in them. He had seen a great deal of 
mischief arise out of clubs, and had re11d of a 
great deal more. Clubs had broken the heart 
of many a wife. They could read enough about 
that every day in the papers in the library, and 
they could read enough about the influence 
of clubs on their members. Clubs outside 
looked very respectable, but members of them 
got very jolly inside of them sometimes, :md 
required to be very carefully taken home 
and put to bed. He should be very sorry 
to be associated with any club ; and he saw 
the necessity that there should be supervi.ion 
over them, and that they should pay a license 
for the grog they sold. He should support the 
amendment. 

Mr. MOR~~HEAD said he had heard of 
clubs breaking heads, and now they had the 
wife whose heart had been broken by a club. 
He understood the hon. member to say that 
many a wife had had her heart broken by a 
club. 

Mr. FOOTE: By the result of these clubs. 
Mr. MOREHEAD: The hon. member said 

that many a wife had had her heart broken by a 
club; but what that was done for he (Mr. More
head) could not quite understand. He failed to 
see what it had to do with subsection (e). The 
hon. member seemed hardly to grasp the mean
ing of that subsection. A club, which he looked 
upon as such a deadly weapon to heads and 
hearts, was simply a company of individuals 
who preferred to drink their own liquor in their 
own house. There was nothing in that for the 
hon. member to get angry about, and no doubt, 
when he reconsidered the question, he would 
withdraw his support from the amendment. 
Perhaps even the hon. member himself might 
join a club, and then if he could not break a 
head he might break a heart. 

Mr. MACF ARLANE said he hoped hon. 
members would not lose sight of the object he 
had in view. If high-class clubs were allowed to 
sell drink to their members without paying a 
license fee for the privilege, what was to hinder 
the working people in every town and village in 
the colony from forming themselves into clubs, 
calling them their homes, and sit and drink there 
till all hours of the morning? The hon. mem
ber for Bundanba was not far wrong when he 
said that many members of those clubs had 
broken their wives' hearts by coming home from 
their clubs in a drunken state. But he was not 
reflecting upon the clubs in the colony so much 
as on the spurious drinking clubs in the old 
country, which were establiohed after the passing 
of the Jforbes-Mackenzie and other similar Acts. 
The same kind of clubs would be formed in 
Queensland when the prohibitory clauses were 
put in force, and he maintained that if the high
class clubs now in existence were made to pay a tax 
in the shape of a license fee it would be the means 

of preventing the formation of spurious clubs, 
which would bring great mischief on the colony. 
If hon. gentlemen would look at it in that light 
they would see that it would clo no harm, and 
might do a great deal of good. 

The PREMIER said he had nointed out to 
the hon. gentleman that the amendment he pro
posed would not have the effect he wished, but 
wrmlcl render clubs unlawful. That was not 
what the hon. gentleman desired; he desired 
them to pay a license fee. Leaving the sub
section out would simply make it unlawful to 
sell liquor in a club. 

Mr. MACFARLAN~~ said he thought the 
amendment would carry out his object. It 
would prevent clubs selling drinks; so they would 
have to take out licenses. That wa. just what 
he maintained. They ought to be licensed, and 
they would take out licenses if the present 
privilege were withdrawn. 

The PRE11IER said that if they were not 
allowed to sellliqnor without licenses they would 
have to take out licenses, but they would then be 
liable to supervision. The whole of the pro
visions of the Bill relating to licenses were in
applicable to clubs. \Yhat the hon. gentleman 
wanted was that every club should pay a license 
fee. 

Mr. SALKELD said he saw the force of the 
contention of the hon. Premier ; but he did not 
think the object of his hon. colleague was to pro
hibit clubs from selling liquor. The difficulty 
could be got over by providing speciallicemes 
for clubs. The hon. junior member for Cook 
had informed them that he lived at a club, 
and, therefore, it was his home, and he could 
drink as mnch as he pleased there. The clause 
said that nothing in the Bill should apply to 
any premises bond .fide occupied as a club, pro
vided that such liquor was sold only to members 
of such club and their guests. Bnt there were 
also a great number of persons residing in board
ing housed, 'md why should not they be allowed 
the same privilege? The argument applied 
equally to them. Of course persons could take 
liquor to their own houses and drink it there ; 
but they were not in the same position as a club. 
There was another view of the matter. There 
was a clause in the Bill providing that no liquor 
should be sold on Sundays: would clubs be 
allowed to sell liquor on Sundays ? 

The PREMIER : The Bill said that houses 
were not to be open for the sale of liquor on 
Sundays. 

Mr. SALKELD said the effect of the clause 
would be, ultimately-not at present, perhaps
that other clubs would be proved to evade the 
Bill. It was well known that the members of 
the clubs now in the colony were generally 
wealthy men, and it would not be too much to 
ask, if they had the good of the community so 
much at heart-he appealed to members of clubs 
who were on that Committee-that they should 
pay a license fee. They might be the means of 
preventing a great deal of harm in future, pos
sibly, in the way of other clubs being started for 
drinking purposes. £30 would be nothing to a 
large club. He understood that there would be 
an objection on the ground that taking out 
a license would constitute the club an hotel; but 
a clause could be framed to meet that case. 

Mr. CHUBB said there could be no objection 
to making the club pay a license fee, except that 
the authorities would have power to control 
them. The mere payment of the fee would 
satisfy the hon. gentleman ; but if they paid a 
license fee they would come under the provisionR 
of the Bill. They would be public-houses and 
liable to inspection, and no longer clubs; they 
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would cease to exist altogether as clubs. If a 
special license were imposed they would have to 
be exempted from the provisions of the Bill. It 
was not the payment of the license fee, but the 
princi)Jle, that he objected to. The payment of 
the license f'Oe was a very small matter ; but it 
would place them on the footing of a public
house, and subject them to superviRion. 

Mr. L UMLEY HILL said the mere payment 
of £30 would be no obstacle at all to those clubs 
that were expected to crop up-those illicit, 
corrupt clubs! The hon. member fur Ipswich 
had been talking about liquor being sold in clubs 
to guests. He must understand that liquor was 
never sold to any guests in a club. It was the 
property of the members. 

Mr. SALKELD : I did not say it was sold. 

Mr. L UMLEY HILL said the hon. gentleman 
gave them to understand that it was. He (Mr. 
Lumley Hill) could state, as a matter of fact, 
that liquor was never sold to guests. He 
had been in many of the clnbs in Anstralia, 
and could say it was never sold to guests
it was given to thern. No stranger was 
ever allowed to pay for anything in a club ; 
the members paid for it, and it was their own 
property. The liquor was purchased by the 
members of the club, and they paid for it in 
proportion as they drank it. It was the Yery 
t5atne as in a rnan's private house. ...._L\. rnan \vent 
to a spirit merchant and ordered what he wanted, 
but he did not pay for it at the moment he 
bought it; perhaps he did not until he, or 
his friend,,, had drunk a good deal of it. He 
thought it would be absurd to place institu
tions of that sort, which had never done any 
harm w far as he had heard, on the same footing 
as public-houses. 

Mr. HIGSOK pointed out that whilst a license 
might not materially affect clubs already in 
existence, yet if a body of men proposed to start 
a new club and found that they had to pay £30 
for a license they would think twice about it. 
It would Le a heavy tax upon them. 

The PRB~MIER said, seeing that the present 
system had been in operation for a grent many 
years in all the colonies without any evils having 
arisen, he thought they might go on in the same 
way a little longer. \Vhen they found that any 
evil of the kind mentioned was likely tu come 
into existence, they could take steps to check it. 
He thought it was scarcely worth while discussing 
the matter further, especially as there was a good 
dea,l of work yet to be done. 

l\11-. AHCHER said before the question was 
put he would like to expbin with regard to clubs 
that on a certain occasion he was one of a small 
party who joined together and purchased wines, 
spirits, and everything they wanted for their own 
use, and it was understood that if anyone asked a 
friend to dinner and called for an extra bottle of 
wine that he should put his name down for it. 
They did not sell the liquor ; it was their own 
property, and they each paid for it in proportion 
to the quantity consumed_ It was just the >•ame 
with a club. He had known the same thing done 
in lodgings or where several ]Jeople had taken a 
house and furnished it and supplied themselves 
with everything they wantecl. It was the same 
as a person keeping a privnte house and having 
his own liquor; and he (Mr. Archer) could not 
see why the outside public should object or 
g-rumble because members of clubs got their 
wants supplied with a little more comfort than 
they otherwise would. If individuals were not 
to be allowed to choose what they wanted for 
their own use it would be very hard indeed. 

Mr. GRIM]~::; snicl, wlmtever might have been 
the practice hitherto with regard to clubs, there 

was no doubt that the clause gave them the 
privilege of selling liquor to members and to 
their guests whatever their number might be. 

Mr. FOOTE said he did not attempt to con
tend that clubs were illegal in any way. They 
were sanctioned throughout all the Australian 
colonies ; but the object of those who sup
ported the amendment was to prevent scores of 
clubs springing up in the city and suburbs of 
Brisbane and the 0ther towns in the colon:'!·, and 
thus evading the Publicans Act. Joint-stock 
companies could start on just the same footing, 
and have just the same privileges. The property 
would be theirs ; the liquor and everything else 
would be theirs ; and they could have as many 
guests as they liked who would pay for what 
they got just as they pleased. He would ask if 
there was anything in the Bill to prevent fifty or 
one hundred of those clubs springing up in the 
towns of the colony, and thus evading the 
Publicans )cct? He contended that there was 
nothing, and if the publicans were wise they 
would take advantage of the clause, and evade 
not only the supervision but also the license fee. 

The PHEMIER said the hon. member asked 
if there was anything in the Bill to prevent the 
clubs he referred to from springing up? It provided 
that the premises must he bon(i .tide occupied as a 
club. He thought the suggestion of the h?n. 
member would be found to be a very losmg 
experiment. Self-interest would keep people 
from trying an experiment of that kind. 

Mr. NORTON said he thought the hon. 
gentleman might put his mind quite at rest with 
regard to those clubs, seeing that the same system 
had been in force ever since Queensland had 
been a colony. 

Mr. lfOOTE: That does not prove it is right. 

Mr. NOHTON : It did not prove that it was 
right, but yet was it not a wonder that the drink
ing clubs which were" now spoken of, and which 
the hon. gentleman so much objected to, had not 
sprung up before? Surely there had been plenty 
of time for a start to have been made in that 
direction; and why should the matter be now 
raised, simply because they were passing a new 
licensing Bill ? 

Mr. J<'OOTE : It is the right time. 

Mr. NORTON said it might be the right time 
for objections to be made, but he thought the 
hon. gentleman was unreasonable in pressing the 
amendment. If hon. members would turn to 
paragraph (f) they would see that every chemist 
and druggist was to be allowed to sell spirits. 
That he believed was the law at the present time 
and always had been; hut now that public-houses 
were to be shut up on Sundays, it would be quite 
possible for chemists and druggists to take advan
tage of that provision-they would have much 
better chance of selling liquor now than they had 
hitherto. Of course everybody knew that people 
often took spirits under medical advice, and it 
struck him that if a chemist wished to take 
ad vantage of the Act he might have a lot of 
customers on Sunday evenings, who would get 
as much spirits as they wanted in various forms 
without going to a public-house. 

Mr. JliiAC:FARLANE said it did not require 
a prophet to foretell what would happen if the 
clubs referred to were allowed, as they had been 
doing, to sell liquor without a license. The hon. 
member for Port Curtis had stated that those clubs 
had been in existence from the foundation of the 
colony, and no others had been started; but they 
werenowrnaking a change in the law with respect 
to licenses all over the colony, and he could see 
as plainly as possible that if the clause were 
allowed to pass as it stood drinking clubs would 
start up in nil directions. He thought it would 
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be better to deal with the matter now and put it 
on a straight footing, than to have a great deal 
of trouble hereafter ; because he was perfectly 
certain that directly the local option clauses were 
passed working men's clubs would spring up, 
where they could drink until all hours of the 
night. By preventing that from taking place 
they would do good to themselves, and to the 
colony, and to those persons who would take 
ad vantage of those clnbs. He should press his 
amendment to the vote. 

Mr. BROOKES said he did not know whether 
the hon. member for Ipswich htcd much chance 
of carrying the amendment, but he thought it 
was high time that the general idea with regard 
to those clubs was dissipated. They were simply 
public-houses, and for mere purposes of revenue 
they ought to pay a special license. \Vhat a 
fiction it was to suppose that guests did not 
pay ! If they did not pay somebody else did. 
vVas anything ever given away in those clubs? 
And as for the injury done by those places, the 
hon. member for Ipswich was perfectly right. 
Those clubs were a nuisance. JHany a man 
stopped in a club when he ought to go home. 
There were many other things connected with 
clubs which formed reasons why they should 
pay a special license. The senior member for 
Ipswich was on the ma.in tend most important 
parts of his argument perfectly right. 

QueBtion-That the words proposed to be 
omitted stand part of the clause-put ; a,nd the 
Committee divided:-

AY~~s, 23. 
Sir ·r. :\fcllwraith, Jiessrs. :\files, Griftlth, Hutle{lge, 

Dutton, l\Ioreton, Groom, Black, Smyth, Cllubb, Archer, 
Ha,milton, Xorton, Stm~cnson, GO\-ett, SteYens, Bailey, 
Lumlcy Hill, Sheridan, Lissncr, Ferguson, Palmer, and 
Dickson. 

XoEs, 15. 
l\:1essrs. Brookr_;;;, Isamhert, Jordan, Campbcll, Foote, 

1Yhite, Buckland, .Thic:.\Iaster, '''akefield, Beattie, Higson, 
Midgley, ::\iacfarlane, Salkeld, and Grimcs. 

Question resolved in the affirmative. 
The PREMIER moved that the words "an 

apothecary, chen1ist, or druggist" be otnitted 
with the view of inserting in lieu thereof " a 
registered pharmaceutical chemist." 

Mr. :FOOTE said he intended to move the 
omission of the subclause altogether. He did 
not think that an apothecary or chemist should 
tell spirits any more than any other member of 
the community, without a license. He had no 
desire to get. up a discussion on the point. Yet 
he saw where a great deal of abuse might arise 
under the subclause, and he did not think it 
necessary that chemists should dispense spirits, 
because as good grog could be g·ot at the hotels 
as at any apothecary's shop. If a medical gentle
man ordered a patient spirits it could be got from 
'' licensed pemon. 

The PREMIER said that if the hon. member 
moved the omission of the entire clause he would 
not be leaving it open for other amendments. 
Chemists, as a matter of necessity, had some
times to sell spirits. Some medicines were com
pounded with spirits; and that being so, if the 
subclause were struck out, chemists would be 
liable to a penalty for selling spirits without a 
license. He was sure the hon. member did not 
want to impose absolute teetotalism in medicine. 
'When a certain thing had been the law for a 
great number of years, and no evil results had 
accrued from it, it required much better reasons 
than had been suggested why an alteration 
should be made. No abnse had arisen under the 
existing law. 

The HoN. Sm T. M oiL WRAITH said he 
understood the Premier wished to insert the 
words "pharnmceutical chemist" in the blank 

when it was created. Now, when the Pharmacy 
Bill was passed htst session it wa,, pointed out 
that then'l was a great number of chemists in 
the colony who were not pharmaceutical 
chemists. If the exemption was given to pharma
ceutical chemiilts under the Bill, why not to 
homeopathic chemists also ? 

The PEEMIER: I think the hon. gentleman 
is right. 

Mr. BEATTIE sitid he bel intended to draw 
the Premier's attention to the same point. 
There were a large numuer of chemists who 
were not pharmaceutical chemists, and they 
might possibly ruceive prescriptions which would 
require to be made up with spirits. He thought 
it would be better to leave the subsection as it 
stood. 

Mr. ARCHER said the amendment which 
the Premier intended to propose would prevent 
homeopathic chemists from prep,wing any medi
cines at all, because every one of the homeopathic 
medicines were prepared from spirits. He did 
not see why they shonld force allopathy upon a 
man when he preferred homeopathy. 

::\Ir. :FOOTE said, ''s he was not likely to carry 
his amendment, as the Premier had pointed out 
that the subsection as it stood was the present 
law, he would withdraw his amendment. 

Amendment withdrawn accordingly. 
Question put. 
Mr. ]'OOTE said he had an amendment to 

move lower down. In pamgraph 8, line 12, he 
would move the omission of the words "two 
gallonf:'" with a view of in8erting the words "one 
gallon." He smv that the wholesale spirit 
merchants were not allowed to sell a less <[Uantity 
of spirits than two gallons, but he did not see 
why a person should be compelled to buy two 
when he only wanted one gallon. 

The PRK\HER said the hon. member ought 
to lmve given a reason for departing from an ol . 
establishe<l system. Of course, two gallons was 
an arbitrary amount, but he had never heard 
it sug-gested that that amount should be alt.ere~, 
and he should wa,nt good reasons for altermg rt 
now. Two gallons represented a dozen bottles, 
and a dozen bottles a case. 

J\Ir. FOOTE said he had just given very good 
rea.sons for the altemtion. The present law wu.s 
that a spirit merchant should not be allowed 
to sell less than two gallons, Lut everyone did 
not want to purchase two gallons when one was 
sufficient for their purpose. One gtcllon Wll,s a 
wholesnle qmtntity, and he did not see why 
spirit merchants should not Le allowed to sell 
that quantity. The people in these days were 
not HO de8irous of drinking grog a1:l they u~ed. to 
be. In former day.; veople did not care whether 
they had two gallons or ten, but now they had 
become more economical and more judicious, 
and certainly did not wish to be compelled to 
purchase a greater quantity than they required. 
He thought the amendment would be a decided 
improvement. 

Mr. SHERIDAN said the amendment would 
have a very bad effect. The usage of the trade 
wat:l to n1ake up parceh containing two gallons ; 
and the innovation would be a great incon
venience. 

Mr. BLACK said hem. gentlemen opposite, a 
short tilne ago, \Vere very anxious to serve the 
interests of the publicans by putting a tax on 
clubs, but now they were t>tking an exactly 
opposite course, and were endeavouring to inter
fere with the legitimate trade of the publican, 
whilst protecting the wholesale merchant. At 
present a spirit merchant was not able to sell 
less than two gallons or a case containing twelve 
bottles, and if the amendment were carried the 



Licensing Bill. [6 OCTOBER.] Licensing Bill. 967 

authority would be given to break that ca"e, and 
~ell six bottles, and they knew that that wa" but a 
step from selling one or two. If anyone wanted a 
single gallon of spiritH he could go to the licensed 
victualler and get it from him. He did not 
think sufficient n•itson had been given for carry
ing such an arnendn1ent. 

Mr. H1GSON said that having been in the 
trade he could say from experience that the 
amendment would have a beneficial effect, and 
would not be objected to by the publican". He 
had been out of the tmde for some time, so that 
he could give an impartial opinion. No matter 
how good the lirtuor sold by the publicans might 
be, many people preferred going to the wine and 
spirit merchant for two gallons, which was often 
more than they required. If the amendment 
were canied there would be a good deal less 
drinking and less grog lying idle, so that he 
thought it would be tl great improvement. 

Amendmentnegati ved; and clause, as amended, 
put and passed. 

Clauses 61 and 62 passed as printed. 
On clause 63-" Light" to be maintained during 

night"~ 

Mr. DONALDSON said that lights might be 
neces.;ary in the country, but they were hardly 
necessary in cities lighted with gas. 

The PREMIER said the provision was a very 
useful one. It was not a great tax on the publi
cans, and he httd never heard of its being 
objected to by them. 

l\Ir. DONALDSON said he had heard of it 
repeatedly. 

Clause passed a~ printed. 
Clauses 64 and 65 passed as printed. 
On clause 6fi-"Vessels containing lif]uor to be 

labelled"-
:Mr. NORTON said the provision would be 

rather hard on those who sent jugs out for wine. 
According to the clause >e jug would be a vessel 
which would require to be labelled. 

The PREMIER said the objection might be 
removed by making the clause >epply only to 
do~ed vessels. He moved the insertion of the 
\Vord "closed" before the word "vessel." 

Mr. DO~ ALDSON asked whether the publi
can would be liable to a penalty if a man 
obtained lirtuor in a flask and refused to have it 
htbelled ? 

The PREMIER: No. 
Amendment agreed to; and clause, as amemled, 

put and passed. 
On clause 67, as follows :-
"Any licensed Yietuallcr or winc-~cller who-

((() .Supplies, or permits to be supplied, any liquor 
to any per~on in a state of intoxkntion, Ol' to 
any habitual drunkard ; or 

(b) SnpplieTh, or permits to be supplied, any liquor 
to any boy or girl apparently under the age of 
fourteen years ; or 

{e) Supplies, or permits to be supplied, any liquor to 
auy boy or g-irl apparently under the age of 
eighteen years, for consumption on the pre
mises; or 

(cl! Supplies, or pennits to be supplied, any liquor to 
auy l)erson who is insane or is reasonably sus
pected to be insanP, whether temporarily or 
permanently; or 

(ei Supplies, or permits to be 8Up1Jlied, any liquor to 
any aboriginal native of Australia., or half-caste 
of that race. or to any aboriginal native of the 
Pacific Islands, or Polynt!sian born in the colony, 
or any half-caste of that race; 

:-;hall, for the tirst of either of snch offences. be liable to 
a pcnally not exceeding live pounds nor lc:,.,s than one 
pound; and for the second and every subsequent offence 
of either kind, to a penalty not cxecedingten ponnrls 
nor lm;s than three pound~; and in every case to the 
payment of the CO.::it~ of the conviction." 

Mr. SHERIDAN mid the word ">epparently," 
in paragraphH (b) and (c), would lead to a great 
deal of trouble, as it admitted of doubt. 

The PREMIER said there were similar provi
sions in other Acts. In the administration of 
the Reformatory Act the justices judged of the 
age by the appearance. There would be no 
convictions if the age had to be actually proved. 
It would be impracticable to get a conviction 
unless the test of <tppearance was allowed. He 
thought no harm could come of it. 

Mr. CHUBB asked if the Premier could tell 
them what an "habitual drunkard" was? If 
his memory served him rightly, an ''habitual 
drunkard " was defined in the Vagrancy Act to 
be a person who had been convicted of being 
drunk three times. A publican might not know 
that, and yet he was liable to a penalty of £ii if 
he supplied an "habitual drunkard" with liquor. 
He should not be liable unless he knew that the 
person he supplied was an "habitual drunkard." 

The PREMIER 6aid the term " habitual 
drunkard '' was very well known. A man got 
a reputation as an habitual drunkard, and there 
were many persons so charged at the police 
court. It was a term in common use in Acts of 
Parliament, and he thought it was not likely to 
be misunderstood. 

Mr. CHUBB : Yes ; but the publican might 
not know it. 

l\Ir. NOR TON said the age stated in subsec
tion (c) might be raised. He could not see why 
boys or girls of eighteen should be supplied with 
liquor to be drunk on the premises. He 
intended to move the omission of the word 
"eighteen" with a view of inserting the words 
''twenty-one." 

The PREMIER said eighteen was generally 
fixed because it was an age when a person could 
1nake so1ne sort of guess aR t.o a person·'s age. He 
did not know how they could tell whether a girl 
was nineteen or twenty-two, but a person could 
tell pretty well whether a girl was eighteen or 
not. In the case of a boy, too, one could almost 
always tell whether a boy was over or under 
eighteen, but when he got beyond that it became 
difficult to tell his age. 

Mr. SHERIDAN said they all knew that 
some girls of one, two, or three and twenty often 
passed for eighteen. 

Mr. NOHTON said there would be no diffi
culty in it. It would be as easy to tell whether 
a g·irl was over twenty-one as to tell whether she 
was over eighteen. The age of eighteen years 
was too young to encourage or to allow persons 
to go into a public-house to drink grog. 

Mr. CHUBB moved that the word "know
ingly" be inserted after the word "or" in the 
2nd line of sn bsection (a). " An habitual 
drunkard," who had been thrice convicted in the 
previous twelve months of drunkenness, was 
defined as an idle and disorderly person. That 
was the definition in the 1st section of the 
Vagrancy Act. 

The PREMIER : That is not the definition ; 
that is an additional definition. 

Mr. CHUBB said that he had stated that, if 
his memory served him rightly, a person who had 
been convicted of drunkenness three times was 
ttn habitual drunkard. 'What he wished to urge 
was that the publican might not know that an 
individual was an habitual dmnkard, and yet if he 
supplied him with liquor he was liable to a penalty. 

Amendment put and negatived. 
Mr. NOR TON moved the omission of the word 

"eif!hteen" in the 2nd line of subsection (c,) 
with the view of in;;erting the words "twenty
one." 
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Mr. DONALDSON said that before that 
question was put he would like to have a little 
more discussion about subsection(&). Although 
he did not care to see children sent to the public
house for spirits or beer, unfortunately it was the 
custom to send children of a tender age. It was 
a wise provision to increase the age at the 
present time, but fourteen years was rather 
a high limit he thought. He would not 
ohject if the word " girl " was omitted from 
the subsection altogether, because a public-house 
was not a fit place to send a girl to. Persons 
frequently sent children for beer for their 
victuals. He objected to girls being included 
in the subsection, though he did not intend to 
propose an amendment upon it. He would like 
to hear some further discussion upon the subject. 

Mr. MACJ!'ARLANE said that, if he was not 
mistaken, the Victorian Bill fixed the age at 
sixteen years. He thought the age stated in 
the clause was very good, and was not too 
high. 

Amendment put and negatived. 
Mr. SHERIDAN said he wished to draw 

nttention to subsection (d), which he mtlled the 
insane clause. It provided that any licensed 
victualler or wine-seller who "supplies, or 
permits to be supplied, ttny liquor to a per"'m 
who is insane or is reasonably suspected to be 
insane," should be liable tn a penalty. He 
thought that would give rise to a good deal of 
trouble, becnuse the question of the sanity or 
insanity of n man was one about which there 
might be a difference of opinion. He might, for 
instance, say that the Chairman was insane, and 
the same grave error might occur even in the 
case of persons suspected of insanity. He did 
not like the words "reasonably suspected to be 
insane." 

The PRE:\'IIER said that no better definition 
occurred to him at that moment. It was difficult 
sometimes to say whether a person was insane ; 
it was only a matter of opinion. He believed 
that patients in the asylum thought that the 
opinion that they were insane was an erroneous 
one. But he considered that in the case of 
country benches where there was no experienced 
officer to give them an opinion a provision such 
as that with regard to persons "reasonably sus
pected to be insane" was neceosary, as it enabled 
juatices in a rough-and-ready way to sny whether 
a man wns in such a condition that he should not 
be supplied with liquor. 

Clause put and passed. 
Clause 68-" Bars "-passed as printed. 
Clause 69-" Liquor not to be sold on board 

vessels except during pasdages "-passed with a 
verbalnmendment. 

On clause 70, as follows :-
"1. lJ"pon proof being made to any police magi~trate 

or nny two justices that any.· pers0n, by the excessive 
use of liquor, misspends, wastes, or lessens his e"tate, or 
injures or endangers his health, such police magistrate 
or justices shall, by order under his or their hands, pub
lished twice in one or more u,~wspapers usually circu
lating in the district, forbid all licensees and dealers in 
liquor, under this or any other Act, to sell liquor to any 
such person for such period to be specified in the order 
a8 he or they may think flt. 

"2. Any licensee who gives, sells, or snppliPS any 
liquor to or for the nse of a person in respect of whom 
an order has been mafle under the provision~ of thi~ 
section, shall be liable on conviction to a penalty not 
exceeding twenty pounds a.nd not le~s than fiv~:, pounds, 
and shall be further liable to make good any damage 
done by the person with respect to whom the order was 
made while he is in a state of intoxication consequent 
upon being so supplied with liq nor. 

"3. Any fJCrson, not t11e holder of a license, who 
knowingly gives, sells, or supplies any liquor to or fur 
the use of n person with respect to 'vhom such an order 
has been made, shall be liable on eonviction to a penalty 
not exceeding five pounds." 

Mr. CHUBB said that the clause was quite dif
ferent from the existing law, which provided that 
th>tice of prohibition against a man should be 
served on the publican. The clause now proposed 
provided that the order should be published in 
the newspapers circulating in the district; and as 
there were districts in which newspapers were 
not very freely circulated, he thought it was only 
fair that notice should be served on the licensed 
victuallers as well as being published in the papers. 

The PREMIER said it might be very difficult 
to pro\·o senice. It was intended that notice in 
a newspaper should be a notice to everybody. 
The order would be made in court and published 
in a newspaper. \Vhy should not that Le suffi
cient notice? 

Mr. CHUBB: That is not sufficient in the 
case of country publicans? 

The PREMIER : They should read the 
papers. He thought it would be a very good 
thing if it was made their duty to find out 
cases of prohibition and keep a list in their 
bars. 

Mr. DOKALDSON said he thought that the 
in,..,ertion of the ·word "knowingly" in subsection 
2 wonld meet the objection of the hon. member 
for Bowen. 

The PREMII~ll said he had thought of that, 
too. Then they had to prove knowledge. 

Mr. DON ALDSON : Oh! that can be proved. 
The PRE::\HER said it could not be proved 

without service of written notice. However, 
considering the severity of the provision, he 
thought it would be better to amend it in tlmt 
way. Then there would be no object in pub
lishing the order. There was a good deal to be 
"aid on both sides of the question, and he 
thought the publican should make it his business 
to find out cases in which a prohibition order 
was is~ued. On the whole, however, he thought 
the clause was better as it stood. 

Mr. CHUBB said at present the law was that 
notice shonld be served on the publican. In 
towns the difficulty he had sugge.sted would 
not nrise, Lecause po'"ibly the relatives of nn 
individual against wbo1n prohibition was 1nade 
would complain of certain hotels and public
houses supplying that pm -on, and the publican 
would very likely soon know who the party was 
to whom liquor was not to be supplied. But the 
man, finding himself prohibited from obtaining 
liquor in town, might go a few miles out and get 
it from a country publican, who would then be 
liable to the penalty provided by that clause. 
He would sugi!e't that the clause should be 
amend eel h:v providing that notice of prohibition 
e;hould be served on the licensed victuallers in 
the district. 

'fhe PEKlviiJDll said that if the w<ml "know
ingly" wa.s inaerted in the 2nd paragraph it 
would cover the other. Then, what was the use 
of the notice ? He thought it was a very good 
plan indeed to make it the publican's business to 
find out against whom n prohibition order was 
made. 

Mr. DONALDSON said he thought it was 
the practice in Victoria for the friends of the 
inebriate to take steps to inform the publicans of 
the district that the order had been issued. If 
the word " knvwingly " were in~erted it would 
ben protection to the publicans. 

Mr. CHUBB said the order might be made, 
not in open court, but in the magistrate's room, 
and the arl vertisement inserted in an obscure 
corner of the newspaper, where it would probably 
be overlooked. 

The PREMIER said he would insert the 
word "knowingly." The publication would 
serve some useful purpose after all, perhaps. He 
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moved the insertion of the words "within the 
distric1; " after the word "Act " in the 1st 
paragraph, and "knowingly " after the word 
" who" in the 2nd paragraph. 

Amendments agreed to. 
:Mr. PALMEH said there ,,hould be some 

limit to the term for which the prohibition would 
be in force. In the last Act he thought it wa,s 
twe1 ve rnonths. 

The PRK\HER said it was too late to move 
that amendment now. 

Mr. BLACK asked whether the 3rd sub
section would not apply to the case of a doctor 
]Jrescribing liquor medicinally? In the case of a 
man suffering from dei'i1·iwn tnmens, it might be 
absolutely necessary. 

The PRE:\HEH said it would be like the case 
of a doctor amputating a man's arm or leg. It 
was wounding, but the doctor was not prosecuted 
for it. 

Clause, as amended, put and passed. 
Clauses 71 to 73 passed as printed. 
On clause 74, as follows:-
"Any licensed victualler who refu.ses, \\'ithou.t lawful 

excuse, to receive and accommodate a bondfide traveller, 
or. in case such licensed victualler is required to have 
stable ae~-·ommodation, refuses, without l:nvful excuse, 
to re<"'eive and accommodate a bond .{f1le traYeller and 
his horse (if any), or to provide suflidentfora~e for ~uch 
horse, \vhether the owner lodges on the premif:ll'"l or not, 
nnless in either case tbe traYeller is intoxicated or of 
known disreputable character, shall for each such 
offence be liable to a. penalty not exceeding five 
pounds." 

Mr. BAILEY said he wished the Govern
ment would bring in some amendment to compel 
licensed victuallers to give the accommodation 
they were supposed to provide for travellers. 
During the late exhibition in Brisbane a large 
number of visitors from the country were refuserl 
accommodation, even at hotels which had the 
proper number of beds. lYiany hotels preferred the 
bar trade, and would not be troubled to provide 
accommodation for lodgers. He thought it was a 
pity that in a city like Brisbane str~ngers should 
be refused >tccommodation at hotels that were 
not really full. The hotels should be compelled to 
provide acconnnodation. 

The PRE:YIIEH said that was the object of 
the clause. They could not positively compel 
the hotel-keeper.s to do it, but they could punish 
them for not doing it. 

Mr. XORTON said another question suggested 
itself. It was the custom, especially in country 
towns, when an exhibition was coming on, for 
people to secure rooms at the hotels beforehand. 
A traveller p~ssing along the road came to an 
hotel, miles away from any other house, perhaps, 
and was told that he could not be acconnnodated 
because the rooms had been eng<>ged. by some
body else who h<<d not yet arrived. He thought 
all bond fide travellers ought to have a prior right 
to unoccupied rooms. 

The PHI~lYIIER said that if he had engaged 
rooms at an hotel, and on arriving there in the 
evening was told that the rooms were occupied 
by perscms who had arrived an hour before-and 
who might not perh<tps go away for a week-he 
should be very much disgusted. 

Mr. NORTON said he was not referring to 
people who wanted to stay a week, but to 
ordinary tr«vellers wishing to stay one night on 
their way. A case of the kind occurred to him 
some years ago. He arrived at an hotel-he had 
been treated in the same way the day before at 
another hotel, and had gone on and camped in a 
wretched bark hut-and was told that he could 
not be accommodated because the rooms were all 
engaged. But he was about full of it, and did 
not leave the place, and the people who had 

engaged the rooms never came. It was very 
hard on reguhr travellers that they should be 
put to such inconvenience, but he must confess 
he saw no way out of the difficulty. 

l\Ir. MIDGLEY asked whether the part of 
the clause relating to a publican supplying forage 
to a traveller's horse, whether the traveller 
lodged on the premises or not, was a new feature 
in the licensing law ? It certainly seemed a very 
arbitrary and somewhat unfair provision. 

The PREMIEH : There is no change in the 
law. 

Mr. BAILEY said that if there was no change 
in the law there ought to be. vVhilst it \Vas 

necessary that the public<tn should provide 
proper accommodation for man and beast, he 
failed to see why the publican should take in 
and feed a traveller's horse if the traveller did 
not lodge on the premises-perhaps a man whom 
the publican did not know, and who might be 
unable to pay for the forage. 

The PREMIER : It only applies to country 
public-houses. 

Mr. BAILEY said country public-houses had 
as much right to consideration as town public
houses. A stranger was entitled to put his horse 
-not, lJerhaps, worth 30s.-in a publican's stable, 
and the publican was bound to provide forage 
for it, under a pem>lty. That was putting a 
burden on the country publican which, he was 
certain, they would never venture to put on the 
town publican. 

l\lr. DONALDSON said he could not see whv 
a publican should be compelled to supply fnraie 
to a traveller's horsP if the traveller himself did 
not put up at the hotel. 

Mr. BAILEY said that according to the clause 
any traveller, who might even choose to camp out, 
might put his wretched "screw" into a publican's 
stable, and be quite sure that his horse would be 
fed at the publican\ expense. 

The PEEMIER : Move the omission of the 
words. 

::VIr. BAILEY moved the omission of the 
words "whether the owner lodges on the pre
mises or not." 

Amendment put and agreed to ; and clause, as 
amended, passed. 

On cl<tuse 75, as follows :-
" 1. Xo licensed victualler or wine-seller shall keep his 

house open for the Hale of a.ny liquor. or permit any 
lillUOr to be drnnk or consumed cm his licensed 
premises, except between the honrs of 6 in the 
morning: and 11 atmght, on the ;o:;ixbu::;inessday.s of the 
wcel..:: ; au<l except het.,vccn the hours of 6 and 9 in the 
morning, of 1 and :3 in the aftf>rnoon, and of R anfl. 10 at 
night·. on Good Prjday and Christmas Day, and on the 
t\VO latter day:.; only for the sale of liquors not to be 
druuk on the prcmi~es. 

"2. Xo liccnsccl Yictualler orwinc-scllershall keep hi:; 
house open for the sale of liquor on Sundays, 

"3. Any licensed victualler or \Vine-seller offending
against the provisions of this section shall for every 
such offcnee be liable to a penalty not exceeding tive 
pounds and not less than one pound, and any per~;ml 
found drinking liquor on any licensed premhms, or 
leaving the same ·with lil1UOr in his posse~sion, at any 
time hereby prohibited, shall for every such offence be 
liable to a penrtlty not cxcecdilli-!: forty shillings. 

·· ·!. Provided that, subject othenvise to thi~ AcL, 
nothing herein cont1Lined shall be construed to prohibit 
the sale of any liquor at any time, to any verson 11cing 
really a lodger in the licem;ed prcmisP'i, or a bonti fide 
trav+dler seeking refreshment on arriving from a, 
journey, or to any person suddenly disabled by accident 
aud brought to such pre~rdses for rest or accommoda
tion; or to prohibit the consumption of any liquor by 
any s1wb lodger, traveller, nr person disabled. 

"5. The burden of proving any person to be a lodg-m·, 
traveller, or person disabled, shall be upon the person 
alleging the fact." 

Mr. MAGFARLANE said he would move "" 
<tu amendment that the following words 1Je 
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inserted after the wonl "Sundays" in subsection 
2: "or on any day on which the poll is 
tttken at a parliamentary election held for the 
electorate within which the house is situated." 
Hon. gentlemen would see the object of the 
amendment. It was on behalf of members of 
Parlimnent, and would prevent a great deal of 
harm to the community. The object was to close 
houses on pdling day., in the district where 
an election was taking· place. He had proposed 
the amendment and was prepared to sit up all 
night over it; but he did not think hem. gentle· 
men would care to sit so long. 

The PREJ\HIU-t said there was a gTeat deal 
to be said in favour of the amendment, but there 
wa~ aho son1ething to be said a.gain;:;t it. The tin1e 
was too long; it should be limited to the hom·s 
while the polling was going on. And then there 
was another difficulty ; a poll was taken at only 
certain places in the electorate, and some of the 
public-houses might be at a very great distance 
frmu where the voting was going on. Otherwise, 
it was really a very open question, and he fancied 
that, considering the very stringent provisions 
tlmt had been made against treating in the 
J<:lections Bill they passed the other day, there 
would be very little harm done. Of course 
the amendment would prevent treating on the 
dn,y of the election, but it would not prevent 
it on the day before. He did not see why the 
public-houses should not be opened as soon as 
the polling was over, when people felt fatigued, 
or wished to celebrate a victory if the result were 
known upon the same day. 

Mr. MACFARLANE ;;aid he might amend 
hi:J amendment by making it apply to public
houses within two miles of a polling place. That 
might meet the views of the Premier. 

Mr. NOR TON said that if the hon. gentleman 
was going to introduce an arnendment of that 
nature he should go further and make it apply to 
divisional board elections. \Vhy not go in for 
the lot? If they could judge from what they 
heard there was a:J much need for it at those 
elections as at any other. However, he did not 
believe in the amendment at all. 

:\Ir. BAILEY said he thought it would be 
wiser if they adjourned and had a full attendance 
of hon. members to consider the matter. It 
was a wide question, and •me which involved 
the point which had been hinted at that evening, 
as to whether working men's clubs should take 
the place of public-houses or not. If public
houses were to be closed all Sunday there mnst 
be working men's clubs in the colony. It must 
come to that, ttnd a very wide question was 
opened. It would be wiser to discuss the matter 
in a full Committee. 

The PREMIER said that no doubt impnrtant 
questions might arise which, perlutps, ou;;·ht to 
be considered in a full Committee ; but really 
10 o'clock was too early to adjourn the House. 
The Bill was bristling with points, and if they 
were only to get through two or three in an 
e\ erring it would be :1 long time before they got 
through it. There was the question nf the 
employment of barmaids to be settled, and 
that of local ovtion. He was a,nxiOlm to 
get on with the Bill, >tnd intended to go 
on with it until it was finished, so as to get 
to other work Hon. gentlemen did not 
desire that the session should last longer than 
was absolutely necessary, and if they were to 
adjourn early in the evenings he would .ask 
them to confine themselves as much as poss1hle 
to the points under discussion. If they were to 
discuss the Bill as fully as they had been doing it 
would take another fortnight. The clause under 
diHcU~Hion now was an iiupol'tn,nt one, and it waH 
not de:;irable tlmt it should be disposed of lightly, 

He would, therefore, move that the Chairman 
leave the chair, report progress, and ask lettve to 
sit again. 

Question put and passed. 
The House resumed ; the CHAUC\IAN reported 

progTess, and obtained leave to sit again to· 
lllOITOW. 

ADJOURNMENT. 
The PREMIER said: Mr. Speaker,-I move 

that this House do now adjourn. vV e propose to 
go on with the Licensing Bill to-morrow. 

Question put and passed. 
The House adjourned at eight minutes past 

10 o'clock. 




