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LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

TuESDAY, 15 OcTOBER, 1907. 

The SPEAKER (Hon. John Leahy, Bulloo) took 
the chair at half-past 3 o'clock. 

PAPERS. 

The following papers, laid on the tablP, were 
-ordered to be printed :--

(1) The report of the Official Trustee in 
Insol.vency, Rockhampton, for 1906. 

(2) Annual report of the Department of 
Public Works for 1906-7. 

QUESTIONS. 

ALBERT RIVER, BURKETOWN, AND LILYDALE 
TRAMWAY ACT. 

Mr. PAULL (Charters Towers) asked the 
Premier-

1. Are the provisions and conditions of the Albert 
River, Burketown, and Lilydalc Tramway Act Amend· 
ment Act of 1905 being carried out by the Queensland 
Silver Lead Mines, Limited P 

2. Has the extra deposit of £2,500 been lodged with 
the Gov~rnment as provided by th" t Act P 
19~0 ras the tramway commenced before 1st July. 

4. Is it likely to be completed before lst January 
next, as provided by that Act? 

5. Has any applic"tion been made to the Government 
for any ftn·ther extension of time? 

6. If so, what are the terms and conditions sug~ 
gested? 

7. If not completed by 1st .January, is it the intention 
of the Government to carry out the Act, and forfeit the 
£5,000 or the amount deposited (whatever it may be), 
and also to forfmt each and every lease held by the sa1d 
company? 

The PREMIER (Hon. W. Kidston, Rock· 
harnpton) replied-

! Construction of the tramway was commenced 
before 1st July, 1906, as proyided by the Act, but the 
plans, sections, specifications, etc., have not yet been 
deposited with the Commissioner. 

2. Yes; 8th February, 1906. 
3. Yes. 
~. It doe• not seem likely. 
5, Yes. 
6. Such as the Government could not accept. 
7. Will consider when the occasion arise:s. 

Mr, PAULL asked the Secretary for Mines-
1. How many mineral licenses or leases are held in the 

Albert River and Lilydale districts by the Queensland 
Silver Lead M:inesJ Limited, and how long have they been 
held? 

2. Are there any other mineral licenses or leases now 
held in those districts, or in any district that would 
have been served by the lately proposed Albert River, 
Burketown, and Lilydale tramway; if so, what are the 
names of the holders; and how long have they been 
held? 

3. 'Vhat rents or fees have been received from the 
Queensland Silver Lead Mines, Limited, and from other 
holders during the present year, distinguishing between 
them? 

4. Are all these holdings being worked? 
5. If not, what exemptions have been granted, and 

on what grounds? 
6. Have any mineral holdings in the foregoing dis­

tricts been surrendered or forteited during the last two 
years; if so, what are the particulars? 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES (Hon. J. 
\V. Bl<1ir, Ipswich) replied-

!. Forty-eight. mineral leaEes applied for under the 
..A.lbert River, Burketown, and Lilydale Tram\vay Act, 
viz.:- ... 

3 applied for l January, IDOl. 
1 applied for 1 January, 1902. 
7 applied for l July, 19U:l. 

27 applied for 15 April, 190~. 
l applied !or 10 November, 190:1. 
8 applied for 6 February, 1905. 
1 applied for 15 Mar oh, 1905. 

48 
2. Leases held by others than Queensland Silver Lead 

Mines, Limited, are--

Xo. __ I_r_o_ld_e_r_. ____ I Date of Application. 

93 R. ~1. W :Ltson 
lOO A. E. :>Iellor 
101 Do. 
102 R :>I. Watson 
llO Do. 
lll Do. 
112 Do. 
113 Do. 
116 Do. 
117 Do. 
119 A. E. Melior 

... [

1

25 October, 1904 
. .. 1 November, 1905 
... l November, 1905 
... "January, 1906 
... 23 February, 1906 
. .. i 33 February, 1906 

28 l~ebruary, 1906 
23 February, 1906 

7 March, 1906 
19 June, 190.6 . 
15 April, 1907 

3. Queenaland Silver Lead Mines, Limited, £1,118; 
other holders, £282 4s. 8d. 

4. No. 
5. There are no labour conditions attacbed to the 

leases held by the Queensland Silver Lead }iines, 
Limited. Other leases under exemption are-Xos. 102, 
llO.lll, 113, 117. Each six months' total; the grounds 
being, "Awaiting railway communication." 

6. l\Iineral leases surrendered or forfeited during the 
last two years :-Nos. 31, 74, 79. 82, 97, 03, 99, 103, 104, 
105, 106, 107, 108, 109, ll4, ll5, and liS. All forfeifed 
for non-payment of rent. 

INco;nE TAx AcT. 

Mr. CREAGH (Croydon) asked the Trea-
surer-

l. In face of the Treasurer's statPment tllat where 
a dividend is only of the same amount as tlw call made 
on shares it is not a dividend within the mf<ming of 
the Income rra.x Aet, \Vill the TreaF'lrer explain why 
the Commissioner claimed dividend tax in the case of 
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the Brisbane Gas Company, recently before the court, 
and others, including mining companies; and is it the 
intention of the Treasurer to embody in the Income 
Tax Amendment Bill a clause declaring that in all cases 
in which a dividend declared by any- company covers 
only a small call made such dividend shall be exempt 
from income tax? 

2. In face of the Premier's distinct promise, when 
the Income Tax Act Amendment Act o! 1902 was 
before the House, that there should be no appeal 
beyond the Supreme Court, why did the Government 
take the recent case to the High Court, and will the 
Government embody in an amending measure a. clause 
declaring that the court of review shall be 'he final 
court ot appeal in regard to both the Commissioner 
and the public? 

3. As large claims by the Commissioner against other 
companies hhged on the decision given in the case re­
ferred to, and as that case was really a declaratory 
decision ns to the meaning of the Income 'l':tx Act, does 
the 'l'reasurer intend to treat same as a test case? 

The TREASURER (Hon. W. Kidston, Rock­
harnpton) replied-

The hon. member will have an opportunity of dis~ 
cnssing this subject "\V hen the Income Tax Act Amend­
ment Hill come" on. 

DEA'rHs I"' IN~'ANTS' HoME, TURBOT STREET. 
l\'Ir. BARNES (Bulirnba) asked the Home 

Secreta.ry-
1. How many children died in the Infants' Home, 

Turbot street, during the year 1905? 
2. How many died during the year 1906? 
3. How many cUed from the 1st day of January to 

the 31st July of the year 1905 i 
4. How many died from the 1st day of January to the 

31st July of the year 1006? 
5. How many died from the lst day of January to the 

31st July, 1907? 
6. ·what "\Vas the ::tvemge number of deaths per cent. 

of children in the home during the year 1905? 
7. -\\~hat 'vas the average number of deaths per cent. 

dnr.ing the year 1906? 
8. \Vhat is the average number per cent. that have 

died for the present year np to 30th September? 

The HOYIE SECRETARY (Hon. A. G. C. 
Hawthorn, Enoguera) replied-

1. Seren. 
2. Ei~bteen. 
3. Three. 
4. :Xinc. 
5. Twenty-hvo. 
6. 9•46. 
7. 21•95. 
8, 30·12, 

I would point out to the hon. gentleman that 
the control of these infants is in the Orphanages 
Branch, which is a sub·department of the Depart­
ment of Public Instruction, so that this matter 
does not really come under the Home Secretary's 
Depart1nent. 

CosTROL OF MoToR CAR AND BICYCLE 
TRAFFIC. 

Mr. JACKSON (Kennedy) asked the Home 
Secretary-

1. Is there any traffic regulation providing for the 
licensing or numbering of motor-cars, or providing for 
driverFt being compelled to pasR an examination of com~ 
petency or fitness? 

2. Will he state whether the present regulations are 
sufficient to efficiently control motor-car and bicycle 
traffic? 

3. If not, and if legislation is necessarv, will he con~ 
sider the desirability of introducing an ~amending Bill 
this session ? 

The HOl\'IE SECRETA'RY replied-
!. It is doubtful whether the Brisbane Traffic Act of 

19G5 contains sufficient authority for the making of 
such regulations. 

2. See No. 1. 
3: Yes. The matter is now under consideration. 

vVHEATGROWING IN QUEENSLAND. 
l\'Ir. MAUGHAN (Ips1vich) asked the Chief 

Secretary-
Having regard to the fact that Queensland is import­

ing about £250,000 worth of fiour per annum, will the 
Hon. the Premier authorise a competent official 
to inquire into the vital question of wheatgrowing in 
Queensland upon such a scale as will make her abso~ 
lutely independent o! the Southern markets, the 
fluctuations of which, so it is claimed by the flour­
millers nnd master bakers, are directly responsible for 
the pre.sent high price of bread, a circumstance keenly 
felt at the present time by thousands of wage~earners 
in Queensland? 

The PREMIER replied-
This importa!it matter will receive careful considera~ 

tion. 

PETITIONS. 

HoN. E. B. FORREST (Brisbane No1·th) 
presented a petition, signed by eighty-nine bar­
maids and barmen of Charters Towers, asking 
for an alteration in the Factories and Shops Act 
Amendment Bill in the direction of fixing a 
maximum number of hours for service in hotel 
bars. 

Petition received. 
l\'Ir. MAUGHAN presented a petition of 

similar purport and prayer, which was also 
received. 

ADDITIONAL SITTING DAY. 

The PREMIEH. moved-
That, unless otherwise ordered, the House will meet 

for the despatch of bn~iness <~t 3 o'clock p.m. on Priday 
in each week, in addition to tl1e clays already provided 
by Sessional Order, aud that Government business do 
take precedence of all ot,hcr business on that day. 

Hon. R. PnrLP : Is the motion seconded ? 

The SPEAKER: Yes; it was seconded by 
uhe hon. member for vVoothakata. 

Hon, R. PHILP: There ought to be some 
reason given for a motion of thi' kind. 

The SPEAKER: The motion was called 
"Formal." 

Question put and pasJed. 

TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION BILL. 

THIRD READING, 

On the motion of the ATTORNEY­
GENERAL (Hon. J. \V. Blair, Ipswich), this 
Bill was rt<td a third time, passed, and ordered 
to be transmitted to the Legislative Council, by 
message in the usual form. 

LAND SURVEYORS BILL. 
SECOND READING. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS 
(Hon. J. T. Bell, Dalby), in moving the secon_d 
reading of this Bill, said : I apprehend that th1s 
is a measure which, as to its general principles, at 
all events, is not likely to call forth much oppo­
sition. It is possible that in the Committee 
stage there may be suggestions for amendments 
in some of the clauses, but I confess that, so far 
as my knowledge upon the general reception 
which the body of surveyors have accorded to 
this measure is concerned, I do not anticipate 
that even in Committee there will be many 
proposals for drastic alterations. This Bill is 
the outcome-I admit a belated outcome-of a 
conference held in Melbourne in 1891-a con­
ference of delegates of examining bodies of 
snrveyors in each State. That conference laid 
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down the general principles of this Bill. They 
laid down the fundamental principles and many 
of the details which should create in each State 
a governing body for the full control of surveyors 
and surveying work for the purpose of preserving 
the standard of efficiency among surveyors, and 
which would be able, when occasion arose, to 
inflict punishment upon those surveyors who 
had proved their inefficiency by performing irre­
gular work_ That conference laid down the 
ba,is of a Bill which in each State should achieve 
that object_ A number of the States have 
placed a similar Bill to this on their statute­
books-New ~ealand, \Vestern Australia, South 
Australia, and Victoria ; and New South \V ales 
had a Bili ready, and we in <.lueensl•nd for some 
years have had this Bill ready_ The measure 
has received the approval of the Institute of 
SurveyorB, a body representative of the general 
mass of surveyors in Queensland. They have 
gone through the Bill and approved of it, and it 
is almost identical or distinctly similar to the 
measnres which have passed in four other States. 
At the present moment the controiling force for 
surveyors in Queensland is in a confused state. 
vVe ha,·e the Lands Department surveyors, 
under the control of the Lands Department; we 
have the surveyors who are doing work for the 
Real Property Office, and surveyors who are 
doing work for the Mines Department. 

Hon. R- PHILP: The Railway Department, 
too_ 

The SECRETARY FOR PURL 1C LANDS: 
Yes, of course_ One might amplify them and 
refer to the surveyors under the .Marine Depart­
ment as well. 

Mr. JE:<~KJ};smr: They are not land surveyors. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: 
Of course, I was dealing with surveyors in the 
ordin>try sense, and not technical or special sur­
veyors. In regard to the Mines and Real Pro­
perty Office, there is really very little control 
over the work which these officers do_ The Lands 
DepartmBnt is the only department which has a 
staff of permanent men who go into the field and 
check the work which contract surveyors per­
form. There is no corresponding check over the 
surveyors of the Mines 1Jep!1rtment. 

Hon. R. PHILP: Is all the work under the 
Lands Department checked? 

The S:ECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: 
A very great deal of it is checked. 

Hon_ R. PHILP: Not 2~ per cent. of it. 

The SECRETAltY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: 
I confess I rlo not know aomnch about the matter 
as the Surveyor-GeneraL If I did, I should be 
able to check the hon. gentleman's figures_ The 
hon. gentlemen will, however, understand that it is 
not contended that the permanent field staff are 
expected to check every item of work that the 
contract surveyors do. All that they can do is 
to check a general proportion of the work, and 
ascertain its general efficiency. 

Hon. R. PHILP : It can be checked in the 
office. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: 
Yes. A good deal of it is checked in the office. 
In connection with the Mines Department and 
Real Property Office, there is no supervision to 
any extent over the work which the surveyors 
employed by those departments perform. If 
surveyors who are doing work under the Real 
Property Acts or in connection with the Mines 
Department do their work unsatisfactorily, there 
is practically no control over them, and no 
machinery for bringing them to book. One 
result of this measure will be that a board will be 
created, which will bring the~e surveyors under 

a sort of discipline. There will be more supe~­
vision over them, and the surveyord who are 
found guilty of a dereliction of duty-and I am 
glad to say there are very few of them in that 
condition-will be subject to punishment at the 
hands of the board. As hon. members will see, 
the board will be constituted as provided by 
clause 4. The Surveyor-General will always be, 
e.-,; officio, a member of the board ; two members 
will be appointed by the Governor in Council, 
being ;alaried officers of the Crown, which prac­
tically means ,,tall' surveyors, and two members 
will be appointed hy the Governor in Council on 
the nomination of the In8titute of Surveyor•. 

Mr. JENKINSON: vVhy is that? 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: 
Because that wiil give representation to the 
general body of surveyors. 

Mr .• TENKINSON: \Vonld it not be possible for 
a large number not to belong to that body? vVhy 
drag them in ? 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: 
The object is, as far as pnssib!e, to give repre­
sentation to t-he general body of surveyors, and I 
have no doubt, if the hon. gentleman has any 
grounds for what he says, he will be able to show 
in Committee that there are a large number of 
these surveyors who are not members of the 
institute. 

l\1r. JEKKINSON: I can conceive of a large 
number not belonging to the institute. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: 
Does the hon. gentleman suggest that that is 
so now? 

~Ir. JE~K1X:50N : No, no ! 

The SECRETAgy FOR PUBLIC LANDS: 
If it were so, I should be vPry much snrprised to 
hear 1t. I believe the institute is reprhentative 
of the general body of surveyors, and I do non 
think the history of surveying in any of the 
other States indicates that the Institute of Sur­
veyors is not representative of the general body 
of sun-eyors. If the hon. gent le man is nervons 
on that point, and desires to allay his appre­
hension', I shall be very glad to meet him when 
the Bill is in Committee. 

l\1r. J EXKIN80N : Nervousness is foreign to my 
nature. 

The SECRETARY J<'OR PUBLC LANDS: 
I do not 1llenn to suggest that a stigma attaches 
to a man who is nervous. Even the hest of 
men are occasionally nervous_ As a matter of 
fact, I am very much disposed to think that the 
man who is never nervous is not quite as decent 
as he ought to be. rrhose cocksure, cahn rnen 
are not always quite as admirable as they might 
be. Nervousness is a sign of decency. 

Hon. R. PHILP: Honesty. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC J~ANDS: 
Yes; honesty, if you like. I hope now there 
will be a change in the demeanour of the hon. 
member for l<'assifern as the result of my homily. 
If hon members will turn to clause 24 they will 
find that it deals in detail with the powers which 
the board may exercise, and it will be observed 
that their powers are fairly wide. Amongst 
other things they may make by-laws for the 
direction and guidance of surveyors in carrying 
out the provisions of the Acts relating to Crown 
lands, mining, and real property. That is one of 
the most important clauses in the Bill, for at the 
present mon1ent the control over 1nining and 
real property surveyors is quite inadequate. I 
am not aware that there is very much more than 
I need say upon the Bill. The general body of 
surveyors will undoubtedly welcome this legis­
lation, and I am confident it is a Bill which is 

Hon. J. T. Bell-] 
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really in the public interest, for it will go some 
way to put au end to evils that exist to the detri­
ment of the public in regard to surveying work. 

Hon. R. PHILP : "\V hat do you refer to? 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: 
I refer to slovenly work done under the Real 
.Property Act, and to unsatisfactory work that 
is sometimes done for the Mines Department. 
In referring to unsati,;factory work ·which is 
occasionally performed, let it be understood that 
I am not in the slightest degree casting any 
reproach on the general body of surveyors in 
Queensland. I am not using any idle stereo­
typed words of f1:1ttery when I say that they 
are a fine body of men. No one who goes into 
the country and comes across a surveyor's camp 
can be other than pleased with his experience. 
You meet there educated men posse ;sed of bush­
craft, and I always feel the greatest pleasure in 
meeting them in pursuit of their duties in the 
bush. It is a hard life living under canvas all 
the year round, and they earn every penny of 
the money they get. 

Mr. JENKINSON : They ge~ very little. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: 
They have been getting a great deal more under 
the administration of this Government than 
under the previous Government. There has 
never been a period in the history of Queensland 
when surveyors have been so continuously em­
ployed. 

Mr. JENKINSON: They get less fees than in the 
other States. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: 
You cannot gauge a statement of that kind by 
the number of surveyors employed. 

Hon. R. PHILP : The money spent. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS : 
You have to look at their books to see how con­
tinuously they are employed, and I am quite 
correct in saying that in the history of surveying 
in Queensland the general body of surveyors 
have never been so continuouely employed as 
they have been during the last few years. 

Mr. JENKINSON : The se::tsons have had a lot 
to do with it. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS : 
We will not go into that. 

:Nir. BARBER: They are very hard worked in 
theDalby district. (Laughter.) 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: 
Yes, they are hard worked in the Dalby 

district, and I am very glad of it, 
[4 p.m.J and I am sme the hon. member for 

Bundaberg is patriotic enough to be 
glad too. I know surveyors who have been doing 
very hard work in the district in which Bunda­
berg is. (Hear, hear !) I hope within the next 
year or two we shall have a larger number of 
surveyors bu8ily employed there. 

Mr. BAilllEl\: Hear, hear ! 
The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: 

As to the sugge,tion about Dalby, there is 
really nothing in it. Dttlby happens to be a 
part of the Darling Downs, and anything that 
has Darling Dowm att:1ched to it has, in the 
minds of n.ost of the men who come up from 
the South, "particular attraetion. That i1 one 
of the chief reasons why there are so many sur­
veyors in that p1rtof the country. (Laughter.) 

:'vir. ]\IACARTXEY: It is only one part of the 
Down,. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS : 
Yes; but all the land is taken up on the other 
part of the Downs. \Vben I remember that 
among't the roll of Queensland surveyors has 

[Hon. J. T. Bell. 

been the name of Sir Augustus Gregory, and 
men like the late W. A. Tully, I feel that there 
are distinguished names as>ociated with them, 
and from that reason, with other,, I have the 
greatest pleasure in moving the second reading 
of this Bill. 

HoN. R. PHILP (Towns,ille): This Bill is 
really a Committee Bill; it is not a Bill over 
which we can raise any great heat or fervour or 
opposition, but I think the Minister might have 
left out a few words about some bad surveyors 
and good surveyors. I was ten years in the 
Mines Office, and I have no hesitation in stating 
that there was rarely a complaint about the 
surveys in that department during that time. 
The Lands Department wanted to have the 
control of all the surveys, and complained that 
there was trouble in some ways, but as far as I 
know there has never been any trouble with the 
mining surveyors. All the mining surveyors 
are certificated men, and the work is effectively 
checked in the Mines Office. 

Mr. KENNA: Do they want control of it? 

HoN. R. PHILP: They want to get control 
of the Mines and Real Property Office surv~ys. 

Mr. KENNA: But do mining surveyors want to 
come under this ? 

HoN. R. PHILP: I ha'l'e not heard. Survey 
work in Queensland has been exceedingly well 
done by all the departments, and there is no occa­
sion for one department to be praised at the 
expense of the other. 

Mr. MAXWELL: The Mines Department is 
more effectively checked than any of the other. 

HoN. R. PHILP : I never heard any com­
plaints of wrong surveys in the Mines Depart­
ment while I was there. I know that the 
survey work was kept up exceedingly well; you 
could get a survey much quicker through the 
Mines Office than the Lands Office, and the 
Real Property Office surveyors have done their 
work exceedingly well. I hope this is not going 
to be a flash in the pan; that we are not going 
to the Mines Office for surveys and then to be 
told " \Ve cannot do it now, the Lands Office do 
all the surveys; we can only ask to have the 
surveys done." I think it will be a mistake if 
the surveys are not left under the heads of the 
various departments, as formerly. Let the 
Mining Department deal with mining surveys, 
the Department of Justice with real property 
surveys, and the Lands Department surveys 
under the Minister for Lands; otherwise-if it 
is under oue head-there will be more confusion. 
It is quite certain that survey work has not been 
sufficiently recognised, and this Bill will give it 
necessary recognition, and I hope it will be the 
means of getting work done quicker than it is at 
the present time. That is th<O> complaint all 
over Queensland. 'rhe Minister said surveyors 
are doing better than they have ever done, or 
better than they did under the last Ad ministra­
tion. I can only say that th'l returns furnished 
by the Treasury show that more money wa" 
spent in four years by the late Administration 
than has been spP-nt during the four years of the 
present Administration. 

The SECRETARY FOI\ PUBLIC LANDS : Con­
tinuous employment. 

HoN. R. PHILP: We w<mt on surveying 
land, knowing it \V<>uld be re,jnired some day, 
and did not cease work because times were bad. 
\Ve kept men regularly on surveying work for 
the wants of the people, and the present Mini~ter 
has admitted the good work done by U", because 
of the quantity of land he found surveyed. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS : Y on 
surveyed large areas. 
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HoN. R. PHILP: Small and large areas, as 
the prFsent Mini•ter is doing. I think tht> pre­
sent ll/[inister is very mucl1 behind with surveys. 
People want land, and It is not Rurveyed, and 
they cannot get it. 

THE SECRETAHY FOR PUBLIC LANDS : They 
did not want the land then. 

HoN. R. PHILP : Xnt to the same extent. 
There is a great derrmnd for land now ali over 
Au,;tmlirr. It is the same in New South \Valu, 
Victoria, and the other States-their !an <I sm­
veyors are taxed t.o the utmost. It wr.uld be 
better tu let each departn1ent be re~ponsih!A fnr its 
own surveys, and then there would be a 'Yiif<i,ter 
responsible tor all the work that is done. 

Question-That the Bill be read a second 
time-put and passed. 

The committal ,,f the Bill "as m<tde an Order 
of the Day for to-morrow. 

FACTORIES AND SHOPS ACT 
AMENDMENT BILL. 

RESUMPTION OP 0mrMIT1'EE. 

Clausel2-" Remur,erationof fac~ory workers" 
-put and pas~ed. 

Clause 13-" Certificate of employrnent"-put 
and pas"erl. 

On clause 14-'' \Vorking hours and overtime 
for male young persons and fe~dale..; in fac­
tories"-

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS 
(Hon. T. O'Sulliv.m, TYar1e·ick) moved the oruis­
sion of the followi1lg paragraph :-

121.) The provisions of this section, requiring pay­
meut to be made for overtime, shall not :1 pply to 
fema.le"l who are employed in the capacity of forewomen, 
and who receive as wages not lr.:;s than t.hiny shillings 
per WC{'}L 

A deputation had asked him if there was any 
valid rPason why fon,,vnn1en ge1 ting not less 
than £110s. a week should be in a different position 
to other emrJloyees in referencG to payment for 
overtime, and he had some difficulty in giving 
an explat1a.tion. r_rlle provision WJss em bodied in 
the cla.use becan"e it was dealt with in the 
principal Act. There was really no justification 
fer it, howe,·er, and he therefore moved its 
omi!"Gion. 

A1nendment agreed to. 

Mr. BOUCHARD moved tlw insertion, at 
the end of the ciause, of the following para­
graph:-

(24.) All the provisions of 1.his section relating to 
females shaH apply to adult ma1B persons engaged in or 
in connection with a laundry at wol'k which is usually 
performed by females in a, lnundr_y. 

In laundries fenutle< were usually emplnyed, but 
in Brisbane there were 'ome laundries owned by 
Asiatics, who employed their own countrymen, 
and the ('Onsequence was they worked till all 
hour~. In the S.mthern State~ it had been 
found necessary to de ,1 with laundries owned by 
Chinese and .JaJ•ane·e in the same way. His 
amendment would haYe the effect of putting 
thoso people on the same footing as the tenmles 
employed in other laundries. 

Amendment agreed to. 

Clause, as amended, put and passed. 

On clause 15-" Hours of busine;s in shops­
Exen1pted sbops''-

~,Ir. BOW:'\1AN said he would lik·-' the Min­
ister to introrlnce ln this clause an a1nendrnent 
removin;( hairdre ,sers' shops from the category 
of exempt.ed shop,, In the principal Act hair­
dre"ser,;' shqps \Vere included arr1ong the ex~ 
empted shops. He had in his hand a petition 

1907-41>' 

signed by sixty employees in hairdressers' shops 
who were anxious to come nnder the provisions 
of this Bill. 'The employees in all ohops, with 
the exception of one, had signed that petition; 
mc't of the employ m s were in favour nf the 'hops 
being brought under the provision" of this Bill, 
and the proprietor of the one shop to which he 
had referred had written to hirn stating that he 
was in favour of such a cour,e being adopted. 
What the employees desired was that their 
hours should be regulated as follows :-;ylon­
day, Tuesday, and \Vednesday, close at 6 p.m.; 
Thursday, close at 1 p.nL; .Friday, close at 
9 p.m.; and Sa,turday, close at 10 p.m. The 
hours now worked by employees in the city 
are as follow :-]\i[onday, from 8 a.m. till 
8 p.m., 12 hours, less 1!t hours for meals, actual 
·working huur~, lOi hours; Tuesday, satne; 
\Vednesday, same; 'rhursday, from 8 a.m. till 
1 p.m., 5 hours; Friday from 8 a. m. till 9 p.m., 
13 hours, with 1~ hours for meals, ll;j: hcurs 
actual work; Saturday, from 8 tt.m. tilllO p.m., 
14 hours, lebs 1-1; hours for meals, 12~ hours 
actual work; total hours for the week, 5\J~ hours. 
In the suburbs the hours were :-JHonday, from 
8 2 .. m. till 9 p.rn., 10 hour", ]e,•s 1~ hours for 
meals, actual working hours, 11~ ; Tm.sday, the 
same; Wedne-day, the same; Thursday, irom 
8 a. m. till1 p.m., 5 hours; Friday, from 8 a. m. 
till 9 p.m., 13 hours, less 1~ hours f,,,. meals, 
actual working hours, lli; Saturdoy, from 8 
a.m. till 10 p.m., H homo, lE·S·' 1~ hunrs for 
mealR ; a, total fi)r the week of 62Ji hours. He 
honed the Ministei' would see his way to meet 
the wishes of the hairdressers in this matter. 

The SECRETARY FOHPUBLIC \VOf:KS: 
The object of i.he hon. member was a very good 
one, b.ut the ameudrnent he suggested was not 
necessary, and it was not feasible. The effect of 
an amelvin1ent 8triking· out hairdret5tiPr.-:i' ~hops 
from the list of exempted shops in section 50 of 
the principal Act would be that they would have 
to close at 6 o'clock on every day in the week 
except one, and that would not suit the con veni­
ence of the t'ublic. As a. matter of fact, the 
Government were meeting the barbers to a large 
extent by this Bill, which would reduee their 
hours of iabour from sixty to fifty-three hours a 
week. \Vhat he suggested to a deputation was 
that they should make an arrangerr,en\. among 
themselves as to the hours which they would 
work, and under the new \Vag~s Boards Bil 
that arrangement could be gazetted by the 
Minister, and it would then have the force of 
law; and he thought that would meet the case. 
Having regard to the fact that the proposed 
amendment would mean that all hairdressers' 
shops would have to close at 6 o'clock every day 
in the week except one, he hoped the hon. 
member would not press his amendment. 

Mr • .JENKINSON : The Minister did not 
know hiR own Act. Section 50 dealt with 
exempted shops. Then, in section 51, there was 
the following proviso :-

Subject to the provisions of thig Act, all shops shaH 
be closed on the business da:rs of eve17 week at the 
hours following, n:tmely :~On the evening of l\fonday. 
r.I.'uesday, \Yedne~:<.day, and Thursday at the hour of six 
o'clock; on the evening· of Priday at the hour of ten 
o'clock, tLlld on the afternoon of Saturday at the hour 
of one o'clock: 

Provided thet if the day appointed for the half-lwli­
da.y as hereinafter provided is n day other than Satur­
day, all,'"hops ~hall be closed at tbc ltOur of 011e o'clock in 
the afternoon of the day so appointed, ann the occupier 
may keep his sbop open on the eveniug of Snturday up 
to the hour or nine <J'ctock, hut. nnlestl tbr: r~ay so an­
pointed is Friday, shall close his shop on the evcuirlg 
of Friday at six o'clock. 

The hairdressers had their half-holiday on a 
'Thursday, and they remained op<·n on Saturday 
evening instead. · 

Mr. J enkinson.] 
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The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS: Do you 
say that ·section 51 applies to hairdressers? 

J\ir. ,JENKINSON : It applied to all shops 
whwh were not exempted, and if thev took hair­

dressers' shops out of ·the list of 
[4.30 p.m.] exempted shops, it would apply to 

them as well as to others. Hair­
dressers' shops were exempt, and the hon. 
member for Fortitude Valley had asked that 
they should be omihted from the exemptions, and 
be placed on the same footing as non-exempted 
shops, to which section 51 applied. 

The SEORllTARY'~'OR PcBLICIVORKS: \V,,s that 
.not what I >aid ? 

1\Ir. JEXKINfiON: No. The Minist,;· said 
that they wonld have to close every day in the 
week at 6 o'clock. 

The SEORETAIW ]'OR Pum,rc \VORKS : Yes, if 
the amendment of tne hon. member fol' Fortitude 
V alley were carried. 

Mr .• H~NKINSON : If they were excluded 
from the Axempted shops, the,', clause 51 would 
apply. 

Mr. BowMAN : I asked for 6 o'clock for Mon­
day, Tuesday, and Wednesday; 1 o'clock on 
Thursday, 9 o'clock on Friday, and 10 o'clock on 
Saturday. 

Mr. ,JENKINSON: The Act provided for 
that. 

The SECRETARY EOR PUBLIC WORKS: No, they 
can only have one long night in the week. 

Mr. JEXKINSON: The Act read-
If the ~13H-ho1iday is. a day other than a Saturday 

the occurner may keep lns shop open on the evening of 
Saturday till niuc o'clock. 

llh. BowMAN : Read on. 

Mr. JENKINSON: It provided that the 
shop should close at G o'clock on Friday, hut it 
only nH:>ant f:f•tting in another pro' iRion stipu­
lating th,, hours which the hon. member for 
Furtitude Valley h<1d on his petition. The fact 
of the matter was that the Minister bad been 
opposing this all along. DeptAtation after 
deputatwn had waited on him, and although 
they arranged it, the Minister was nen'" "''tis­
fied, and always tried to block them. As both 
employer anrl employee desired to be brought 
under the provisinns of the clause, he did not 
see what objection there could be to it. 

Mr. BO\VMAN : He could see the force of 
the :Minister's argument th"t if they brought 
the hairdressers under the Bill as non-exempted 
shops they would deprive them of certain con­
cessions they were asking- for to enable them to 
keep open two late nights. If they brought 
them under the law as it st•Jod, they could only 
have one late night-Friday or Saturday, as the 
case might be. He knew the hon. member for 
Fassifern had t=tken an interest in the hair­
dressers in Brisbane, and had tried to get them 
some relief in the hours they had to work, and, 
ab they had been assured by the .Minister that 
the wishes of the majority in the regulation of 
hours would be given effect to if they sent a 
petition to him, that was all that w.<s necessary. 

HoN. E. B. FORllEST: He had accompanied 
deputations which had waited on the Minister, 
and the arrangements which had been made 
between the employees and employers had been 
satisfactory. The Minister gave them certain 
advice, and they followed it. 

Question pnt and passed. 
Clause 16 put and passed. 

[Mr. Jenkinson. 

On clause 17-"Amendment of section 52"­

HoN. E. B. FORREST explained that he had 
an amendment to move in clause 16. but he was 
waiting for a prior amendment to be moved when 
the clause went through. 

Clause put and passed. 

HoN . .R. PHILP moved the following new 
clau:;e to follow clause 17 :-

Xotwitbstancting- anything contained in the Early 
Closing Acts, there shall be no lnnit to the time during 
which a ::-;lwpkeeyer, 'vllether withiu u, metropolitan or 
a country shopping dlstrkt, or tbe hur.band or wife of 
such ::;hopl\eeper, n.ay keep his shop open, and, with the 
asRistance nf one member oi' his family, sell goods the~ rein 
on any week day whatsoever. 

This was another appeal fur the one-n1un Rhop­
keepers. This amendment was an e;,.act copy of 
the South Anetralian Act. South Austrdia, 
like Queensland, paRsed an Act in 1900, but they 
found that it would not work, ar,d in 1!)02 they 
p:ts,,.Jd an amending· AoL with this amendment 
in it to please the small shopkeepers. A similar 
amendment was p;,sbed in New Zealand in 1!105. 
The clause there prcvided-

The wife of a shopkeeper or any of his family shall 
not be deemed to be a shop assh;tant ·within the mean­
ing of this section. 

In giving evidence in Sydney, Mr. Hordern s::tid 
th".t his businf'ss bad enormonsly increased at 
the extJensP of the mnall shopkeepers. He 
thought the little shopkeeper deserved as mnch 
consideration as the big shopkeeper, but the Bill 
favoured the big man agains~ the sn1.:dl man. 
Every persnn in business in a JargH way ~-;tarted 
in a small way, and if they had not been !>t'f­
mitted to do oo they would never have started. 
If the pre~ent oner0us condition-:; contiuuf"d, the 
small sbojJkeepers would be wijJed out altogether, 
and large truats would be formed, for which t.be 
Labour p&rty of Queens] .nd would be respon­
sible. Any deserving and thrifty man who 
started a little shop of hi; own now could do no 
good with it on account of the existing iaw. He 
believ~d if a J.oE were taken of the big shop­
keepers, tbe consensus of opinion would be in 
favour of alhnving tLe small men to h.eep 0pen. 
He strongly conJemned the creation of trusts 
and monopulie•·, of which they had heard so much 
in America, for wh<n trusts existed it showed that 
the trade oi the country was in the hands of big 
nltm, aud that the litlle ID~'-'n got no c:bance. 
\Vhat were the Labour party there for? 

l'vir. P. J. LEAHY : To draw their screws. 

HoN. R. PHILP: They were supposed to 
i1ght f•r the small man, nnd if the Government 
were as democratic as they prdessed to be they 
would join with him and vote for the amend­
ment. 

The SECRETARY FOil PUBLIC \VORKS: 
The ler>eler of the Opposition had put the c•tse 
very strongly; but he •·as convinced that the 
amendmenc was against the principle of the pre­
sent _._-\_et. At the ;,__,,nw ti1ne, Le did not, want to 
treat tlH:> arnendn1ent u.s a party one in the 
slightest degree. (H<ar, hear!) It was a 
matter upon w::ich people could honestly difl'c·r. 
A great deal could be said for the hon. gentle­
man's view, and if he 'Ne re not convinced that 
the arnendm,·nt was againet the principle of the 
Act he would vote !or it. The hem. gentleman 
had founr],··d his argument in faveur of tbe clause 
on the Suuth Australian amended Act. He 
noticed in the last rep.>rt of the faclory inspector 
a reference to that subject on page 16, where he 
said-

The great majority of shopkeepers are most empha~ic 
in thelr denunciation of the provision which permits 
a shopkeeper who pays no wages to keep his shop open 
a~ long· as be pleases, whi1e those who pay wages, and 
incidentally help to support other f~-<milie:-; beside~ 
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their own, are penalised for so doing. It is particularly 
exasperating to shopkeepers wbo employ one or tw0 
assistants and close their shops at the appointed times 
to have to compete against men in the same ~ine of 
trade who carry on their business with the a1d of a 
grown-up family, and keep the shop open untillO or 11 
o'clock at night, and on Saturdays until nearly 12 
o'clock. 

Complaints of this nature are many and well founded, 
and I have been urged to bring under your notice the 
disadvantages under which the employers of assistants 
are labouring while competing with shops run by 
large families who are exempt. 

'l'hen Mr. Quinn, the Queensland inspector, 
said-

The one-man shop and the mixed shop are still a 
source of continual trouble; although I devote a con­
siderable amount of time and attention to this class of 
shop, there is still a constant demand for vigilH;nce, as, 
in addition to the pnssive resistance always displayed 
by this class of shopkeeper, there is the rapid change in 
ownership to conte'•d with. A comparatively large 
number of these shops change hands several times 
during the year. 

J ud!{ing from the reports it seemed that the 
working of the system wa' umatisfactr.ry, and 
the amendment sceemed to conflict with the prin­
ciple of the Factories and Shops Act. The shop­
keepers wbo had employees were bound to close 
their shopo at a certain hour for the benefit of 
the genAral community, and it was not fair that 
thev should have competition from men in the 
sarrie line of husines" simply because they had 
no employees. For those reasons he regretted 
that he could not accept the amendment. 

Mr. WHITE (iWusgravc).: \Vhen on the hust­
ings he was repeatedly questioned un this subject 
and always said he would allow the one-rnan 
shops to remain open. 'I' bey did not come into 
competition with the l" rger shops, and were a 
great con venienc~ to the public. :Many an 
honest and industrious woman who kept a small 
fruitshop afforded great convenien<·t> to the 
poorer class of the community if she also stocked 
a few groceries, besides which it enabled her tu 
make an honest living. Tbe Minister told them 
th11t the amendment was against the principle of 
the Act, but how many exemptions were ther<' in 
the Factories and Shops Act? There were too 
many altogether .. If the Government ~ealt with 
all shops and tmbhc-houscs, and compelled. them 
all to close at G o'c!ock, there would he some­
thing in the Minister's argument. Bnt there 
were many shops that were not closed at 6 o'clock, 
and they still had employees to go into them. He 
was in the same position himself, being one of 
the exempted shops. If one shop was closed at 
6 o'clock, let all shops be closed. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC \VORKS : All shops 
in the satne line. 

Mr. \VHITE : He did not believe in exemp­
tions <~t all. If everybody wanted a night off 
let the Bill provide for the closing of all shops, 
and also public-houses and barbers' shops, but 
any Gov9rnment trying to do that would find it 
was not in accordance with the wishes of the 
people. Most of the Bills being brought for­
W<trd now were in the interests not only of the 
large shopkeepers bat of the manufacturers. It 
was now impo,sible for a man to improve his 
position nnder the present Act. The Bills being 
brought forward by the present Ministry, he 
contended, were not "Gang forward" Bills but 
"Gang backward,. Bills-trying to dictate what 
every shopkeeper should do. He believed in the 
principle of early dosing, but he . be~ieved the~e 
exemptions should take place Withm a certam 
radius o£ the centre of a town or city. That 
would be in the interests of the public, and 
would allow a man or woman to improve their 
position in life. He would vote for the amend­
ment. 

HoN. E. B. FORREST: Notwithstanding 
the fact that the South Australian factory 
inspector had reported adversely to one-man 
shops, the fact remained that there had been 110 

attempt and there was not likely to be any 
attempt: to alter legislation in th~t directio?· 
There was nothing to show a.ny nll'ent10n m 
South Australia to alter the Bill, aiJd it stood 
there as it was proposed by the amendment it 
should stand here. He had alre".dy drawn 
attention to the fact that they should llave had 
the inspector's report presented before the Bill 
was gone on with. 'l'hey had had what pur­
ported to be an extract from the repm·t, but why 
was the report not on the table? The p:oha­
bility was that before the inspectnr published 
his report he would change his minrl again. He 
did not pay the "lightest attention to the reports 
read this afternoon. In con1mon decency to 
hon. members, they ohoulrl have had the report 
tabled. It was kept hack for a purpose ; it bad 
been done befora, and it was being done "'gain. 

Mr. KENNA: You are attributing motives. 

HoN. E. B. FORREST: He did not care; io 
was a patent fact. 

Mr. Bow~r_,m: The same thing happened last 
session. 

Hox. E. B. FORREST: It often happened, 
and was happening now, and why did tt1e IH?n. 
gentlemf>n not put his foot down and stop It? 
(Laught.er.) If he had as str,·ng a foot as the; 
hon. gentlunan, he should put it down, and they 
would have the thing alter,d in one act. One 
section of the community thought it was a con­
venience to them that one-man shopkeepers 
should have the right to keep open till 8 or 9 
o'clock at. night, as snught by the amendment, 
and it wets a concession to which the small shop­
keepers were justly entitled. These shops were 
frEquently kept by women who were s.truggling 
to make a living. They were strngghng under 
the grossest hardships. \Vhatever view they 
took of the matter, ther· would be no h~,rm in 
accepting the amendment and making the e~peri­
ment. They had heard a great deal of the effect 
it would ba'te on the bigger shopkeepers, and one 
of the officials in a trading institution here had 
told him that if the amendment was carried 
there would be 200 applications for shops . in 
Queen street within a month ; but nothmg 
could be more absurd. \Vhere were the 200 
people coming from, and where were t~ey going 
to get the shops? Where '~ere. th8y gom~ to !'et 
the rent? Long before thm kmd of legislatiOn 
was ever dreamt of, the best of the large shops 
were observing shorter hours, and shntting up 
at 1 o'clock on Saturday afternoon, and they 
were contented t bat the smaller shupkeepers 
should have an opportunity of making a li\"ing. 
vVestern Australia was regarded as somewhat 
of a Labour State, and the shops there closed 
at 1 o'clock on one day a week, at 10 o'clock 
on another d>w, and the othPr four days they 
closed at 8 o'clock. Why should that not be 
a proper thing here? In New Zealand one­
man shops were exempted altogether, and that 
wa< a very strong Labour place. In South 
Australia 'it was the same as it would be 
under this amendment, and in Victoria the 
matter was being considered by the Legi~latu.re. 
What they proposed ·eh ere was. in the d 1:·ect10n 
of allowing small shopkeepers with no asSlotants 
to keep open till 8 o'clock In every case the 
inspector's approval was necessary. Whe? they 
found such legislation had been passed m the 
other States of the Commonw<>alth, he trusted 
the Committee would have the good tast<J to pass 
the amendment. 

Mr. BOUCHARD was very glad the Secre­
tary for W arks had stated that he did not regard 

Mr. Bouchard.] 
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the amendment as a party queetion. He intended 
to sup pm t it, as it was a, humani­

[5 p.m.] tarian provi~1on. These shop" were 
mostly kept by widows or else by 

elderly men and women to enable them to eke 
out n,n existence. The one-man ,hops did not 
Cllme into conflict ':vith the larger 8hu]JS. lV1ost 
of the1u were l:'ituated in the suburbr., nnd \vere a 
source of grea,t convenience to the re-.;ident~ 
there. Hon. members on that side had referred 
to the legisln,tion in t.he other St· tf''· In Suuth 
Australia such a pro vision was found to be neces­
sary ; and the:re were Bimilar provi~ion~ in focc~ 
in Vvf·,tern Austrrtlia ond New Zealand. In 
those three States the Labour party might be 
said to be fairly dominant, and if the Labour 
parties in the other States he had mentioned had 
seen the reason and justice of the provision, it. 
was surely reasonable a.nd just for them to agree 
to a similar provision here. If it was not carried, 
he believed it would he the mPans of throwing 
upon the charity of the St:1te a good many peopl~ 
who were at present :~king out an exi.stence by 
keeping Hmall shop:'. 

;\Ir. BARBER: Nonseme! 

Mr. BOUCHARD: The hon. member must 
know that in the dh,trict in which he resided the 
people who kept those shop' were mostly old 
people. He was surprised that au hon. rliemher 
who held fortb in t,bat Chamber and in his nv:n 
electorate as a champion of the righte of t.he 
pom· people should not lift np his voice on behalf 
of the people aff•·eted by the nmendment. He 
hoped the UominittPe would see th14 justice anrl 
raasonable~E!::Id of t\·1e arnendment. 

.l\Ir. BARBER (Bundaberg) : As far a' he 
remembered, when che Factories and Shop-1 Bill 
was first introduced in Queensland this mieorable 
whine r,l)out the poor one-rnan shopkeeper and 
the poor widow shopkeeper was set up, and it had 
not been dropped sincA. \Yhen thP Bill was 
introduced last sedion the Secretary for "\Vorks 
read an extract from the report of the Chief 
Inspector to the s ,me effect as th>tt which he had 
just read. The le ,,der of the Opposition, the 
hon. member for Brisbane North, the hon. mern­
be,r for Mnegrave, and the hon. member for 
Brisbane South, had all quoted South Australia. 
He would point out that the Minister for .Lab,mr 
in South Au"tralia promised to deal with the 
matter last year on a recommendation made hy 
the inspector of hctnries and shops at Arlelaide. 
Despite the assertion of members of the Opposi­
tion, something had been done in South Aus­
tralia. If hon. members took any interest 
in South Australian ma,tters, they would know 
that the real reason why an amending Bill had 
not been introduced into their Legislature this 
y<,ar was beoaus0 the Legislative Assembly had 
been busy fighting the lT pper House on the 
franchise question, and practic·>lly,everything else 
had harl to stand in abeyance until that matter 
Wtts settled. He held in his h'Lnd a report taken 
from the South A 11st1·alian Register, one of the 
leading papers in Adelaide, of Tuesda>', 11th 
July last. A very large deputation, practically 
re,>resenting the wlwle of the shop assistants of 
South Australia, waited on the l'v1inister for 
Labour and urged upon him the neces>ity for 
compelling 1 he smaller shops tn close ar 6 o'clock, 
the same as the big shops. Mr. vViltshire, the 
secretary of the Early O!<Jsing Association, r-aid-

They had found tlnt the clause ·which exempted those 
who did not employ ~v '3L;;,tH.nts other than members of 
their 0\Yll f~LmiliF'S had worl.;ed grca.tly to the detrjment 
of the shopkEerP-rs. It h~d also had a had effec~. upon 
some assist ',:,11~ 4, for w1H ~c only one or t~lO men had 
been enga~" ·d they had been clismissr 1, and tile work 
given to members of the family, so that the mvner 
could have unrestricted libertY in keeping his ~hop open. 
He thereby g~ined an advantagP. over, perhaps. his next 
door neighbour, who had no family to help him. 

[1lf r. Bouchard. 

Further on he referred to another matter, and 
said-

Then they brought forward the question of mixed 
trades-tb11t was, the shops in which exempt and non~ 
exempt goods were offered. ~t number of greengrocers. 
bam~shops, and similar establishments bad enlarged 
their operations in the grof'ery line, an1l had become a 
menace to those who dealt purely in uon·cxempt goods 
in that particular neighbourhood. 

That deputation placed several important mat­
ters before the Minister, but he would not r;ead 
the whole of them. The Miniater, in reply, sard-

He knew the Early Closing Act was deft.'Ctive.. . . . 
An amending Early Clof'ing Bill 'vas now ben~g pre­
pared, and he would see, 'vith his colleagues. 1f they 
could adopt the suggestions that hRd been made. 

From what he had se<en of t h" reports of other 
denutations which had waited on Ministers in 
Sn;1th Australia, he believed that an ame:'dmg 
Bill of thA character sug,sested would he mtro­
duced in that State this cession, and that small 
shopkeepers would be compelled to clo>e at 6 
o'cloek. 

J'v1r. KEOGH : Do you think tlHtt is fair ? 

Mr. B.\..RBER : Of course he did, or he 
would not advocate it. They wonld have this 
pitiful whine about one-mon shopkeepers every 
year. He had always taken up tbe "tand that 
no conces"'ion should be granted to those people. 

Mr. KEOGH : Even to a widow? 

Mr. BARBER: Even to a., widow-place 
them all on the same basis. That was the view 
he expreP .. ,ed in reply to qnestions at the last 
general election, and he sa,vv no reason for alter­
ing his opinion. 'l'here \V0~e. Sf'VEr:Ftl on:-man 
shops in the suburbs of Bn>bane Ill wh;ch he 
lived, hut 1hey were run lly families. \Vh~n the 
sons and daughten can1e hmne fron1 tbt;lr em­
ployment in the even.ing, ope took a. sh1ft one 
night, and another another mrrht That was not 
fa.ir to larger shopkeepers. He had not heard 
of a solitary one-man shopkeeper who had been 
con>pellec to apply for State relief through 
ha vinO' to close his shop at 6 o'clock in the even­
ing, a~d his expBrience was that imn1ediately :1 

small shop bec.ame vacant there was a rush [or 
it · so that, apparently, those people were d01ng 
a 'good business. At any rate, he had never 
heard any of them complain against having to 
close at 6 o'clock. He would vote against the 
amendment. 

Mr. BARNES: He lived in the same direc: 
tion as the hon. member for Bundaberg, and he 
was sorry to say that his experience was not 
that one-man shopkeepers did not complain 
against having to close at 6 p. m., and he would 
rather be on the side of the weak in this matter. 

JVIr. BARBER: A very nice sentiment. 
Mr. BARNES : It should be something more 

than a sentiment; it should be the desire of 
every representative of t.he people . to d.o his 
utmost for the weak, prov1derl that m domg so 
he did not do injustice to other persons. 

Mr. MANN: "What has your firm done 'I 

Mr. BARNES : 'The hon. member for Cairns 
was in the habit of asking unintelligible ques­
tions. but h,, m:"ht tell the hon. member that 
bis firm in \Varwick took the initiative in 
clo•ing in the afternoon before there was any 
legislation on the suhject, and the hon. member 
for Onnningharn could hea.r him out in that 
statr-nn en t. 

Mr. GRAYSOX: Quite so. 
Mr. BARN"BJS : What he could not under­

stand was that hon. member' who were supposed 
to be in practica.l sympnthy with the working 
classes setJn:.ed to hlock then1 at p,very turn. Son1e 
members of the Labour party had been the strong­
est opponents to a proposal to grant justice to the 



Factories and Shops [15 OCTOBER.] Act Amendment Bill. 1221 

small shopkeeper. The hon. member for Bunda­
berg stated that no injustice \ttas done to such 
people, and that when there was a vacant shop 
it W8s immediately rushed. The lion. member 
then made the sweepin,~ as::;ertion-not in precise 
terms, but by inference-that he would rather 
see a woman receive relief from the State than 
strive by means of a Jmall ,hop to keep herself 
and her children. 

Mr. BARBlll\ : He "aid no such thing. 

Mr. BARNES: He acceptEd the hon. mem· 
ber's denial, but that '' e,s certcdnly the infer­
ence which he drew from the boo. meml>er's 
remarks. He understood tbe hem. member to 
say that it would be against the general i!<lOd for 
even a widow to b8 allowed the privilege of 
keeping her shop open nL night to do businet~s. 

l\It·. BARBllR: No. 

1\Ir. I3ARNJ~S: Really he would ask what 
did the·hnn. meml:Jer ~"Y? \Vbat would be the 
effect if thi.~ dra8tic legislat.ion, shutting the door 
against ont?·lnan shopkeepers, \vas carried out ? 
They would not make a satisfactory people if 
they coddled one class, and said another shourd 
not have a chanc'· of rising. vVben he started in 
business he had tn work very lonp: hours, and he 
was very glad that he h"d to do w. He did not 
see why they should debar anyone from trying 
to get on, but that was what they were doing. 

Mr. BARBER : In what ''my? 

Mr. BARNES : When a small man was trying 
to rise in his business they said to him, "No, 
you cannot do it. You must become the servant 
of the big man." It was said by the hou. 
member for Clermont-whom be regretted to 
hear was ill-that the sooner these small men 
were wiped out the better. The hon. member 
for Bundaberg stated that the" present Act had 
been evaded, and t,wo or three children were 
sitting at the door to keep a lookout. 

Mr. BARBllR : I never said anything about 
children sitting at the. door. 

Mr. BARNES : The hon. gentleman said that 
they were practically scouts out while business 
was being done at night. vVhatever the Labour 
party had to say about it. the legislation that 
prevented these people doing business was 
against that particular clas>: of the community. 
The majority of traders did not object to give 
their fellows a chance of rising, and that could 
be done by pa•sing the arnendmen t. 

Mr. MA:NN (Cairns): The amendment had 
.not been printed; but from what be could gather 
it meant th«t a father, mother, and one member 
of ~ family could keep e, shop open for an inde­
finite number of honrs, \vhile the nutn next door 
if he employed or,e person, and was only in ~ 
small way of bu><iness, bad to close his shup at 
6 o'clock. The leader of the Opposition made a 
strong appeal for the small shopkeeper, and was 
backed up by the hon. member for Bulirnba; but 
where was their concern for the sruall n1an when 
they were passing the poil t. x ? These very 
gentlemen Baid that the very best feature of the 
poll tax was that it collared even one in the State 
induding the poor \vido•A' and the one~n1an shoP 
man. 'l'ber<; was a good deal of concsrn about 
th<J poor wid,Hv, and he agreed that she should 
get every show irna.ginahle. But the amendment 
would penalise the widow in tbi, re·;pect : If the 
widow was unable to attend to her business her· 
self all the time, and employed someone even fm a 
few hours whil•o she attended to domestic duties, 
she must close her shop at G o'dock; but the 
shop next door, which was in the same way of 
business, might be carried on by the father, 
mother, and one member of the family. Again, 
a widow might have to employ someone to keep 
her books, and that would mean that she would 

have to close at. 6 o'clock. He sympathised with 
the small shopkecpeu; who were struggling 
along; but the int.ere,ts of the man who employed 
men and paid them fair wages had also to be 
considerec1. He objected to the amendment 
unl•3SS a better definition of a one-man shop­
keeper was brought down. It ebould bP lirnitPd 
to one person, either to a widow, a widower, or 
to a, single person incapacitated for Lard ·work. 
If jt wa"' lin1itf'd ton person who wL;hed to earn 
a few shillings rather than go to Dun\vlch, then 
they might allow that person to keep a shop 
ope'n at night. There would be too much evasion 
under the amemlment. A lot of people did a 
back-door trade now, and if they opened the 
door tiJey did not know where it would end, and 
tbe whole Act would be a farce. 

:\fr. NEVITT (Carpentaria): If tbe amend­
ment were carried, it would undermine the 
whole Bill. A feature that had been overlooked 
was as to how it would apply to the Northern 
towns. A number of the shops there were kept by 
Japanese and other aliens, and they would all 
come under the one-man principle. The junior 
member fc,r South Brisbane .,aid. it would be 
humanitarian to pass this amendnH:nt; but, in 
his (Mr. Nevitt's) opinion, it would be the 
reverse. He did not sa.y that all parents were 
hard taskmasters; but, iu reading the history of 
legislation prior to the introduction of the fac­
tory system, they would see that some children 
who worked fur their parents were under worse 
conditions and worked longer hours than they 
would work under the factory sy3tem. The 
amendment wonld give parents who had not got 
that love and affection for their childn'n which 
they should have an opportunity of making them 
work a greater number of hours than they should. 
The hon. member for Bulimba said that the hon. 
member for Bundaberg inferred that the Act was 
evaded in East Brisbane, bnt the inferenoe he 
(Mr. Nevitt) drew from the remarh of the hon. 
member for Bund<tberg· was that exempted shops 
were to blame for working their wns and 
daughters long hams. They knew that in many 
cases where the ~ons and daughters came home 
from their ordinary employment in town, they 
had to t:.ke a shift at home at night. It bad 
been said that it was a conv<"nience to keep one­
man shops open. No doubt it would be if all 
shops were kept open, but the pre.,ent legislation 
had existed for five years, and he had not yet 
heard of a !8,rge proportion of one-man shop· 
keepere bein>, obliged to go to Dunwich or having 
to seek relid. He should certainly vote against 
the amendment. 

Mr. :iYic:MASTER (Fortitude Valley): It had 
been a wonder to him why the representatives of 
Labour al w.<ys opposed this amendment. It 
was a surprise in one way, but not in another~ 
They po·ed a~ friends of tbe poor, and yet they 

were driving the whole trade into 
[5.30 p.m.] the hands of the rich. He did not 

know what their object was unless 
they thought they could more easily ca.rry out 
their socialistic id when trade was concen­
trated in the hanrh of a few. The hon. mem­
ber for Bunriaberg said he had no sympathy for 
the .. vidow, but the hon. rHernber seemed tu have 
a good d· a! of ~;yrnpathy for the booksB!ler, the 
tobacconist, and tbe ChinamR.n who kept a fruit­
shop. His (Mr. McMast.8r',) collea,gue was able 
to keep his shop open to all hours· of the night, 
a"d yet his neighbour next door, who happened 
to sell llh. of tea or sugar, was obliged to 
close his shop at 6 o'clock. He had always 
wondered why such people should be exempt. 
He observed that members of the Labour 
party were ready enough to quote New Zealand 
when it suited their purpose, but they did not 
quote the experience of New Zealand on the 

Mr. M cM aster.] 
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one-man shop question. The Minister, in 
speaking about barbers not being brought under 
the provisions of the Act, said it was a public 
convenience that those shop.> should be kept 
open. He could tell the hon. gentleman that it 
wa8 a greater inconvenience to the public to 
close the one-man shops than it would be to 
close the barbers' shops. There was a certain 
clas' of people who could not pos;;ibly do their 
shopping during the day. Many of tbem were 
servant girls and shop hands. In regard to what 
had fallen from the leader of the Opposition, he 
could thoroughly endorse what he said-that the 
present state of the lltw prevented many young 
meu from making a start for themselves in 
business. There were some trades, such as the 
draper's trade, in which a young man could not 
start without a few hundred pounds capital, and 
~ven then he had to start in a very ,;mall way 
mdeed and gradually build up his business 
which he could only do if he was allowed 
slightly longer trading hours than the bigger 
shops. He had seen the beginning of nearly 
every large wholesale and retail house in Bris­
bane, and be could assure the Committee that 
they nearly all started in a very small way in­
deed. There was no question wbatever that the 
Act was at present being evaded. There were 
some persons who kept a few vegetables and 
some fruit in their windows, and at the same 
time had a ocreen drawn across another part of 
the shop, behind which there was •Jften drapery 
and groceries. Those people endeavoured to 
keep the law as far as they could, but it was not 
in human nature that they should refuse a cus­
tom!lr who came in and wanted something from 
behmd the screen. \Vhen the Act was first 
introduced he ad vacated that it should be applied 
to all trades, without exception, and there would 
be some consistency in such a course being pur­
sued; but he could never understand why there 
should be so m'lny exemptions. The one-man 
shop was a great convenience to the public, 
besides enabling many a r•oor woman to earn a 
living for herself and children. He would 
remind hon. members that in Brisbane the large 
retail shops. cloo.ed at t) o'clock long before there 
was any legJslo,twn on the subject. In :Fortitude 
Valley the larger shops all closed at 6 o'clock two 
years before there was any early-closing legisla­
tion, and they were not jealous of the small 
shops. vV omen went out in the daytime tu the 
larger shop>, where th,,re was a greater variety 
of goods; but the trade done in one-man shops 
was done by those who were unable to get out 
during the day. 

Mr. MITCHELL (Maryborough): But for the 
reputation which the hon. member for Bnlimba 
bore for truthfulness, he would ha.ve been in­
alined to doubt his word when he said that when 
he was comparatively young and had to work all 
hours, he wa' glad he had tn do it. (Laughter.) 
!:fe had never himself, even 8m<mgst the social­
rsts, met men who were delighted because they 
had to work long hours, and he was sorry to hear 
the ban. member for Bulimba give expression to 
such sentin;tents. l'\ ow he had an opportunity 
he albo desu·ecl to give tham to other members of 
the community. 

Mr. B.-l.RNES: No! 

Mr. MITCHELL: The hon. membE'r said 
"No," and at the same time advocated the 
desirableness of prrmitting <'Ntain individuals 
to keep their shops open as long as they liked. 

Mr. BARNES: No, no! 

Mr. MITCHELL: The hon. member for 
Brisbane North aleo called "Hear, hear!" when 
the hon. member for Bulimbo, was speaking. 
That was a ban position for men to take up 

[Mr. M cM aster. 

who talked about sympathy. There was no 
sympathy in permitting men to work more 
hours than their neighbours. 

An HoNOURABLE J\IEMBER : \Vhy not close 
them all? 

Mr. MITCHELL: He was quite willing to 
close them all; he was opposed to exemptions 
altogether. He ran a shop which was entitled 
to exemption, but he had never taken ad vantage 
of it, and on l·rinciple had always closed his 
shop the ;;ame as the others. The ;;ocialists 
simply wanted, as interj"etecl by the hon. mem­
ber for Toombul, to do away with the exemptions 
altogether, to have all shops closed at 6 o'clock. 
He was opposed to the amendment, and would 
assist the Minister in carrying the clause as it 
stood. If some were :>llowecl to keep their 
shops open, it had a tl'ndency to induce the 
next door neighbour to do the same, whether 
exempted or not, >1nd it encouraged men to act 
in an irregular and dishonest fMbion. Some 
shopkeeper.< who sold goods which were exempted 
and goods which were not exempted carried on 
l:Jiusmess after ll o'clock when the opportunity 
occurred, and that had a tendency to induce 
others to keep open on the quiet when they 
could do so. He hoped ban. members would 
see the desirablene,;s of Yoting against the 
amendment. 

Mr. PETRIE (Toombul): He did not think for 
one moment that the amendment was going to in­
terfere with the large shops. If he thought it was 
going to do any harm to the emphyees in large 
shops he would not support it. From informa­
tion he had gathered, he failed to see why one­
man shops should be included in the Bill. It was 
perhaps hard to define " on~-man shop, but he 
took it that the cl;:mse wonld be a hardship on a 
widow, for whom a subscription had been gJt up 
to enable her to start in business to get a living 
for herself and family, and the provisions of the 
Bill would act very hardly on her if she had in­
vested her capital in a small •hot'· He could 
not under•tand the attitude of some of the Labour 
membem, who, he took it, were here to pass legis­
lation for the poor, the weak, and the oppressed, 
but they were playing into the bands of the large 
shopkeeper. None of the large shopkeepers bad 
complained to him. It seemed to him that we were 
getting over-legislated for in m"ny ways, and that 
presently it would not be possible fur any small 
shopkeepertolivein the city. He knew many small 
men who, if they were not exempted, would be 
ruinerl, ",ne\ the resnlt would be that they would 
ba,·e to appeal for the old age pension or go 
to Dunwich. He did not see why fruitshops 
or oyster saloons should be allowed to keep 
open when the other shor,s were closed. To be 
consistent, they should close all shops. He did 
not suppose they would be able to carry the 
amendmen,, though he would like to see the one­
In an t'hopkeepers Pxenj pted frorn the provisions 
of the Dill. Tf be thought their exemption 
wouH tend to injure the employees in shops, the 
amendnwnt would nf<t have hie sqpport, but he 
believed that, on the contrary, it would be a 
great relief to many struggling people through­
out Queensland. 

:Mr. KEOGH (Rosewood): This was a matter 
to which he had given very serious consideration 
ever since it was first brought hefore the 
Chamber. Seeing no member of the Committee 
was more thoroughly conversant with the needs 
of the one-man shopkeepers than the Minister in 
charge of the Bill, he tru'<ted he would accept 
the amendment in the interests of a number of 
people who were trying to eke out an honourable 
existence. The hon. member for Bundaberg had 
never been in business and knew nothing what­
ever about the condition of the unfortunate 
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people whom the amendment was trying to 
benefit. The hon. member had intimated that 
he knew sever!'! cases in which sons and daughters 
who worked m factones and shops durin" the 
day took a hand in their parents' shops at night. 
It wa~ well known that the small wages paid in 
factones and shops were not sufficient to keep 
body aud soul together, and all honour to those 
young people for giving a helpino· hand to their 
parents. \Vas it not rigt1t that the~y should do so? 
He was a shopkeeper, and close:l at the regular 
hou~ of G o'?J~,ck, but there were many who were 
not m a posltwn to close at 6 o'clock. They did 
not hurt the big shopkeepers. Up to the pre­
sent he 1md ne1·er heard a cnmpLint from the 
larger shopkeepers. A large tirm like Oribb 
and Foote, in Ipswich, would not care 2~d. if 
small shops kept open from 6 in the morning till 
6 the next morning. It would not hurt them; 
and there were many other firms of the same 
way of thinking throu!.(hout Queensland, and 
who would be pleased to see a helping hand 
extended to the small shopkeepers. Some of 
those people had said that they did not want the 
10;;. a week that was to be paid under the new 
1•egirne; ~n.d why shouid they not be allowed to 
m":ke a hvmg for themselves by remaining open 
a httle longer? If the Minister in charge of the 
Bill wished to gain kudos throug-hout the State 
he would take no notice of the leader of th~ 
Labour party in this matter. 

::\~r. CREAGH (Croydon) intended to vote 
agamst the leader of the Opposition on this 
question. He did not wish to allege that the 

bon .. gentleman was not genuine in 
[7 p.m.] movmg- the amendment, for he did 

. not thinl_<: the hon. gentleman usually 
subm1tt.ed a proposal m that Chamber in which he 
was not sincere; but his (Mr. Creagh's) experience 
of one-man shopkeepers in his district was that 
nearly all ?f them. were Ch!ne.se, Afghans, Syrians, 
or somethmg of hke descnptwn. Many years ago, 
whe~ thA Hon. F. McDonnell, then member for 
F~rt1tude Valley, was steering a Bill similar to 
this through the House, and was supported in his 
efforts by the late Mr. \V. H. Browne, members 
of the l~arly Closing Association in Croydon 
too~ steps .to forward that movement. A depu­
tatwn wal\ed upon the white storekeepers in 
Croydon and made. suggestions regarding what 
they cons1dered fa1r hours for shop assistants, 
and the shopkeepers met them in a reasonable 
manner. After the agreement which w.ts arrived 
at ~ad been going for some time, Assyrian and 
Chmese one-man shopkeepers made a breach in 
the agreement, and so penalised the white traders. 
The shop assistants endeavoured to a.ssist the 
white storekeepers and to stop the trading- after 
hours. T~1eyforn;ed an association for the purpose, 
and appomted some members to act a,s p!ekets, of 
whom he was en e. The consequence was that about 
f0urteen of thern were stnnmnned for creating a 
disturbance. and using intimidation, and he \Vas 
one. of the ;'IC!nns. He was arraigned before the 
pohce mag1strate on a char~e of creating a dis· 
tu~bance, .. ,nd was fined. In ninety-nine cases 
out of one hundred the one-man shops in mining 
towns were kept by Chinamen, Assyrians, or 
Afghans.' and ~e. held that those people should 
not be g-1ven pnVIIeges tn trade against iegitimate 
t;adesmen. .No doubt the leader of the Opposi­
tiOn was amrnated by the best of motives in 
mov!ng the ame.ndrnent, but he (;\fr. Creagh) 
considered that 1t would defeat the principle of 
the measure, >md on that account be would vote 
against it. With regard to the argument of the 
hon. member for Rosewood o,nd the hon. mem­
ber for Bulim?a, tba~ if young- men and young 
women were mdustrwus enough to help their 
fab~ers or m.others after they came home from 
busmess, wh!le there was something to be said 

in favour of that contention, there was a. good 
deal to be said against it. The law was made 
for the benefit of employees, and he saw no 
reason why an advantage 'Should be given to the 
alleged small man to rise gradually which was 
not given to the other man who employs a great 
number of hands and pays them fair wages. 

Mr. GRAYSON (Cunningharn) intended to 
take up the same attitude on this matter as he 
took up when it was before the Hou"e twelve 
months ago, and that was to vote in favour of 
exempting the small shopkeeper. He had been 
in business himself for about twenty-five years, 
and he started in a small way, but if the amend­
lnent were rejected, many deserving young 1nen 
would be debarred from entering into business. 
Many young rnen who had been employees for a 
considerable time, and who were desirous of 
improving their position in life, wished to enter 
into business on a very small capital, probably 
£200 or £300. They were not in a position to 
employ assistants, and if one-man shops were 
included within the scope of the Bill, and the hours 
of business were curtailed, they would have no 
chance of establishing a business on their own 
account. Another point was that a great many of 
the men and women who ran these sm'\!lshopshad 
their dwelling-places attached to their business 
premises. It wasalmostacru~ltytoexpect them to 
close their places of business in a hot climate like 
this at 6 o'clock, and keep their front door closed. 
He knew of several widows, whose husbands had 
died as the result of accidents, and. subscription 
lists were sent round the district for their benefit, 
with the result that considerable sums were 
raised, and they were started in a small way of 
business sufficient to keep them and their fami­
lies. If the clause were left in the Bill as it 
stood it would deprive these widows of a means 
of livelihood. He knew that there was no objec­
tion on the part of those in a large way of busi­
ness to those in a small way of business keeping 
their business premises open till 8 or 9 o'clock at 
night. The hon. member for Bulimba had re­
ferred to firms who granted their employees a 
half-holiday before any Act came into exis­
tence. He remembered that abou!J twelve or 
fifteen years ago !a meeting of shop assistants 
was held in \Varwick with the view of obtaining 
a half-holiday, and it was decided to interview 
the member for the town a.nd also the mayor. 
Sir Arthur Morgan was thce member, and he 
(Mr. Grayson) was mayor of the town. They 
were invited to interview the merchants and 
other employers of \V arwick to get them to 
grant the half-holiday to their a"sistante, and 
the managing director of Barnes a.nd OG., on 
being asked, immediately agreed to their wishes. 
Mr. G. P. Barnes, the managing director of that 
firm, was one of the most honoured business men 
they had in Warwick. (Hear, hear!) All the 
other storekeepers also agreed to close. His 
sympathies were with the amendment. He was 
sm·prised at the attitude of the Labour party, 
because be thought they would have been in 
favour of giving this concession to a deserving 
class, such as those who were running one-man 
shops. 

Mr. 00\V AP (Fitzroy) intended to vote against 
the amendment. If they exempted a one-man 
shopkeeper, and allowed him to employ one 
member of his family, that would be two. That 
would open the a.rgument to exempt two in a 
family, and by and by they would be asked to 
grant further exemptions, until at last they 
would get the big shop~, practically speaking, 
exempted al•o. 'l'his was the right place where 
they should put a stop to that. The hon. member 
for Cunningham mentioned certain cases where 
the employers grantee:! their enp'oyees a half· 
holiday before the Act came into existence. In 
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nearly every town of any size in Queensland the 
same privileges were given by the ohnpkeepers, 
but rt generally happened that one firm would 
break away and keep open, and everything had 
to be fixed up again from time to time. Now 
that the Act fixed this half-holiday oefinitely, 
they Rhould leave it at that. There were a few 
one-man sbr.pkeepers at Mount liT organ, ano tbev 
were in a fa.ir way of business, and be never 
heard of any outcry against them havmg to 
close their premises at 6 o'clock. He referred to 
the white people, as he did not deal off aliens 
himself and knew nothing about the shops kept 
by them. If white people only treated the alien 
shopkeepers as he treated them, then they would 
soon close thern up altogether, as they \Yould do 
no businPss. .Everything tbat could bP- bought 
from a Ch!!Jmnan could be pnrchased just aR 
easily from white people, and it would be better 
and r1eaner. There were tno many people 
exempt under the Act, and it wae meJd11g <.al'ly 
closiug n. farce, because what ont:~ was debmTed 
from getting from one shop he conld gcet from 
another. The grocery ehop would hn.ve, to close 
at G o'clock, but they could often buy what they 
wanted at the fancy-goods shop after G o'clock, 
and it was time they stopped it. 

Question~Tbat the proposed new clau.5e (ll:b·. 
Philp's) stand part of the Bill-put; and the 
Committee divided:-

::\1r. Barnes 
, Blocksidgc 

Bonchard 
Cribb 

, Forrest 
, Grayson 

Hanran 
Herbertson 

, Keogh 
, P.J.Leahy 

AYES, 19. 
Mr. ~Ic}faster 

,, Paget 
, Paull 
,, Petrie 
, Phi!p 
, Somerset 
, Stephens 
,, Swayne 

White 

Tellers: Mr. Paull and Mr. P. J. Leahy. 

~1r. Ademson 
NoEs, 32. 

llfr. Kidston 
., Barber ,. Land 

Bell ,, Lennon 
Blair Mcintyre 
Bowman ,, 3-iann 
llrennan Maughan 
Cowan Maxwell 
Oreagh 1\Iay 
Douglas C\Iitchell 
Grant Mulcahy 
Hamilton N evitt 

>• Hawthorn O'Sullivau. 
,, Hunter Jlayne 
, Jones Roberts 
, Kcnua Ryln,nd 
, Kerr \Yoods 

Tellers: :lfr. }1axwell and :i\1r. Creagh. 

PAIR. 

Aye-l\fr. Jenkinson. No-31r. Sumuer. 

Resolved in the negative. 

HoN. E. B. FORREST: Before clause 18 was 
proceeded with, he wi,hed to move another new 
clau,~,e in connection with one~1nan ~::hops. It 
was in print, and, he presumed, had been sent 
round to hon. members. It was in the exact 
terms of the clause he moved twelve months 
ago, and read-

After section fifty-two of the principal Act, the fol­
lowing ::.ection is inserted :-

[52A.] Subject to the provisions of this Act, all small 
shops shall be closed on the business days of every 
week at the hours following, namely :-On the evening 
of Mond3:y, Tuesday, ·Wednesday, 3:nd Thursday, at the 
hour of mght o'clock; on the evening of Friday, at the 
hour of ten o'clock; and on the afternoon of Saturday, 
at the hour of one o'clock. In districts, however, 
where the weekly hall-holiday appointed !or shops as 
hereinafter provided is on some day other than Satur~ 

[Mr. Cowap. 

day, the closing time for small shops on that day shall 
be one o'clock, and on Saturday shall be at the hour of 
eight o'clock in the evening. 

'l'he expression " small ::-:hop" means a shop the 
occupjet· whereof ern ploys no as8istants other tllan the 
wife or husband of the occupier and t"UCh one member 
of the occupier's t'amily as the inspector a,p:proves. 'rhis 
section shall not apply to a.ny person of the Chinese or 
other Asiatic race unless he holds a lie ·111·,.a from the 
~iiniste1· to be the oecupier of a small ~hop. 

He WJH not going over the argument~ used in 
conuect.ion wit.h the le~der of the Opposition's 
clause, bnt hA directed attention to the fact th"t 
there \V.lS a provision jn the elause 1,vhich did not 
appeu,r jn th~.:' dau,:;e last under discu~si(Jll, and 
that wa:< thil reference to Chine'e a,nd nther 
.\.siatic nw< s. The reasons that had nlreadv 
b •nn ur,.·ed wt~re quite guocl (<llPngh to lea.d to the 
chtme lwing c •rried in the modified form in which 
it was now prop1 :;;t-!d. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WOJ-UZS 
rnust trf' .. J. the clause in lJl'B"i13ely the ~arne 
manner aH its predt c~··sor. It p.-; to the same 
effect, exc~~pt that it wa.;;; not. quite ''0 objf"ction­
able in anutber way. The clu.use mo•. er1 by thg 
]Fader of the Opposition made non ·triction as 
to hours at all, whPreas there was a reAtrictic-n as 
to hours of trading in 'thA cbtFil moved by the 
hon. n1emhPr for Brisbane Xnrtb. I-Iowever, it 
was subc.;tantiallr the ~a1ne clause, and he mu-:;t 
trea.t it in t1 similar manner. 

Hox. R PHfLP thought th·• clause w•>rthv 
of discussion. lt was (Jf~rtainly n rnodification 11£ 
the clause be proposed, bec,mse it gav• tbe small 
shopkeeper n,n FX_tra two hour~• on four nights in 
the week. Instead of closing at 6 o'elock be 
would closA at 8 o'clock on Monday, Tuesday, 
\Vednesday, and Thursday. That was not a very 
large concession, and nothing like as great as 
was given in South Australia or New Zealand. 
Although he did not thi CJk the concession a very 
great one, it would be prized, and the compro­
mise seemed to him reasonable. To his know­
ledge, most of the small shops did no business 
while the large shops were open, and the business 
they were now doing was illegal business. They 
opened the back door and sold stuff to people 
after closing hours. It would be far better to 
allow the small shopkeepers two hours extra, 
and then they would have no excuse for breaking 
the law. He hoped the Committee would meet 
the hon. member for Brisbane North, and vote 
for the amendment. 

Mr. BARNES : He thought there was a feeling 
that some conce,sion should be made to one· 
man shopkee;:ers, and, as th~ Committee was 
apparently not willing to go as far as some of 
them wished, this would be ""fair compromise. 

Mr. KEOGH: One of the greatest objections 
made to the hst amendment was that it left it 
open for Chine ,e and other Ash tics to come 

under the Bill, but that objection 
[_7.30 p.m.] had been met by the present amend-

ment, and it was oul)' fair that hon. 
members should concede this small modicum to 
the struggling shopkeepers, "tc~'ho in many instanc~s 
were in very -poor circmnstance~, and the only 
opportunity they had of making a living was 
when the bigs shops were closed. The members 
of the Labour party, who had a mortal dread of 
what they termed the boodler, should show by 
their vote on this occ:tsion that they believed in 
giving a helping hand to the poor man. 

Mr. LENNON (He>·bert) thought the amend­
ment hardly so objectionable as the preceding 
one, particularly as it provided a bar againstJ 
Asiatics, but nevertheless his opinion was that 
the desire of members of the Opposition who 
supported the amendment was not RO much to 
protect the poor widow and the working man as 
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they would h<we the Committee believe. It 
appeared to him that euch sympathy was not 
US''Jt1.lly found anwt,JJ Conservative nJen1berR of 
Parliament. He. h•d been chairman of the 
'.rownsville li! ,rly Clo~ing .._L\Rsnciati:nl since its 
ina.Jgurrttion, a-nd, a~ far as his knowledge wt•ut, 
the Act, which had been in operation for ten 
year,, had nut inflicted a hardRhin on one·man 
>-hopkeeper.· · 

:Mr. Mc:\L\STEH: I know many it has ruined. 

Mr. LE;'\); ON: The most striking feY.ture to 
a -visitnr fHJITl the l\Torth w::L-; the nu~nber of 
sruall ,,hopket>Jkr::; in Brh-b:.tne and suburb~, and 
he could not under::>tand how they could carry on 
if ~uch a harf'b statt> uf thingt-! E>xL~-;tt>d. In 
Trmnsville twP!ve or fifteen years ago the shups 
1<c<ed to keep oprm tiil 8 or 9 o'clock every night, 
.m cl 11 mul 12 o 'cluek every S«tnrday night, but 
when the La.bour par~,y came into lJO\ver tht>y 
brought in le,;blation to alter that. He ad­
n1itted that thf-·L'8 WHre ahvay~ a ct-rtain number 
of employer . ..; who exercised a kindly feeling 
towards their en1plnyee.:<, but unle~"' the .t\ct wat-> 
made cornpul, ory there V\.~011ld hL~ no be sine, s in 
it at a!], and it nppe;-~red to him that if they 
allowed th-"• Rmall shopkeeperB tr, keep open 
tili 8 n'ulor..:k everv night jt wnuld rendr.r the 
Mrly clo>ing- Act cib"rt.ive. It W'M prfJb:cbletbat 
that mi~ht be the desire of some hon. members 
on this side of the Home--

Mr. AmmTROSG: Speak for yourself. 

:'\Ir. LENN0.1\ : He v:oulr! speak for other 
people 1 if he c!HJSe. Ht> had jni-t as rnnch right 
to spt>a.k of the Or·pnsitiou par~y as Opposition 
members had to SfJeak of the Labour party. If 
he had no right, then they bad no right. 

Mr. lVlACARTNEY : Mind your own business. 

Mr. LENNON: I:Vhen he was told in no 
courteous tones to mind his own business, he 
resented it, no matter from whom it came. This 
amendment, while being a slight improvement 
on the la,t, would render the Act abortive, and 
for that reason he would vote against it. 

Mr. MACARTNEY thonght the hon. mem­
ber rather misunderstood his interjection. 'I'he 
bon. member had a perfect rig-ht to criticise the 
Opposition party, but he seemed to think that 
the Opposition party-or as he termed it the 
more conservative party-were manifesting a 
desire to assist the poor people in the State 
rather late in the day, or sometbing of that sort; 
but he could assure the hon. member that a 
desire to do justice to all parties prevailed on 
this particular side of the Home. (Hear, hear! 
and laughter.} It; did not matter what question 
was before the Chamb r, or whether it was the 
poor man or the rich man. 

1Ir. BowoL~N : The agricultural labourers, for 
instance. 

Mr. MACARTNEY: He supported the 
arnendruent last year and hl was going to sup­
port it to-night, as he thought it was very reason­
::.ble. At the same time, if they tied down 
shopkf',"!pers to cErtaln rule&, it wa.-, a dangerous 
thing to pass " provi .. ion enfl,bling some other 
class of perwns to cmn~ and hm·t them because 
they had to conform to the law. 

Mr. LENNON: You have already exempted 
wholesalers. 

Mr. MACARTNEY could tell the hou. mem­
ber that, the hon. member for Fortitude Valley 
was the man who exempted them. He should have 
voted against the amendment of the leader of the 
Opposition, becaus'' he beheved it would have 
seriously affected the people tied down by the 
Act; but this was an amendment of a different 
sor.t, of a very liberal character, and in favour cf 
a poorer class of person altogether, and he would 

vote for the amendment. He thot:ght it would 
have been better if at the time the original Act 
was pas~ed, tht ... per.c<ons who "vere Cr3,rrying on 
one-man shops had heen adequatr!y protected 
from the start-Lhat is, the one-mun sbops 
shonld have JJ __ ,en Pntirely ex81upted frr1n1 the 
Act, If an amendmu1t was proposed V\rhich 
would exempt }JC'ople f''trrying on business in 
that WU}, he \Vuuld glad~_y suvport it; lJ,Jt nndsr 
the arnen1lm~nt tJI'!)poBt>d hy the iea.der (,f the 
Opposition a.n entirely n~::w cla.ss of shotJn'el"'TS 
would spri:Jg up to t ,k · ~.dvantage of the 
stdr1gent conditionti iinpc.sp{ upon other peoplt•. 
'rhe amendment. at pre~ent; under consider.,..l.ion 
proposed 1ne cifulleniency, whih! it would Lot 
jnjnre the peuplu \vho WH't~ ctmtrnlled by the 
principal Act. 

HoN. R. PHU~P: He bad OPPli in Korth 
Queensland before t:.e hon. rnen1ber for I-Ied). rt 
wt·nt there, "nd jn t.ho~0 da:.s t!:t~ ctec.·nt ~-::bPps 
closell .1:t {j o'cloek every oay excfpt S •tttrd<~.Y· 
rrhe LabOUi' f-!Urty were !lOt in po\Ver, ;it"i the bun. 
metnber ~aid, hen the F.w~.orieB and Sheps Act 
\17aR pat'sed, though tllPy might be in poh·er row. 

The PREMIEU : They were in po\ver tben for 
that purpose. 

HoN. R. PHILP : They ''ere IH>t in power 
then for that or for any och<,r purpo'·e. 

l\Ir. LEN~ON : 'l'he late mernber f .r For·titude 
Valley, Mr .. Frank 2\IeDonneE, w'" pr ·ctic,lly 
the fHther oft:" Bill. 

Hm>. R. PHILP: Tbe JYiini,ter who passed 
it was 1\ir. JTr)xton. 

Mr. Bmn1AN: He gave Mr. JYicDonuell credit 
for being the father of Lhe Bill. 

HoN. R. PHILP: No. He gave Mr. M~cDon­
nell credit for assisting him. Mr. McDonnell, off 
his own bat, could not have passed one clause of 
the- Bill. He believed the Act had proved a 
very good one, but it had been found to press 
hardly upon the small shopkeepers. Already in 
South Australia and New Zealand they had 
seen the hardship, 'md har! remedied it, and we 
in Queensland ought to be prepared to amend 
the Act in the same direction. He did not 
think the big shopkeepers would complain at 
all, because they knew th>>t the small shop­
keepers could only do busines,, after the big 
shops were closed. JYiost of the small shop­
keepers were keeping those shops because they 
were inc.:J..par,itated frvn1 dl)ing other work. 
Nobody had ''''er heard of a one-man shop­
keeper making a fortu!'e, but they might make 
a living if the.v were r,llowed a little htitude in 
reg1rd to keeping open after the 1".rger shops 
were closed. There wc:-R no donht the working 
cJasses themselVE:.1 ~ wen~ to the big EhotJs as a 
rule, and only went to the one~man shops to get 
a few thl ngt:; ;J,fter th8 big shnps were clo:.:ed. 

Mr. lviAKN: Not many days n.w the bon. m em· 
ber for rfoqwong lectnred hon. Ulerubers for not 
attending to their parliarnenta.ry bu~inePs. Now 
the hon. nLmber s"id that the amendnwnt pro­
posed by the luder of the 0>•pc3ition vas a ntnst 
dangerous one, and yet he bct.d not been pre:,-:ent. to 
vote against it. I>, \TU.S f'.C tnda.lou:-~. ti1at a tne!n~ 
ber living in this city, with all t1H! conveni--Htces 
at his hand in the shape 11£ cabs and 1rwtor can~, 
conld not be !Jte,ent to help to defeat an amend­
ment which he considered d>tngerous l He sym­
pathised with the one-m<tn s;,opkeer•er probably 
more than hon. members of the Opposition, 
but there was a danger in the amendment, which 
provided : "This section shall not apply to any 
person of the Chine ,e or other Asiatic race, 
unless he holds a license from the J\finister to be 
the occupier of a small shop." Th<; Opposition 
had all ahng favoured cheap coloured labour; 
and, if they had a Minister in power who was a 

Mr.Mann.] 
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howling- jingo, who thought that a ,Japanese was 
better than a Britisher, he might grant licenses 
to Asir,tic" to open their >hop,. 

Hon. K B. FoHRES1': You know perfectly 
weli why it is put in that form. 

l'!Ir. ?.1A:NN !mew tha•, if the Opposition were 
in power, am! a request came from the Japanese 
Government, they would be only too willing to 
allo ,. the J apane.e ,hops in Queensland to remain 
open till any hour of the night. 

LABOLI\ ;\IE:IIBERS : Hear, hear ! 

Mr. :iYIANN: They were in power wlwn the 
only treaty made Ly any State i:> tiH; Common­
wealth had been entere,] into with .Japan. They 
were nspm1sible for allowing the Japanese to 
come here :J,nd start bu~iness. The rnain street; in 
Townsville, for instance, was pretty well full of 
Chinese and J ap&nl"Se shops now. 

Mr. CREAGH: \Vhat about Cairns? 

1fr. ~LH\N : 'They did not buy wedding 
cakes from Chinese at Cairns. Townsville was 
worse than Cairn;,. It was quite possible that 
the tTapanese G1>vernrnent xnight insist on their 
subjects resident in Queensland h;;ving votes, and 
they might have all the Japanese shopkeepers in 
Townov!lle applying p: es~ure to the leadtr of 
the Opp•Jsition, who might then be leader of 
the Gcvernment, to !;ive them pormits. That 
might happen not only with the Japanese, but 
with the Chines•J, the .Lwanese, and all the 
other "ese" from Asia. He would like to vote 
for the amendment but fm· the danger that he 
saw in that connection. Seeing that a Japanese 
or a Chinaman might be allowed to keep open, 
he was going to vote against it. 

l'!Ir. KENNA (Bo11•en) was somewhat sceptical 
about this poor widow whom the Opposition 
seemed to keep always on stock. 'l'hat 'un­
fortunate creature ttppeared to be always on tap. 
They had her dractged in in connection with the 
postal hallot, and on almost every Bill they 
heard of her. The leader of the Opposition was 
rather unfortunate in referring to the case of 
South Australia, be~ause the report of the in­
spect.ur there went to prove that the large shop­
keepers who were compelled to close were re­
senting the one-man shopkeepers being allowed 
to remain open. He did not think the pa±sing of 
the amendmcmt was going to cause mud1 trouble, 
becau'e mogt of thos0 one-man shopkeepers sold 
surreptitiomly after closing time. 'fhey would 
require an army of inspectors t•> keep watch over 
all the one-man sho9keepers in the metropolis. 
He had seen trading done openly in one-man 
shops. There wHs not n1ueh goorl in weeping 
and wailing over the one-man shopkeeper. 'l'he 
generr-tl tendency waR to" ards the concentration 
of industry and the wiping ,ut of the small 
shops, and the small man bad to g-o. The 
universal provider iva·-, going to wipe him out, 
and the extr.nsion of the parce1R post 'Va!4 wiping 
him out. The ;,mall mr.n still survived, buc. the 
big trading classes would tell them that he only 
survived by picking the eyes out of the industry. 
'l'he existe:nce of n1n~t of the one-n1an shops, 
which lived by picking the very eyes out of 
indm::,try, was a prPcarious existence. In rnany 
case' the wife of a working man who had a busi­
nese tend0ncy opened a little shop, "nd she was 
content if she made oufficient to pay the rent. 
In other case' one-man "hops were established by 
some agent, aud then !-;old a~ a going concern to 
a per~nn dPsirous of entering into husiness. 
This Bill proposed to restrict competition, to 
make people purchase within a given time 
People were inclined to be lazy in these matters, 
and to put off making their purchases till the 
last moment.' Some persons if they had twelve or 
fourteen hours' leisure, and had a little shopping 
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to do, would put off that shopping till the last 
ten minutes within which it could be done, but 
under this measure they would ha ,.e to do their 
business within cerhin hours. And if they 
allowed a big class of people-and the one-man 
shopkeepers were com•iderable in number taken 
in the aggregate-to have the privilege of trading 
out of those hours, thr•y would d.u an jnjustice to 
those traders who were restricted. The fairest 
way to deal with the matter was to pnt them all 
on a level, and then if the one-nmn shops could 
not sudive they could noc h•,!p it. \Vhen the 
proposal to clo~t' one-man shops at the r~gula­
tion hour w<cs tirat snbmitted to the House, 
the same cry wab raised, but 1nore \'igor­
omly, that it would drive the one-rnan ,,hop­
keeper to the wall. '1'he report of the m­
spectnr of factories and .>hops showed that it 
had not wiped out the one-nmu shopkeepers, but 
that, as a n:atter of fact, 1 hey had increased in 
number. He did not think they would inflict 
any hardship upon ''ne-nmn shopkeepers by con­
tinuing conditions under which they had g-rown 
up and survived, and he intended to vote against 
the amendment. 

Mr. Me MASTER: vVhen he read this amend­
ment, he thought it was so reasonable that it 
woulrl be generally accepted, and. he w<cs sur­
prised to hear the arguments whiCh h><d been 
urged against it. '1'he hon. men,ber for Herbert 
stated that the Opposition were not in earnest 
in pleading the cause of the widow in this 
matter, and that they were only professing to 
ad vacate the cause of those people. Let the 
hon. member speak for himself. As fo.r as he 
(Mr. l'!IcMaster) was concerned, he was in earnest 
in the matter. He knew people who bad been 
ruined through being compelled by an arbitrary 
Act to cloBe at tht> same time as t.he larger shop­
keepers. The hrm. member for Bowen "aid the 
small man must go down. He knew one man 
who started in a small way, and who was now 
one of the most prominent shopkeepers we had 
got. The people who spoke about the competi­
tion of Chinamen and Cingalese, and who were 
trying to prevent the Europe><n one-man shop· 
keeper from keeping open, were th<' very people 
who kept the Chinaman going. He had seen. a 
Chinaman's shop full of women customers, while 
the Englishman who kept a shop alongsi<Je was 
doing nothinfi but leaning over the counter 
smoking his pipe. The hon. member for Herbert 
talked about his sympathy with the employees 
in shops. Why did not his sympathy go out to 
tbe leader of the Labour party, wbose shop was 
exempt, and to the deputy lcadee of that party, 
whose shop was aJ.,o exempt? 

Mr. MITCHELL : That is not true. 
Mr. ::VIcMASTER: Well, why did not the 

sympathy of those hon. members go out to those 
people who were compelled to close their small 
shops? If the Committee refused to accept this 
amendment, they wcJUld do a V<'ry gre",t injnr~ to 
a large number of people. He was not TdOJ.dlng 
the cause of the widow in this matter more 1 han 
that of any other per,on. Only yesterday a n.1an 

in a crlppled condition came t<' h1m. 
[8 p.m.] This man was in the prime of life, 

and had been employed at one of 
the Government sug-ar-mill&. Owing to the 
injury that 1nan received, be \Vas incapable of 
doing any hard work. He could keep a emall 
shop; but it was no use a man in that state of 
health keeping a small shop, as he would not do 
any business while the large business establish­
ments were open, and he would be only able to 
get a livin" if he could deal with those who came 
out after 6 o'clock. There were hundreds in 
Brisbane who would be only too glad to earn 
their living in this way, and in some cases 
it would prevent people having to go to the 
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Government and beg for the 5s. a week. But this 
clause pre,·ented an honest man from earning a 
living in that way, and closed the door against 
him. · 

::VIr. MITCHELL (li!Ia1·yborough): The hon. 
member for :Fortitude Valley said, in connec· 
tion with the keeping open of shops, that he 
noticed that working· men's wives took up a con­
siderable part of their time in leaning over the 
countr:-r and discussing n1atters with the China­
men and other Asi~tti cs. 

Mr. McMASTER: Tba.t is so. 

::\l[r. MITCHELL : In the interests of the 
democratic movement, he hoped the working men 
of the V alley would notice the reflections that 
had been caqt, on them and their wives by the 
hon. member for the Vulky. 

Mr. Mcl\1ASTER: I made the same statement 
four or five ye ·ra ago in this House. 

Mr. MITCHELL: Another miltter he would 
like to refer to was that when he mad•• the state­
ment that his shop was closed at fj o'clock it was 
sufficient evidence that that was so. E> idently 
the practice of the jnniM membrr for the Valley 
in connection with nis buhiness and his general 
bearing and charac 1er was to evade what was 
generally considered to be thA truth, and to 
make people believe he was doing thing' which 
he was not doing when he got up and accused 
other mPmbers in that way. He (Mr. Mitchell) 
made the statement quite clearly that his shop 
was never open after the time fixed for closing. 
The amendment was too thin f(lr anyone not to 
see through it. The hon. member for Toowong 
said if he bad been in the House he would have 
voted against the amendment of the leader of 
the Opposition, but as this amendment was 
modified he would vote for it. The hon. mem­
ber's reasoning was that if a man stole £1 he did 
a great wronp-, but if he stole 5s. they could look 
over it. The hon. member came to the con­
clusion that the amendment of the leader of the 
Opposition was wrong bec"u"e be demanded too 
mucb, but when modified by anoth"r amend­
ment it might be accepted by the Committee. 
This amendment was to continue t-he appearance 
of things that the Opposition members were 
more sympar,het.ie and more generc'US to the poor 
people than any other member of the Committee, 
but the experience of the members of the Opposi­
tion would lwtd people outside the House to 
judge accordingly, arrd those people would sfly, 
"This is " class from which we can expect very 
little sympathy." He would h., ve much ple<tsure 
in voting against the amendment. 

JI!Ir. MACARTNEY would not have risen 
again had it not been for the remarks of the hon. 
member for frlaryborough. From his experience 
in the House, nnd frmn hib experience-! of the 
Labour party of the; last seven or eight y<ears, he 
had come to the conclusion th<>.t when it came t,, 
a question of mercy tn any unfortunate perRon in 
t.be State, whether he was a worker or a perwn 
carrying on a oue-man shop, that rnercy wt,,s not 
to be iounrl in the Labour corner. 

OPPOSITION lvl!G.!BERS : Hear, hear ! and La­
bour b,ughter. 

:\[r. MACARTJ\' EY: Mercy was subordinate 
to ~·C'nle of the prinoiples which the hon. gentle~ 
man-hunestly enough, perbaps-pr·;tended to 
posse{'s. \Vheu a nmn got to the nge of sixty­
five yeare, then, acc()rcling tn the L:\.bour party, 
that man h.d to be pole-axed. 

Mr. BOWliAN: Who said so? Your own Gov­
ernment were instrumental for putting men out 
at that age. 

Mr. NIACARTNEY : Then they gave a 
man a paltry 5s. a week to live on. 

Mr. BowMAN : Who initiated that 5s. a week? 
Mr . .:YIACARTNEY, It was quite true that 

the Opposition when in power were merciful 
enough to grant these men 5s. a week, but they 
did not deprive men of the right of making a 
living as well. ·when they found legi"lation of 
that kind introduced into this House, then they 
found that anything that stood in the way of 
the principles advocated by the hon. gentleman 
-whether it was alive or otherwise-then it had 
to be wiped away ruthlessly, aod irrespecti>·e of 
any fedings of mercy or jus~ice. \Vhtln he 
said he would support the amendment, th :t was 
a merciful view to take, and it was not play­
acting like the hem. gentleman indul"ged in. 
They saw " great de<tl of play-acting in this 
House. 

Mr. BowMAN: And there is no greater artist 
fit it than you. 

Mr. MACARTNEY: And they saw as much 
of it in the Labour corner as they did on the 
Treasury benches. 

Mr. MAxWELL : This is the last shot before he 
leaves for borne. 

Mr. CREAGH rose to refute some of the 
statementH m fide by the hon. m em her fur Cairns, 
who catechised the leader of tbe Opposition as a 
member of a town that had its rrwin street full 
of Chinamen. This was what a certain paper 
said about Cairns and its memb~r-

Cairns is remarkable for two things-viz., it is a town 
where every poor white trash takes off his hat to a 
chow, and the only " rat" Labour paper in the State is 
published. It is worthy of note that a youth named 
Wah Yen has been taken on at the loeal telegraph office 
as messen~er. Cairns will have nothing white if it can 
get it yehow or spotted or brindle. Similarily, . it 
is satisfied with its member. It is drendfully eas1ly 
satisfied. 
The interjection he made had no application to 
the hnn. member for Cairns particularly, but he 
tried to show, by reading from a paper and letters 
which he received every week from a certain 
person in Crnydon, that he. (Mr. Creagh) had a 
wedding cake made by a Chmarnan. (Laughter.) 

The CHAIRMAN: The bon. member must 
address himself to the clause before the Com­
mittee. I listened to the extract read by the 
hon. member to see if he intended il; to have any 
bearing on the clause, but I could not discover 
that it. bad. If the hon. gentleman desires to 
make a personal explanation, he can ask the 
leflve of the Committee to do so, but otherwise 
he must address himself to the clause. 

Mr. CREAG H thou!{ht the Chairman had 
ruled once before that a member against whom 
a peP,onal reflection was made w~Ls justified in 
replying. 

The CHAIRMAN : Does the hon. member 
complain that the hon. member f<'r Cairns hils 
made a personal refiecr,ion upon him during the 
discu,sion on the clause? 

Mr. CREAGH: That is so. 
The CHAIRMAN : During this debate? 

Mr. CREAGH: Yes. 
The CHAIR:\IAN : I do not remember hear­

ing it. 'Nil! the hon. member stiltt· when it 
occurred? 

Mr. CREAGH: While the hon. member for 
Cairns wa' speaking. 

The CHAIRMAK: \Vill the hon. memher 
inform me wh<tt were the words used? (Go­
vernment laughter!) 

Mr. OREAGH: Yes; the hon. member for 
Cairn' was maldng certain reflectinns on the 
leader of the Opposition in referenre to China­
men and ,Japanese. 

Mr. Creagh.] 
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Mr. MANX: ·what has this to do with it? 
Mr. CREAGH : He wa• addressing the 

Chair-a gentl<eman-and not the member for 
Cairns. 

The CHAIRMAN : Order ! 
l\Ir. ClU~AGH: The hon. member was m .k­

ing cetLlin reHections on the l8ad8r of the 
Oppo.-~ition, and he 1nterjected that tho :-nrne 
thin~' was dor~ at Cairn..;, ::tnd the hon. 1nen1ber 
fo:r Cait'L:3, speaking to hin1 dhectly, said, "I did 
not hav(~ a wedding cake ~.1nde by Po Chinr1man," 
thereby inter,ding to cnnvey that be (:11r. 
Creagh) ht~d a, 'veddin~· cak~.~ ID:id~ hy a. China· 
ll1'.n, (Langht(-r.) Th~~to staten1ent wrs Juade 
through the Croydon local He need not 
nanw 1 be }Xtpn·. It w~1., ~c·nt the bun. mEnnber 
for Oaun . .,, who prur.:.ri::-e J ! o take the !11';-t oppar­
tunixv of bringin;~ it lwfore the CfL,mber and 
expn~ing it. Svt ing that that w:Js the fir~t. o"1por~ 
tunity tbe holl. H1Clllb· r had had uf e·:po:,im.{dome­
thillg' which never tntJk phtLe, it '-v·ns c•nly fu.ir that 
he (J.\.Ir. Ure<~gh) ~hu1_llc1 h<~Vf~ an opportunity of 
denying- wDat the hnn. n1ernbf::'l' for· Cait·n:s wi<hed 
tu conve.y. 

The CHAIR'-IAN: [did not hear the inter­
jection tnade bv thf:" h(m, metnher for Cai.·na, but 
if it wete 1Wld8 I think the hon. member for 
Croyc' n mi,;l1t be permitted briPfly tn deny the 
~t({.terru::nt. He certainly cannot go into it at 
length. 

Mr. CREAGH: He would accept the Chair­
mP,n's ruling. 'rhe particular cake in question to 
which thP hon. member for Cttirns referred 
(langht<er) w,,s a very gocd cake. lt was not 
bought by him from a Chinaman, but pre,ented 
to him by a better Chinaman than the hon. 
mPmber for Cairns. 

The CHAIRMAN: Order, order ! 
Question-That the new clause, as rev,d (1Wr. 

Forrest's), stand pari; of the Bill-put; and the 
Cofumittee divided:-

AYEs, 24. 
::\Ir . .~:\.rmstrong Mr. :1\Iacartney 

, Barnes , ~'lcMaster 
Jj Block!'idge ., Moore 
, Rouchard , Paget 

Cribb , Paull 
, Forrest , Petrie 
, Fox ,, Pllilp 
, Gray'lon ,, Somerset 
,. Gnnn Stephens 
,. 1-Ianran ,, Stodart 
, Keogh , Sv1 ayne 
, I1eahy ,, VValker 

Tellers: J!r. Paget and ~Ir. Crib b. 

::\:fr. Adamson 
, Bar be· 
H Bell 
, Blair 

Bowman 
,, Hrenn"n 
, Cowap 
,, Creagh 
,. Dougla::; 

Gn~ut 
., Hamilton 
, Httrdnrre 

Hawthorn 
HuntLr 

NOES, 32. 
J!r. Kerr 

, Kidston 
, Lar.d 
, Lennon 
, :.'lcintyre 

):Iann 
, I\'laxwell 

1Iav 
)!itcbcll 

, }'Iulcahy 
, Xevitt 
, , 0'::-:;ullivan 
.. P~tvne 
, Roberts 
, Ryl-md 
.. Woods 

, ,Jone, 
Kenn:t 
Tellers: 3-Ir. Cowap and Mr. Grant. 

PAIR. 
Aye-Ji:Ir. Jenkinson. No-::\fr. Sumner. 
Resoh·ed in the negative. 
Clause 18 pnt and passed. 
On clause 19-" Duration of employment and 

ovr:!rtin1e \\'Ork"-
Tbe SECRETARY FOH PUBLIC WORKS 

moved the omission in snbclanse (6}, line 27, of 
"night." It would then read- -

No person who is employed in any capacity as a sales­
mall, or shop assistant, or in clerical duties in any shop 

[Mr. Creagh. 

shall also be employed as a. watchman in any shop 
occupied by the same occupier. 

If the prohibition of a shop assistant as a watch­
man was a right thing, it sb"uld also apply to 
the duties of nig-ht watchman. 

lvh. BLOCKSIDGE: H· hacl 'm amendment 
in a previous part of the clause. If the clause w:ts 
carried "' it stond, it would compel shopkeepers 
t'l close at half-past 9 o'clock, because it only 
allow~d them fifty-two anrl a-h,df hour.o for work. 
On J.\I:onday, 'ftH~'-day, \Vc'dtwsdav, ;~nd Thur;-;­
da,y tbere ·were nine honr~ E·ach day, nr thirty­
six altog·etber, and Hvr on SR-tn::days~ ·which 
1nL, Je forty-one. The clause on1y a.l]owed for 
eleven and- a-hslf ''" Friday, which made a total 
of fifty-tv·o and a· half honrs per week. 

TlwSECfmTARY FURPUBLIU\YORKS: 
Th hrm. u1en1bPr no~ hr1vin.:;; C{iv~?n nqtice uf the 
atnendtnent, he ha.d not consi.ch::red the que tion, 
bu"" he did not think there wa·~ Pnything in 
the point rai~ .... d. A~~ th~.:: h1Jw \Vuuld stand now, 
the1 e would Le "limitation of fifty-three hours' 
wot k in a week, '""d the shops must be elosed at 9 
or 10 o'clock, as the c.1se might be, on the long 
evenings. There was no time fixed for starting. 
The hon. member w_ts perhap.< assumit;g that 
tbe employer was bound to start at a fixed time, 
but he was not. This clause was taken from 
section 54 of the old Act, under which the hours 
of work for women an;l children were fifty-two. 
There was the following provio > to the clause :-

But when by t-his Act the shop may be kept open up 
to nine o'clock or ten o'clock, as the case may be, in 
the evening, he may employ them on that day for a 
period of cle-ve;_1 and a half hours, exclusive of the time 
allowed for meals. 

The time here W<1s fifty-three hours, which was 
an advance upon fifty-two under the previous 
Act. 

Mr. BLOCKSIDGE: It was not possible for a 
shopkeeper to keep open and work his employees 
until 10 o'clock, unless he started them half a,n 
hour late one morning in the week. 

The SECRETARY l>'OR PUBLIC \VORKS : He could 
do that. 

Mr. BLOCKSIDGE: But why con1pel him 
to do that? 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC VVORKS: He 
might let them go at half-past 5 o'clock one 
eveoing instead of 6 o'clock. 

Mr. BLOCKSIDGE: He thought it was 
hardly right to say that if the employees went 
half an hour late one morning in the week they 
should leave half a,n hour earlier on Friday>. 

The SECRETAHY FOR PUBLIC WORKS 
said he had reckoned the hours on the different 
da.vs on which e1nulnyeel': worked. An bon. 
m8mber ss-ringing ._m; a1nendrnent likci this 
ah\ .tvs ran tbe risk of it not being accepted, 
unleS'J it wa.s clPar it would do no harrn to the 
Bill. On M:onday, TuP><day, \V<cdnesclay, and 
':rhursday the~·e were niue honrs a d~,y, :making 
thirty-.,ix houre. and t·.,elve hours on Frida-y, 
and five on Saturday. That would make tifty­
three hours altogether, ·whlch wn.-s the Inaxinnnn 
time that an employer could work an employee. 

Mr. BLOOKSIDGE: That is all I am asking for. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS: 
Now there was a lim[tation. The Bill restricted 
that to eleven and a half on the long day, so that 
an employer would have to ta]j:e haif an hour out, of 
his employees on some other day of the week. 

Tbe CHAIR:\>IAN : Does the hon. member 
wish to press hia amendment? 
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Mr. BLOCKSIDGE did not wish to press 
the amendment fmtber if the J\Iinister would 
not accept it. He thought it would be a reason­
able alteration. 

Amendment (,If,·. O'Sulli1•an's) agreed ta. 

The SECRETAI-tY FOR PUBLIC WORKS 
n1oved the onli\,sionof tho follnwing paragraph:-

(17 .) 'rhe provisions of this section requiring payment 
to be made for overtime ~hall not apply to any manager 
or foreman who reeeives as ·wages not less than fifty 
shillings per week. 

It was a similar mnendn1ent to that n1ade in 
clause 14 with refereilce tu forewomen. 

Amendment agreed to. 
Claut-,e, as arr1ended, put and passed. 

On clause 20-" Hours of employment in 
exempted shops"--

HoN. E. B. J:<'ORREST moved the insertion, 
in I in~ 54, flage l:i, of the words "in hotel bar-• 
aml." In the principal Act hot.els were exempt, 

and the lfl<C1.xirnun1 nurnber of hou:'s 
[8.30 p.m.] their employees were to be asked 

tq work v. as fixed at Reventy-hvo 
per week. The Bill proposed to reduce the 
number of hours fmm seventy-two to fifty-three. 
That 'rm;; a tr 1nendous drop of nineteen hour.s a 
week, which would di<or5anise any businc,.s. 
It might be sa;d thc.t seventy-two hours was too 
long to ~\Olk anyh>dy. He said so hi1nself; but, 
as a matter of fac~, trnployeeil in hotel b::.r::~ had 
never wort{ed St'\8nty-t\Vo hours per -.veek fron1 
the tinP the Act W>lS p·"sed, and nine-tenths of 
them did not know that scventy-tw0 hout·s was 
the maximum undAr tbe .... -\.c~" N(•Ver having been 
c.>mpelled to vc ork for that number of hours, they 
had !18\'t'l' found it necf< .. ·-try for thtnl to be 
aware of the fact. His pro post d awen1menL 
would reduce tlw number CJf \vorking hnnr;:; from 
seventy-two to sixty l~ours P"T week. r_rhat "'~as 
a propo~al that ca1ne frotn the hotel employePS 
themselves. He would now givt-~ Rome of ·t.heir 
reasuns for asking for this alteration. In the fir"t 
place, the Licensinc:- Act r<>ndered it necessary to 
keep hotels open from 6 a.m. to 11 p.m. It 
might nut be eompulsory to keep open for those 
honr,, but competition made it necessary for all 
to remain open, as the hotel which did not ob­
serve those hnurs would Jose bminess. Another 
reason why the number of hours should be fixed 
at sixty per week was tha.t tbat was the number 
in New South \Vales, where they had one of the 
most stringent Licensing Acts in force in Aus­
tralia ; and, if the system worked well in that 
State, it should work equally well in Queensland. 
It was also alleged by the barmaids and barmen 
that theirs was an easier occupation than work 
in shops or factories, and they al>n said that they 
had greater privileges. They had a weekly half­
holiday, in common with other classes of em­
ployees; they claimed that they bad more con­
cessions than employees in shop> 'md factories. 
l\Iany of them were treated as members of the 
family; they received better wages than em· 
ployees in shop" and factories ; and, in addition, 
they said they were c·ontent with their conditions 
and did not want to be disturbed beyond having 
the rnaximutn nun1ber of hour~ re-duced frvn1 
seventy-two to sixty per week. Only strong 
reasons should induce hon. members to vote 
against the amendment. Hon. members were 
aware that two petitions had been presented 
that afternoon in favour nf the proposal. He 
bad presented one signed by eighty-nine bar­
maids and bat'm•'n in Charters ~rowers. Th8y 
reprE·sented thirty-two hotels, which was a very 
strong representation from Charters Tower:;. 
The other t;etition was presented by the junior 
member _for Jp"vich. It ~;·as signed by fifteen 
barmaids and barmen in Ipswich. He had also 
received letters from both barmaids and barmen. 

The firi:it one was from Brisbane, and was signed 
hy forty-seven barmaids, who, referrin~ to the 
change prnposed to be made by the Bill with 
regard to thP maximun1 nurnl1er nf hours to be 
worked, said-

lYe contend that the latter maximum (fifty-three) 
hours) iR unreasonitble, lnasmuch :1s we are oftentimes' 
during the dull business parts of the day practically doing 
nothing, although on duty, aud if the fifty-three maxi­
mum is carried it \Yill mean tlu" loss of many privileges 
and concessions which we no\v enjoy. ,,.e ·would point 
out thn.t our employment is altogetller diffPrent in the 
way of close applicHtion to businC'S Unring- working 
hours a~ (•ompared with employees 'm other br:mcbes of 
lnbour, where it is imperative to work continuously and 
\Yi!bout intermission During th stated hours laid 
down. \\re, therefore, rf-.'''Pectfnl1y request that ) ou 
will, in our interests, exerci8e your iutluence in the 
Hon(l.e with a view of making the maximnm l"ixtylJours, 
a maximn1n 'iYhich we feel assured \vonld be sati.:~factory 
alike to employer and employi:!e. 

'fhat letter waR writt.,,n b~· a lady who ,,.as Yery 
well known in Brisbane, and who bore an excel­
lent reputation. The hotels reprc,"ente·l were :­
The Australian Hotel, Briti'h Empire Hotel, 
His Majesty's Hotel, Oxford Hotel, Grand 
Hotel, Prince of \Vales Hotel, Exchange Hotel, 
Qneen's Hotel, Hotel DAniel, L nnon's Hotel, 
Stock Exchange Hotel, York Hotel, l\atio:1al 
HotBl, Hnhl C ;cil, Oarlton Cluh HoLe!, Union 
Hotel, and the Long-reach Hotel. Tlh' next 
letter was frorn seventy-five h,qrmen in the san'le 
hotelR, and was snbstani·.ially the .sa1ne. Both 
barnlHids and ba.rrnen suggt-xt-:.d t.hat ~ixty hours 
a Wb:-k should be the IH ~xi,nntn, and :hey tX­

pre'lSed the opinion that. thut V\:ould be s~.tisfac­
tory to b(!- h employPrB and etnployet·,,. The 
next letter he had received wa' d <t.ed the 14th of 
Septetnber, from l\Iaryborough. In t.bis letter 
it w:>' stated tba~-

Our \YOrk in a general wny i.s not ot ~Ul ardnons 
nattn'~', we often times hRving hours during the (h\y 
when there is practic .dly nothing doing, and altogether 
different to gjrls who, in other walk~ of life, ··1ve to 
apiJlY theu'.sel-re:s without intermission to their employ­
ment durin~ their working hours. 'Ye wunlt1 su~:gest 
a fair compromise-that the propos( d hours, fifty-three, 
should.l;le &mended to sixty, a mnximnm wllieh \\~; 
consider would b3 fnir alike to employer and employees. 

1'he other letter came from Gym pie, and was 
signed by a dozen eu1ploye:'s whn reprt:;sented 
the Union Hotel, Royal Excbru<((e Hotel, Tatter­
sail's Hotel, Imperial Hotel, Sydney Hotel, 
Otago Hotel, RoyRl HotPl, Mining Exchange 
Hotel, Northumberland Hotel, aud the Com­
mercial Hotel. Then be had got anoLher letter 
from Bundaberg, Ri~ned by employees in the 
Queen's Hotel, the Grand Hotel, and the Prtlace 
Hotel. He had now given the Committee the 
information which had been pbced at his dis­
posal, from which they would see that the pro­
position to fix the maximum hours per week at 
sixty came from the bar attendants. It was a 
reasonable proposition, and one which he trusted 
the G<Jvernment would accept and the Com­
mittee adopt. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLTC WORKS 
proposed to treat this amenrlment a; a non-v<rty 
question, a" it was entirely a mat tu fm the Com­
mittee to decide. Uncle( the present l"w the 
number of hours which ba:· employeeo had to work 
w;:s seventy-two, and the Bill propo;.ecl to reduce 
them to fift?-three. There wa' a great deal in 
the contention of the hon. member, for snch a 
reduction had a t<>nd~:r1cy to disorganise gny 
basiness. The amendrn••rot would mllke tbe 
n1aximurn number of hcrure sixty instead of fifty­
three, and that would be tw'·lve hours le.-R than 
bar attendant::; were requirr i to \Vnrk nndf'r the 
present law, \Vhich v1aH ~~. f!l'etty good conces~iun. 
As the Bill stc,od, the proo, i·,ion fixing fift.y-three 
hours as n, week'H work applied t1.1 ~111 employees, 
except those engaged by cbemiot' and butchers, 

Hon. T. O'Sullivan.] 
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and there were obvious reasons why the hours 
were longer in those cases. The question was 
whether the mover of the amendment had made 
out a good case, apart from the argument that 
the proposal in the Bill would tend t0 disorga­
nise business. It seemed to him that as hotels 
had to be open from 6 a. m. till ll p.m., the em­
ployees in hotels were in a rather different posi­
tion from employees in other businesses, and, 
taking the whole of the circuwstances into con­
sideration, he recommended the Committee to 
accept the amendment. To prevent any mis­
understanding, he might say that he did n .. t Jo,k 
upon the letters from the empio) bes as very batis­
factory e1·idence in '-upport of the amendment, 
e3pecially as, though coruing frmn different places, 
they all sug-;.:;est..,d the sctme waximun1 ot sixty 
hours, bnc he ba~l?d his conclusion on the ca..,.t::: 
whic,; the hon. mqn~Jer had made out on behalf 
of the emplo) er,. 

l\Ir. BOWUAN was opposed to the amend­
ment, and he regretted that the Minister was. 
even prepared to support it. He did not think 
there \vere any women who deserved greater 
protection than the barmaids. He was looking 
forward to the day when there would be no 
banna.ids in the hotels. and when the amend­
ing· LicE>nsing Bill came along he would support 
a provision that no barmaid be allowed to 
hand over grog. From his experience of living 
in hotels, he bad board greater insults hurled 
at v<omen serving in the bars than he had 
beard u--ed to women in any other calling. 
'l'he hon. member for Brisbane l'\orth read a 
letter stating tba.t the barmaids were not 
always actively employed. It was true that 
they might be waiting for a few hours during 
the day, but they were on duty all the same, 
as they were there to serve out liquor when it 
v. as required. The ar,;ument that they were 
not on dutv when thev were not servin_o: out 
long beers 'or ladling out whiskies would not 
stand at all. He could understand the petitions 
that had been sent in, because the Licensed 
Victuallers' Association was a live org-anisa­
tion, and the secretary of that organisation 
wa·· one of the most active secretaries that the 
ass-->ciation had ever had in their experience. 
He was a competent secretary, and a competent 
organiser, and this was the result of his 
traveiling- round and his agitation. The hon. 
mem~J-er for Brisbane North had always been 
to th.-- fore in advocating the claims of licensed 
victuallers. He remembered the bon. gentle·­
man, in 1900, even voting against the seventy­
two hours, which was the time fixed for the' bar­
maids and uarmen, because the hon. gentleman 
was interested in the trade. He (Mr. Bowman) 
was personally acquaint-ed with one or two 
barmen, and they told him that they wanted 
to come under the same provisions as employees 
in other callings. He would test the Com­
mittee by a division, and see who was sym­
pathetic in connection with the number of 
hours tlwse Larrnaids and barmen had to work. 
He would support the clause as it stood. 

l\Ir. P. J. LEAHY was particularly pleased 
th"-t the :\Iinister -.aid this was not a party 
question. In reducing the hours from seventy­
two to sLxty a considerable conr,ession had 
been made to the male and female employees 
of hotels. After all, the only difference be­
tween the leader of the Labom: party and him­
self wa,; se\ en hours a week. The Committee 
were called upon to fix the rea.sonahle hours 
of labour for bar emplo,yees, and the amend­
ment wonld commend itself to. all reasonable 
members of the Committee. Sixty hours a 
week was not too much to ask them to work 
when there were periods in the day when they 
were not asked to work at all. 

[Hon. T. O'Sullivan. 

Mr. MITCHELL: He would be even will­
ing to apologise for what the Labour party 
had said in regard to the want of sympathy 
on the part of the Opposition if they wo~ld 
give expression to their sympathy by votmg 
against the amendment. The. members of the 
Opposition told them of their sympathy for 
the poor widow and others, then let them 
extend that sympathy to these girls, who were 
very much in need of it. An interjection 
was made when an hon. gentleman was sgeak­
ing: " How would you like sour own daughter 
t'J stand those hours?" \Vithout wishing to 
be personal, there was scarcely. a member C!f 
the Committee who would cles1re to see his 
daughter a barmaid. (Hear, hear!) 

Mr. BoW11AX: It is good enough for the 
other girl. 

Hon. E. B. FmmEBT: Discuss that when we 
are dealing with the abolition of barmaids. 

Mr. HAMILTON: There are just as good girls 
barmaids as in any other calling. 

l\Ir. Ml'l'CHELL; There were as good and 
respectable girls employed as barmaids as 

they could po;;ibly have. But if 
[9 p.m.] hon. members would only think 

of the hours they had to work, 
and the degradation they had to suffer by the 
insults thov recei,-ed in some of the bars, they 
would not "like to see their daughters in that 
position. If they could not abolish barmaids, 
in the meantime the next best thmg was to 
see if the"V could not shorten the hours which 
these girls had to work. Seventy-two hours 
was a ridiculous time for any man or woman 
to work in a week, for oven if not continuously 
employed, they had to be in ath·ndanco, and 
that was work. He was surpnsed at the 
Minister',s attitude, which was really dis­
appointing. ThGre had been no hint of an 
amendment until a petition came before the 
l\Iinistcr, and he now suggested that the 
matter should be left entirely to the Com­
mittee. The hon. gentleman should ~tand by 
his own Bill whatever the result might be. 
He hoped the Committee -would vote against 
tho amendment. 

l\lr. LAND (Balonne) did not agree with the 
amendment and would not support it, for he 
had al·ways 'been an advocate for eight hours 
where practicable. If It was desirable to pass 
legislation to protect men and women in other 
callings, it was only fair that they should be 
protected in hotels. If an hotel-keeper had 
to depend upon the wages he could save ont 
of his employees. the sooner he clos';d down 
the· better. A g1;eat deal had been said about 
thG treatment that bar girls received, but ho 
had no doubt that, with the exception of the 
insults with which they had to put up occa­
sionally, they were better treated and better 
off than dom,··etic servants. 

Mr. i'-lACARTNEY failed to understand 
why they were discussing the que,stion, se,eing 
that in the Garlier part of the sessiOn they 
pa.ssed a 'vV ages Boards Bili providing for the 
reo·ulation of the hours of labour and the fix­
in~ of wages by spe<;ial boards. ~hose boards 
would be just as cliu1ble to dellil w1th the hours 
of lallour and wa~e~ of barmaids as the hours 
and pay of other employees. However, the fact 
remained that the hours were to be reduced 
from se' enty-two to sixty under the propos~l 
before them, and if it had not been for th~ peti­
tion read by the hon. member for: Bnsbane 
North he would have been found votmg for the 
shorter hours. In the face of that petition. 
he failed to see how they could disregard the 
facts. The hon. member for Fortitude_ yal­
ley, Mr. Bowman, scoffed at the petitions 
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which ha.d ooen presented. He did the same 
in connection with the petitions from the em­
ployees of wholesale houses. It was essential 
that they should have regard to petitions set­
ting forth absolute facts, and he tlwught in 
that case the fact that so many bar men and 
women had attached their names to the peti­
tions was sufficient justification for supporting 
the amendment. 

c\!r. BO\VMi'\K: The hon. member for Too­
"\vong hi:!.d insinuat.~d t\vo or three times during 
the se scion that he had made certain statB­
m-ents that ';'ere not true concerning certain 
petitions of la •et year in cDnnection with em~ 
plDyces Df wholesale house, 

:\Ir. i>IACARTNEY: This ye11r I am referring 
to 

Mr. BOW:MAX: He never said one word 
about the validity of the signatures this year. 
On the \V ages Boards Bill he referred to what 
transpired last year. When the deputation 
from the wholesale houses employees waited 
upon him and upon the Minister, they said 
there would be 870 odd signatures presented 
t•1 the House the fol1owing day, and that took 
place. They also recognised that in that peti­
tion they wore petitioning against the House 
increasing their hours by twelve and a-half 
in tho wePk. That was verv different from the 
attitude taken up by the hon. gentleman 
to-night. They were no'' fighting to reduce 
the hours. Had they fought against the 
wish~·' of the wiiolesale employees, they would 
ha.-e inoroased their hours bv twelve and 
a-half. When that V\ as pointe"d out to him, 
h•c had no hesitation in saying that he would 
let the thing go on the petition which "as 
presented. (Hear, hear!) 'I'hat was the ex­
planation of his action in connection with the 
wholesale employ<>es. As to the remarks of 
the hon. gentleman earlier in the evening, and 
his atbcks upon the Labour party-which he 
was readv to make both in the House and out­
side, in "the sneering manner that well be­
fitted him-he was always prepared to tell 
what the Labour party had not done in the 
way of sympathy-he (Mr. Bowman) claimed 
that the humane legislation, not only in 
r:ueon.sl,;ncl, but throughout Australia, had 
bcpn clue to the advocacy of the Labour party, 
which had forced the conservative parties in the 
various Parliaments to give the legislation 
we had to-day. Where was the hon. member's 
vote wh9n arbitration and conciliation was in­
troduced as a Labour measure? Against it 
every time. IY as he not against the Trades 
Dispute Bill, which had been desired by 
thousands in Queensland? They found the 
hon. member in his legal capacity always 
ready to vote against the unionists, s•-> that 
they might be belittled in the eyes of the 
community. Any criticisms which came from 
the hon. member would rather help the Labour 
party than discredit them, because his atti­
tude had always been antagonistic to Labour 
legislation. He hoped that when the hon. 
member came back from his trip, which he 
(l\1r. Bowman) was sorry he had to take for 
the benefit of his health, his mind would be 
more open than it was at the present time. 

i\Jr. P. J. LEAHY thought it was to be rB­
gretted that an occasiDn of this kind should 
be made subject of perSDnalities such as they 
had just listened to. 

i\'Ir. BowMAN: YDu were never capable of 
clDing it. were you? 

Mr. P. J. LEAHY: He never indulged m 
them: he always endeavoured to bring calm, 
cold reason to bear on a subject. The hon. 

member for Marybomugh ha.d told them that 
Dne reason why the hours should oo brought 
down from sixty to fifty-three was that bar­
maids had to listen to a lot Df bad language, 
and argued that the smaller number of hDurs 
the less bad language they would have to 
listen to. (Laughter.) TD be log·iual, the hon. 
member ought to bring· down the hom·s to 
Dne, or do away with barmaids altogether. 

An HONOURABLE MEMBER: Do away with 
bad language. 

"-lr. P. J. LEAFfY: It was impossible to do 
away with bad language where there were 
r.1embers of Parliam<mt abDut. (Laughter.) 
If it was a questiDn of abolishing barmaids, 
his vote "·otlld be in favour of it, as he thought 
they would find otl1er occupatiDns just as good, 
but it was not proposed to ahDlish them. 'I'he 
hon. member fDr l\JaryborDugh made an 
attack on the :,linister b'c::.wse he chose to 
make a cleta.il Df this kind a, nDn-party que>­
tion. They could only infer from the hon. 
nwmber's remarks that. irrespective of the 
merits Df the question, the Government were 
suppos·cd b use their majority to dragoon 
1nembers into a particular thing. That y,·as 
what was advc.·atecl by tl;e vice-presid<mt of 
the Labour party, a gentlc·man whD stood up 
a,s an ~ xponent of enlightene,d dmnocracy. 
'I'his was the man who would prevent anothBr 
from expressing his opinions freely. The hon. 
member for Balonne had said that he knew 
sDmethin o: a.bout' hotels. and that he (JHr. 
Leahy) alsD lmDw something ahDut them. but 
he had never had any experience in running 
hot-els. 

:\Ir. !\[ANN: Do you •cell them? 

:\Ir. P. J. LEAEY: He was not like the 
hon. member fDr Cairns, he never sold people: 
he sometimes sold hotels. 

The CHAIR:\IAN: Order! 

1\u. P. J·. LEAHY: He believed there were 
many respDctaHe men who kept hotels, not­
withstanding the hon. member for Balonne. 
'I'he vital question was whether the propo:·<ecl 
sixty hours of labour per week was fair and 
reaqonable under the circumstances. If they 
re;:arded the ishe, of the male and female 
employees, who, he presumed, acted without 
coercion. they would undoubtedly record their 
votes in favour of the sixty hours. 

:!'>Ir. PAULL: The hon. member who moved 
the amendment had presented a petition £rom 
his (Mr. Paull's) electors with a large numuer 
of signatures, which he thought would include 
nearly the whDle of the bartenders in the 
electorate, and, in accordance with their re­
quest, he could see nothing else but to vote for 
the amendmDnt. He thought the bulk of the 
licensed victuallers' vote v.ent a~·ainst him at 
the last election. and he wished it to be under­
stood that he was voting for the amendment 
because those, intere·stDd in his ele0torate asked 
that it should be included. 

1\lr. CREAGH thought the 'i'dinister was 
cloin" a reasonable thin.r- in fixing· the hours 
of bartenders at a maximum of sixty hours per 
week, as previDusly they had. to wDrk seventy­
two hours. It had been pomted out by the 
hon. member for \V arreg-o that, if the use Df 
bad language in bars was the objection, it would 
be right to reduoo the number of hours to one 
per clay. It might be advisable· even to abolish 
licenses altogether. But, as we have not 
yet arrived at that stage, ]oDking a.t it from a 
practical point of view, he thought the Minister 
was right in agreeing to accept the amendment. 

Mr. MANN expected to hear the leader of 
the OppositiDn speak on tho amendment. 

Mr. M ann.] 
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When the Bill was going throus;h last session, 
the hon. gentleman said he would support any 
proposal in favour of closin:; hotels at 6 o'clock. 
so that he l1.op<ed he wou!c{ vote to reduce the 
nu1nber of hours pt._,r week to fifty-three on 
the pre .ent ote&sion. He (:\Ir. :\I ann) had re­
ceived a ,vire from four or five o! the hotel­
ke,,pers in Cairns askin~,- him to support the 
alilendment to be mo>ed 1y the hon. member 
for Brisbane J'\mth. He did not know how 
they got to know that the hon. meml.er was 
going to move the amendment. He had re­
ceived no request from any of the hotel em­
ployees in Cairns to vote for the amendment. 
He believed that girls had bettBr times in 
hot<:ls than in many private houses, and that 
was why :raany preferred vvorking in hotels to 
goin_ into private service. 1-I·e was not one {)1 

the •e who advocated that barmaids 'should be 
a 1 olished. Any girl w:1o respected herself 
know how to treat any ma.n who med bad lan­
g·u<tP'·e in hBr preoence; and most of the hotel­
k.,ep-ers he knew Y/ould put a man who in­
dulged in bad language in their bar out quick 
and lively. He could hardly support the 
amendment, becan.•B in a hotel where a big 
trar1-:; was done :&ftv-thr<=:e hotn·s a 1:ce<::k was 
qu:ite ,enough. RePutable hotcl.JkeC'pers de:­
sired to treat. their girls fairly, and he hoped 
that the new Licensing Bill would make provi­
sion for the cl<r-ing of all hotels which v,ere 
n,ot reputabk. _de intended to vote for the 
Clt~.>lJ::'2 U.S 1t StOOd. 

r. COY.~ ... ~p intended to vote against the 
a1.10ndmGnt. It ill lcecame anybody who 
vctcd for_:~ naxi!11UITl of £r:Tty-·e~ght hours in 
other tru.des to support a propc ,al to £x the 
nla.xiiTICE1 fer barrnaids aacl barn1€ll at six.ty 
hours. In his distri :t, mren 'vorked forty-3even 
hours per week, ''"'1. he did not see why people 
should '-"'<'ork lon "f>r hours in a bar. If an 
arnenrLnen-::. .,. as ~.Jropo::>2d to reduce the num­
ber to foriy-ei':nt hours, he would support it. 

Hos. R. PHILP: When the first Factories 
and Shops Bill was brought in by Mr. Fox­
ton. seven yevtrs ago, bannaids and barn1en 
>VOl'ked fourteen hours per day. The Act re­
duced the uumbcr to twelve hours a day. 
The Licensing Act permitted hotels to keep 
open for seventeen hours a clay, and so long 
as that was the law they had to trea.t their em­
ployees in the oarne way. He was now pre­
pared to vote to reduce the hours of work 
to ten per day. 'l'hey could not have eight 
hours a clay in every occupation, as it would 
not be convenient. \Vhen members of Parlia­
n•cnt went to a hotel at night they expected 
to be looked after. If they found everybody 
in bed because of an eight-hour day they 
would get very abusive. Personally, he 
thought from 6 a.m. till 11 p.m. too long for 
hotels to remain open; but so long as those 
were the honrs fixed by law, licensees had to 
keep their employees to wait upon the public. 
Ten hours a day -,,as a great improvement on 
fourteen. At the same time, they knew that 
barcnaid-, did not need to work strenuously, 
like dr2s,;nakers. 'They were not in the bar 
all thG day. 

Mr. ~IAN2{: Sometimes they are shut up in 
the bar all Sunday with the doors closed. 

1-T ON. Ti.. PI-IILP: The Co1nmissioner for 
Polic0 e~id that Sunday trading had been 
stoppr d. H-e was prepared to abolish it alto­
••ether. and during the -election cwnpa,ign he 
had ad.vjJcatf'"d clo :ing· the bars from Saturday 
nic-ht till Monday morning. But this wa.s a 
diff,..re.lt thin •; altogBther. Seeing they could 
not insist on the employees in hotels only 
working; eight hours a day, he intended to vote 
for the amendment. 

[.Mr.Mann. 

Mr. LENNON was rather surprised at the 
:VJinister accepting the amendment, because it 
had not been sprung upon then:. It was well 
known that the Licensed Victuallers' A.,socia­
tion had been hard a.t work for some weeks in 
working up this ag~tati:m. The . r!'marka-?le 
unanimity of e-xpresswn m the- pehhons wh10h 
had been presented looked suspicious. He hac! 
received a letter from one of the leading­
N orth.ern branches of the Licenood Victuallers' 
Association requesting his support for the 
amendment. but he at once replied that. he 
could not support it.. Although it was a big 
drop from seventy-two hours to fiftv-three, he 
thought the bartBnclers were· e~t1tl.ed _to it. 
It might not be very arduous worK. but lt was 
verv monotonous. As the tend'-'ncy was to re­
duce the hours of labour, and as fifty-three 
hours was the ma.'<imum under the Bill, it was 
a wise limit for bartenders, and for that reason 
he intended to oppose the· amendment. 

Mr. BARBER: It struck him as very pecu­
liar that there should be such a general unan­
imity in the. petitions which ha~ been pre­
s0ntecl. Durmg the past two or tnree months 
he had met se\ er::d youn?: n1en ,:,ho follo\Ycd 
the profession of bartender. and witho_ut one 
solitarv exCBntion they had asked hm1. as 
secretiry o£ the Lal1our party, to. t~rge n1e111 hers 
of the party to support the prov!Y<On to reduce 

their hours of labom to fifty­
[9.30 p.m.] three hours per v:cek. There were 

eirrhtecn hotels jn Bundaberg, 
and the hon. ;{,ember for NorH1 BrisJ,ane had 
produPed a letter signed by only three bar­
tenders in that iown, but even 1f every bar­
tender there had signed the l_<:ttcr he would 
vote against the atnendmcnt. He was pt?ased 
to hear some hon. members say that. they 
would vote fDr an amencbnent a.b6luh1n _t 
barmaids altogether from hoi .. ls, and he would 
do the bame if opportunity offered. He \Youlcl 
not like to see a daughter of h1s m a ha:, and 
ho did not think any member would hke to 
see bis own daughter in the bar of any hotel. 
The fact that the letters quoted by the hon. 
member for North Brisbane had been ~or­
warded to him at such an opportune t1me 
suggested the conclusion that some one h~d 
been active!v at work among the !wensecl Y;c­
tuallers getting the matter fixed up. He m­
tended to vote against the amendment. 

:1-lr. BOUCRARD: He was under no obli­
gation to the licensed victuallers, as their vote 
"VIa'> cast against him at the Ia.st election: bu·G 
despite that fact, he con;;iderecl that m a 
matter of this sort those w no were concerned 
in the business should have- some regard pa1d 
to their wishes. The CommittBe had paid re­
gard to the- wishes of Bmploye0s m wholesale 
warBhouses and he declined to believe that 
bartenders 'were so abject as to sig:n th_ell' 
names to a pe£ition asking for _a modijicabon 
of the hours of labour as affechng t~e1r busi­
ness, if they did not honestly thmk n was to 
their interest to do so. If the hours we~e re­
duced to the number specified m the Bill. 1t 
might mean that the wages of these empl'?yees 
would be reduced, and he had no doubt tnat a 
fear that such a thin'; might happen was one 
o£ tbe reasons which i11duced those perso~s to 
make known their wish<'·> to the Comm1tte.e. 
H0 had l'Ben approached by ba.rtender:'• o! 
both s<:xes. and th<ey hc,d asked lum to suppo1:t 
the sixty hour5' maximum. as they f<elt that 1£ 
the maximum were- reduced to fift:v-thre{2 1.w~rs 
it 1;vuuld he necessary for th_:E hcen3~d VIC­

tuallers to employ extra hands, and m that 
case they feared that thmr wages might b.o 
reduced. He ·,<'ould support the amendment, 
believing t.hat it was in the interest of the bar­
tenders themselves. 
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Mr. BARNES was going to support the 
clause as printed. vVhile saying that, he also 
wished to state that he did not think it was at 
all likely that any man or woman would sign 
a petition at any person's dictation simply 
because they were asked to do so by an em­
ployer; and he regretted very much that it 
had been ··o often suggested that employees 
had come to that pass. \Vhen speaking on the 
second rea,ding of the Bill, he sa,id it was to 
be regretted that the Government had not pro_ 
po£ed- to fix the hour for the closing of hotels 
at 10 instead of 11 o'clock, and because he 
believed that if the clause in the Bill were 
carried a,s it stood it would ha,ve a tendency 
t-:> reduce the hours for the sale of liquor, he 
intended to vote aga,inst the a,mendment. 

Question-That the words " in hotel bars 
and" proposed to be inserted (Jfr Forrest's 
amendment) l:e so inserted-put; and the Com­
mittee divided:-

~1:r. Armstrong 
Blair -

,, Blocl{sidge 
Bouchard 

, Creagh 
Cribb 

, Douglas 
Forre"lt· 
Fox 
Grayson 
Cnnn 
Hanran 
Hawthorn 
Keo~h 
Kids ton 
P. J. Leahy 
)1acartney 

AYES, 33. 
Mr. ::\Icintyre 
, 1IcMaster 

1Ioore 
O'Sullivan 

,, Paget 
Panll 
Petrie 

, Philp 
Red\\ood 
Somerset 
~tephens 
titortart 
Swayne 
Walker 

, White 
Woods 

Tellers: ~ir. Bouchard and ~Ir. '\Yhite. 

:VIr. Adamson 
Barber 
Barnes 
Bell 
Bowman 
Brenuan 
Cowap 
Grant 
Hamilton 
Haroacre 
Hunter 
Jones 

~OES, 23. 
Mr. Ke.nna 

Kerr 
r~and 
Lennon 
M ann 
:Jiaxwell 
}Iitchell 

,, 1\m.ritt 
Pa..yne 
Roberts 
Ry!and 

7'ellPrs: }fr. Kenna and Mr. Roberts. 
PAIR. 

Aye-::\Ir. Jenkinson. No-1Ir. Sumner. 

Resolved in the affirmative. 
Ho~. E. B. FORREST said he had another 

amendment. Subclause (5) of the clause stated-
The time of stopping the day's work for each such em. 

ployee shall not be more than fourteen hours l:;~.terthan 
the time at which such employee started work, and the 
working time shall not be more than eleven hours in 
any day. 
What. was wa-nted was an amendment to work 
out the 'ixty hours to suit their own arrange­
ments. 1'\o one would be called on to work more 
than ten hours in a.ny one day. That was an 
establi,hed fact. When the employees could be 
worked for seventy-two hr•urs in a week tbev 
were never worke(l for eleven hours in a daY. 
Those who came on dnt.v at 6 o'clock in the 
morning 'vould never be Usked to c~nne nn frmn 
9 till ll o'clock at night, as they generally took 
da.y :>bout :>t tho'" hours. He moYer:l tha,t the 
clause be amended by inserting after line 21 the 
words-

So much of this subsection as provides 8. maximum 
limit betl;\'een the tirne of starting ~mcl stopping t,he 
day's work shall not apply to employees in hotel bars. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS 
regretted he could not accept the amendment, 
w hi eh w •s on a different foo.ling to the last 

1907-4G 

amendment. The limit for bar employees was 
now fixed at sixty bonrs a week. The hqn. 
member for Brisbane North took that to mean 
not more Lhan ten hour" <t d:>y, bnl that did not 
follow at :tll. They bad a weekly limit, and 
they must al"o ha,ve a daily limit: otherwise 
there was nothing to prevent a girl being worked 
twenty hours in a day. As it was necesoary to 
put in a daily limit, he thought fourteen hours 
was long enouah. 'l'he bars were kept open till 
11 o'clock at night, and between 9 and 11 o'clock 
was a busy tirne. The result was that if a girl 
worked till 11 o'clock at night she conld not be 
legally asked to work again until 9 o'clock 
ne'Ct morning. \Vas that not perfectly fair and 
reasonable ? 

Amendment (Mr. Forrest's) put; and the 
Committee divided :-

Mr. Blocksidge 
,, Bouchard 

Forrest 
Hanran 

, Keogh 
Leahy 
Macartney 

AYES, 13. 
:J.I r. 1.::Ic~.Iaster 

:M:oore 
,. Petrie 
, Philp 

Redwood 
, Stephens 

Tellers: :1fr. Petrie and Mr. Step bens. 

NOES, 40. 
}fr. Adamson Mr. Kerr 

, Barber Kidston 
Barnes Land 
Bell Lennon 
Blair 2\lcintyre 
Bowman Mann 
Brennan !\·1 axwell 
Cowup )Jay 
Creagh l\fitchell 
Cribb :< evitt 
Douglas O'Sullivan 
Hra.nt , I)aget 
Grayson Paull 
Gtm.n Payne 
Hamilton Roberts 
Hardacre Ryland 
Hawthorn Swayne 
Hunter Wai'ker 
Jones White 

, Kenna 1'Voods 
7'elle>'a: )fr. Ryland and Mr. iwberts. 

PAIB. 

Aye-Mr. Jenkinson. No-31'r. Sumner. 

Resolved in the negative. 
Mr. PAULL asked the meaning of subclause 

(9) which read-
No employee in any such exempted shop other than 

employees in hotel bars and in the bars or registered 
clubs and in chemists and druggists' shops and under­
takers' esta.blishments shall be employed on Sunday. 

The Licensing Act provided that no liquor 
should be sold on Sunday. Was it intended by 
the subclause that employees might go in to the 
bar and serve travellers? The subclause made 
one think that it was intended in the amending 
Licensing Act to provide for Sunday trading. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS: 
On looking at the subclause he most say that 
he felt some difficulty in following what the 
di!l:iculty of the hon. member was. The- effect 
of the subclause was tha,t no employee should 
be employed on a Sunday in any exempted 
shop with the exception of hotel bars, re­
giste~ed clubs, chemists and druggists' shops, 
and undertakers' e'tablishments. The hon. 
member wanted to know if that implied an 
ir.sidious attempt to mnend the Licensing Act. 
which provided tha,t no liquor should be sold 
on Sunday. The Licensing Act did not 
say that. It simply said that liquor should 
not be sold under o:rdinary conditions on 
Sunday, but it might be sold to travel­
lers and guests. The ordinary work of the 
employees must go on in hote1s on Sunday. 

Hon. T. 0'8ullivan.] 
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They had to work sixty hours a week, and 
the only restriction was that the employee 
must not work for longer than fourteen hours 
between the time of starting and leaving off. 
The sale of liquor was not the principal busi­
ness of an hotel, and the other duties must be 
performed. 

Mr. MANN: If everybody stopped selling 
liquor on Sunday, he did not see why these 
employees should be working in the bar. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS: But 
you do not stop selling liquor on Sunday; 
you can sell it to bond fide travellers. 

Mr. MANN: As he had pointed out on a 
previous occasion, he had gone into one Bris­

bane hotel last year on a lUonday, 
[10 p.m.] when one of the girls told him she 
. had 'erved sixty people on the pre­

vwus Sunday who were not travellers. It 
might be a good thing to compel the licensee 
to dispense the liquor himself. 

Mr. BOWMAN: A good deal of discussion 
took place last year in regard to undertakers' 
employees. \V as he to understand that they 
had only to work fifty-three hours a week, 
and to be paid time and a-half for anything 
over that? 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS: Yes. 
Clause 21 put and passed. 
On clause 22-" Hours of employment for 

carters''~ 

Mr. McMASTER said the wholesale houses 
were allowe<;J to deliver parcels up to 6 o'clock, 
but the retmler was not all?wed to deliver any 
parcels to hrs carter for dehvery after haT£-past 
5 o'clock. ?-'his would be a great hardship 
OCJ the pubhc as well as the shopkeeper. A 
carter, for instance, might take out some orders 
at 4 o'clock, but in the meantime customers 
might order goods and want them delivered 
that . evening, and the shopkeeper might 
promrse to send them, but the carter might 
not get back till a quarter to G oclock and 
the goods would not be delivered befor~ the 
next day. 
. M_r. fL~MILTON: They ought to order them 
m tmre. 

Mr. :\lc!\IASTER: He ha,d had e•xperience 
and knew how difficult it was to arrange thos~ 
matters, and if customers were disappointed 
they would go to another place. He had no 
desire to keep the carters longer than possible, 
and th<:>y should not be e•xpected to work 
longer than other employee•s. In the morning 
the carters had very little to db but look after 
their horws, because orders were not in and 
the tin:e of delivery was where• the· hardship 
came m. lie thought the Minister should 
make it G o'clock, the same a> the wholesale 
houses. 

lioN. R. PHILP: As they had fixed the 
~ours at fifty-three per week they should leave 
rt at that, and sa.y that the carter should not 
work more than fifty-three hours in one week. 

Mr. FL\:',ULTON: Any one who was in 
the H~use last year, when the amending Bill 
was gomg through, knew that on behalf of the 
carters driving delivery vans at night there was 
an attempt made to get. an earlier delivery for 
them. l\Iany of them did not get the goods 
from the shops until about 6 o'clock, and it 
was half-pa't 10 or 11 o'clock at night. before 
they had all the parcels delivered. The late 
member for South Brisbane, Mr. Reinhold, 
and himself had formed a deputation to wait 
on the Drapers' Association on behalf of the 
men, who wanted the goods delivered not later 
than 4 o'clock. The association were willing 
to try and shorten the homs of the carter, but 

[Htm. T. O'Sullivan. 

said they had no control over those shops which 
had their own carters. An arrangement was 
come to to make the delivery half an hour 
earlier than the usual time of 6 o'clock. It 
was fixed at half-past 5 o'clock, and the mem­
bers of the association were quite satisfied with 
that. If people knew that goods purchased 
after a certain hour would not be delivered 
that night. they would take care that they 
shopped in time. The drivers of the parcel 
delivery vans had to work very long hours, and 
they were probably the worst paid men in the 
city, and he hoped the Minister would not 
alter the arrangement come to last year. 

Mr. BARNES: There was a great deal in 
what the hon. member for Gregory said. 
Whilst sympathising with the parcel delivery 
n,en, he was afraid the clause would prove a 
stumbling-block in other directions. On the 
second reading he alluded to certain classes of 
perishable goods. Strawberries, for instance, 
might arrive at J\'Ielbourne-street Station at 
9 o'clock at night. They had to catch the 
mail train the next morning, and yet anybody 
carting them over the same night would be 
guilty of a breach of that clause. It was never 
intended to interfere with any business in that 
wav. Then fish were sent to 2\Jelbourn<e-street 
Station bv the first train available after they 
were caught. They might arrive at half-past 
7 o'clock, or they might arrive by another 
train about 10 o'clock, or evert later. It v, as 
imperative that they should be removed to 
the cold stores the dav thcv arrived. To meet 
the ea so of such pC>rishaGle goods as straw· 
berries and fish, he suggested the insertion in 
line 53. after the word " being," of the words 
''forwarded by rail or sent to cold stores." 
He was sure it was never intended to harass 
any cla~s of business by imposing- unnecessary 
restrictions. He was quite in accord with the 
proposal that no carter should work more than 
fifty-three hours per week. 

Mr. BOWMAN drew the attention of the 
Minister to a dieability that had been pointed 
out to him by some of the employers and by 
some of the carters. There was no desire that 
the men should work more than fifty-three 
hours per week, but they suggested that the 
men might be allowed to deliver part of Fri­
day's orders after half-past 5 o'clock, so long 
as the carters were back before closing time, 
allowing the balance to be delivered on Sa tu.r­
day, thereby preventing the carters from be­
ing deprived of their half-holiday on Satur­
day. This referred particularly to grocers. 
It had been the practice for men to be sent 
out with big loads at l o'clock on Saturday, 
and that was unfair. Two or three members 
of the Traders' Association had waited on 
him at the House and· told him that the 
association had no Llesire to work their em­
ployees more than fifty-three hours per week, 
and .sug-gested that, for their own convenience 
and for the convenience of the public, they 
should be allowed to deliver part of their 
goods on the late night. The employers said 
that their carters were not fit to do counter 
work in the shops, and they were employed ex­
clusively in driving the carts. 

HoN. R. PHILP: It would meet the case 
if they simply pr·ovided that the carters should 
not work more than fifty-three hours a week, 
and that they shoufd have a half-holiday on 
Saturday, omitting the rest of the clause. In 
other trades they did not say when the fifty­
three hours should be worked. They simply 
provided that they should not work more than 
fifty-three hours in the week, and left it to 
the employers and employees to arrange the 
details themselves. It was absurd to provide 
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that in connection with retail shops parcels 
should not be delivered to a carter after half­
past 5 o'clock, in the case of a merchant after 
6 o'clock, whilst in other classes of businesB 
they might work all night. 

. M:r. :\lcMASTER admitted that parcel de­
livery carters were sometimes employed very 
~ate. _He had quite recently seen carts pass­
mg_ his house at 9 o'clock at night, but he 
believed tha~ employers as a rule did not want 
to '-':ork their men over the number of hours 
speCified. The.y, how~ver, wanted to work 
th~m at a partwular hme. A grocer's carter 
might have very little to do during the fore­
noon, as orders could not be sent out until 
th~y were received, but in the afternoon h,; 
might have a rush of work. 

:\lr. BDW)!AN: His hours start from the time 
he gees to work. You do not deduct any 
hours, do you? 

:Ur. }[ci\lAS'rER: He did not want to de­
duct any hours. The men should work only fiftv­
three h9urs a week, and they should have their 
half-h;>hday; but if, by legislation, they pre­
ven,t~a the delivery of a parcel ':'-fter half-past 
5 o c.ock,_ they would not b-e domg the carter 
a great lnndn€ss, _and they might bB doing the 
pubhc a great II1Jury. 

Ths SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC \VORKS: 
~t seemed to ~Im that thBre wa' a great, deal 
1~1 the suggestiOn. of the leader of the Opposi­
tion. The last hme this matter was before 
~hem they had a great dBal of discussion upon 
It. The hon. member for Gregory pointed out 
very forCibly that unless the carters got their 
parcels not latm· t~an half-past 5 o'clock they 
would be at _work,_ till 11 or 12 o'clock at night; 
and. when It was proposed to provide that 
parcels should be handed to the carters by 
that hme, members_ representing country dis­
tncts s~ud. the restnctwn would not apply to 
the1r d1stncts. Then the provision was made 
to apply to Brisbane only. If the hon. mem­
ber for Gregory thought the limit of fifty-three 
ho_urs a week met his objection, then the best 
t~mg- they could do v-as to adopt the sugges­
twn of the leader of the Opposition-retain the 
fi:st part of the clause, and then insert a pro­
VIso to the following effect:-

Provided that no load or parcel shall be <lelivered for 
carriage to any carter rrom any shop or faetory later 
than one o'clock in the afternooq. of the day appointed 
for the half-holiday. 

l\lr. Bow~fAN: ·would you knock out the 
Brisba:1e district? 

Ths SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS: 
Yes; knock out the Brisbane district alto­
gether. 

Mr. HAli1ILTON: Did that mean that a 
pare€! should not be' delivered to the carter or 
that it should not be delivered to the custo~er 
after 1 o'clock in the afternoon? 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC \VORKS: The 
suggestion I made was that it should be de­
livered to the cart-er by 1 o'clook. 

Mr. HA::\JlLTON: Then, it would take him 
till 6 o'clock to deliver his parcels, and he 
would not get a half-holiday, At present 
carters had to be up early in the morning to 
feed and groom their horses, then, after break­
fast, they had to go round for wha.t was called 
"inward delivery," after which, at 11 o'clock, 
they had to be at the office to take parcels for 
outward ddivery. A compromise was arrived 
at last year fixing the time for delivery of 
parcels to carters at half-past 5 o'clock, and that 
would have allowed them t.o get off half an 
hour or an hour earlier than they had done 
previously. He thought such provision should 
be made as would secure to them their half­
holiday. 

HoN. R. PHILP urged that it should be 
made clear that carters would get away from 
their work at 1 o'clock on the day appointed: 
for the half-holiday. It was not fair to, ex­
pect carters to work after the men employed 
in the shops were done, and! if parcels had not 
to b-e delivered to the carters till1 o'clock the,y 
might be at work all the afternoon. Let the 
provision with regard to the fifty-three hours 
per week stand, and make it clear that the 
carters should get a half-holiday from 1 o'clock. 

Mr. BOWMAN thought the Minister mis­
understood the desire of the Committe0. which 
was that carters should not have• to work after 
1 o'clock on the -d-ay appointed for the half­
holiday. 

l\Ir. l\IITCHELL: The carters in Mary­
borough sometimes delivered parcels up to 
half-past 11 o'clock on a Saturday, which was 
the late night in that town. He had waited 
upon the people concerned to see if the matter 
could not be mutually arrang·ed, but there was 
a feeling of mistrust among them, and he could 
not get them to come to any agreement. He 
thought the suggestion of the leader of the 
Opposition would meet th<e, case, provided it 
was made clear that carters should not be re­
quired to work more than fifty-three hours per 
week. 

The SECRETARYFORPUBLIC WORKS: 
In deference to the wishes of the Committee he 
would sub>nit his amendment in this form : 
Omit the three last paragraphs of the clause, and 
jnRert the following:-

Provided that every load, article, or parcel delivered 
for carriage to any carter from any shop or factory on 
the day appointefl for a half-holiday shall be handed to 
such carter in sufficient time to en~tble such load, 
article, or parcel to be delivered at one o'clock in the 
afternoon of such half-holifln.y. 

Mr. MITCHELL: It was due to the car­
ters who were out till 8, 9, 10, and even i1 

o'clock at night that some, provi­
[10.30 p.m.] sion of the kind he had suggested 

should be inserted-relating to the 
time at which parcels should be handed to 
them on late nights. 

Hon. R. PHILP: They cannot work more 
than fifty-three hours a week. 

l\Ir. MITCHELL: It would be mu.Qh more 
satisfactory if they put in the Bill the time at 
which the parcels must be received. 

Mr. BLOCKSIDGE: The Minister proposed 
to delete the last three paragraphs. The 
last two lines referred to parcel delivery men. 
·would it not be necessary for them to be 
retained in the Bill ? 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS: 
No. That paragraph was nece,ssary on account 
of the second paragraph. With regard to 
what the hon. member for Maryborough had 
r"aid, the fifty-three hours a week, which was 
the limit those men could work, would cover 
all that. There was no other way to limit it. 
The same difficulty was pointed out by the 
leader of the Opposition la~st year, and it was 
to meet the difficulty raised by that hon. gen­
tleman that the proviso was put in on this 
occasion. With regard to the half-holiday, the 
parcels must be delivered to the carter in 
sufficient time to enable him to deliver his 
parcels by 1 o'clock. That was as far as they 
could go. 

Mr. BLOCKSIDGE: The amendment re­
lated to shops and factories. Was a parcel 
delivery establishment a shop or factory under 
the principal Act? 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS: 
There mig-ht be some difficulty about it, and it 
would be better to leave the last paragraph in. 

Hon. T. O'Sullivan.] 
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Nlr. BLOCKSIDGE: Unless the last para­
graph was retained the parcel delivery carters 
W(•uld not come under the Bill. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS: 
He would leave .the last paragraph in, and first 
move the deletion of the 2nd and 3rd para· 
graphs of the clause. 

Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 22, as amended, put and passed. 

Clauses 23 and 24 put and passed. 
On clause 25-" Hawking, etc., after shop 

dosing hours prohibited"-
:l.Ir. DARNES asked the :Minister the reason 

for allowing hawkers to continue their calling 
ha] f an hour longer than shops without grant­
ing the shops equal facilities. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS: The 
shops have got half an hour's grace. 

Mr. BARNES : He referred tn the 3rd 
par<~graph of tbe clause, which read-

It shall not be lawful for any emplo.n·e of or a com­
mercial traveller as aforesaid employed by an occupier 
of a shop to take or solicit orders at any house or place 
situated in any district and distant less than ten miles 
from such shop at any time later than half an hour 
after the time when shops conducting the same class of 
business within such district are required to be closed 
undeT this Act. 
There was considerable discussion last year 
on that provision. A traveller might go from 
Brisbane to 10 miles outside of 'l'oowoomba 
and enter into competition with local traders. 
He thought the scope of the clause should be 
,-ery much wider. Had the hon. gentleman 
given the matter any consideration? 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS: 
The evil which the paragraph was directed 
against was this: It was not considered a fair 
thing that a man who did business in Forti­
tude Valley, for instance, should send a person 
soliciting orders to Bulimba after closing hours, 
-or within 10 miles of where. his principal busi­
ness was carried on. The hon. member sug­
gested that the 10 miles should be extended, 
but commercial travellers arrived whenever 
their steamers or trains arrived, and the same 
reason f-or restricting the operations after 
closing hours of a man within 10 miles of his 
principal place of business did not apply to 
them. A man representing a Brisbane house 
would get into Rockhampton at night, do h1s 
business whenever he could, and perhaps leave 
next morning. That was the reason the dis· 
tinction was made. 

Mr. BARNES : It was possible for a tra­
veller from Brisbane to go to Toowoomba, 
and, because -he was outside the area limit of 
10 miles from Brisbane, he could engage in a 
retail trade which the local Toowoomba men 
were not allowed to touch. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC \¥ ORKS: That 
argument. was used last year. 

r.Ir. BARNES : Yes; and there had been 
time to think it over since last year. They 
should take steps to deal more effectively with 
what was a serious objection. 

::\Ir. WHITE did not think the clause would 
have any effect at all in deten·ing people from 
doing business. Travellers arrived, say, in 
the Dundaberg district, and the only time they 
could see the business people was at night, and 
they left. the following morning. If they made 
the law too strict, there would only oo an in­
ducement to break it. Every traveller arriv­
in!! from Sydney or Brisbane in Bundaberg 
did business at night. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC .WORKS: Twenty­
five miles was in the Bill as I introduced it 
last year. 

[Mr. Blocksidge. 

HoN. R. PHILP suggested that the para­
gl'aph should be omitted altogether. There 
was an objection to travellers selling retail in 
opposition to local retailers after hours, but 
they should do nothing to discourage travellers 
going; all over Queensland. Did the hon. 
ger.tleman mean to cnufine the 2nd paragraph 
to commercial travellers selling retail? 

The SECRE1'ARY FOR PUBLIC \'\' ORKS: The 
3rd paragraph only applies to takin?: orders. 

HoN. R. PHILP: That is nonseme, because 
travellers have to work after hours. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC \VORKS: But 
thev must not take orders within 10 miles of 
their principal place of busines'. 

HoN. R. PHILP: He doubted whether the 
paragraph was wanted at alL Travellers from 
Toowoomba and \Va.rwick would he debarred 
from working their own district after hours, 
while the travellers from Brisbane would not 
be. That would give an unfair advantage to 
Brisbane travellers. Had such a clause been 
asked for. and by whom? 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC 'WoRKS: By a 
deputation of business men introduced by the 
hon. member for Toombul last year. 

HoN. R PHILP thought it would operate 
unfairly to\\ards local people who had trav­
ellers working their districts. 

;}lr. WHITE pointed out that travellers from 
Finney, Isles, and Co., Allan and Stark, and 
other large firms visited the Bundaberg· dis­
trict. The local shops were all closed, .and 
those representatives from Brisbane houses did 
practically retail business. 

The SECRETARY FOR PuBLIC vVm:.KS: That is 
what the clause is stopping. 

:Mr. WHITE: It would not stop it. 
The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC \VoRKS: Read 

the 2nd paragraph. 
Mr. WHITE quite agreed with the leader 

of the Opposition, and thought the para­
graph should be omitted altogether. 

Mr. LENNON said the shopkeepers in 
Townsville a few years ago complained of alien 
hawkers going out to the mcatworks and other 
places, and he thought the clause would pre­
vent that kind of thing. 

HoN. R. PHILP: No. The 1st paragraph 
was against the hawkers, the 2nd against 
travellers going into a town selling retail, and 
the 3rd prevented travellers seiling either 
wholesale or retaiL 'I'he clause was really: uot 
wanted. It was giving a preference to Bris­
bane over Ipswich and Toowoomba, to Rock­
hampton over Barcaldine and Longreach, and 
also to Townsville over Charters Towers and 
Hughenden. A local man could not take 
orders, he could not sell, but the man from 
ou~side could. They should put all travellers 
on the same footing, or strike out the clause. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS: 
There seemed to be some little confusion in 
the' minds of hon. members as to the different 
things dealt with by the clause. The 2nd 
paragraph dealt with the evils which the hon. 
member for Bundaberg pointed out. Was it 
a fair thing to men engaged at Bundaberg in 
a retail business that travellers should go up 
from here, with practically a retail stock, and 
enter into competition with them when their 
shops were closed? 'I'hcn the leader of the 
Oppo ,jtion wanted to know what necessity 
there was for the 3rd paragraph. On page 
827 of H an,,ard of rast year he was reported 
as having said-

He was not going on hiB, own information or I the 
advice of the inspector. He was accepting the advice 
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of a deputation of business men who were introduced 
by the hon. member for 'l'oombul. That deputation 
was perfectly satisfied with the proposal, and the\· were 
a fairly repre~entatiye b'1dy of men. He under~tood. 
that lion. members oppos.ite wonld prefer the 20-mile 
limit, and he had altered his amendment accordmgly. 
He was sorry to ~HY tlmt he could not see his wny to 
l'educe tile :!0 miles to 5 miles. 

The hon. member for Toombul followed on, 
and said that he had introduced a deputation. 
His recol!0ction of what was complained of by 
thB deputation was that some man carrying on 
business in the suburbs clo~ed his shop at the 
closin~ hour, and went round the other sub­
urbs of the town, coming into competition with 
the pcoplo there. It was thought desirable to 
stop that, as it was not fair trading. The 
leader of the Opposition said a commercial 
traveller could come here from Townsville and 
haYe free access after hours, whereas the com­
mereial tra·,·e]ler in Townsville could not do 
such a thing, hut the traveller of a Townsville 
house was on the spot, and could do everything 
he wantf·d in busine,ss hours. This clause did 
not affect him in business hours; it was only 
out"ide, bnsine's hours. 

Hon. R. PHILP: Y 0:.1 are giving preference 
to the stranger again. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS: 
No; th<:>re was nothing about preference to a 
stranger. This only enabled the representa­
tive of a Brisbane house or some other place, 
who an·h·ed late, to take orders after closing 
hours. The evil it was directed at was the un­
fair competition of persons carrying on business 
wit!Jin 10 miles of each other. If there was any 
particular desire to strike out the 3rd para­
graph, he would not press it. 

lVIr. BARNES hoped the hon. gentleman 
would strike out the paragraph, bec!1use the 
argument he had used of an individual going 
from one suburb to the other applied with 
much greater force to country tradespeople. 

The SECRETARY FOR Pum.IC 'WoRKS: I will 
d<Olete it. l\Iove an amendment. 

HoN. R. PHILP moved the omission of 
paragTaph 3. 

Amendment agreed to; and C'lause, as amended, 
put and passed. 

Mr. S\V AYNE (llfackay) moved the addition 
of the following new clause :-· 

It shall not be lawful for any occupier or any shop or 
factory to require any emplo.vee to carry in the eourse 
of his employment any bag <'ontaining sugar, 1.vhcat, or 
other grain or produe;e, tll' any goods or package con­
taining goods ot a weight greater than one hunUred and 
sixty pouuds. 
His own experience had shown him that every 
year in Queensland a great many hard-working 
men had their health seriously impaired by the 
weight of tbe s<<Cks they bad to handle. They 
were moving- in this direction in \Tictnria, n. Bill 
having been introduced a sh"rt time ag-o fixing-

the 1naximun1 weight of bagH at 
[11 p.m.] 200 lh, The rca,nn why he had 

specified HiO lb. was that in tbat 
case an equal number of full sacks would make 
a ton-namely, fourteen-which would be con­
venient in severoJ way"'· In smne case~, snch as 
a large sugar 'tore at J\Iackay, the bags were 
moved by machinery, but there were many places 
where that was not done, .Mony years ago he 
had occasion to be constantly on the wharves at 
Mackay. After taking to another calling, when 
he went to the wharves at intervals of a few 
months, he misse l famili"r faces, and on inquiry 
he found that men had been compelled to seek 
easier work owing to their health having been 
imp~>ired from handling excessively heavy bags. 
Legislation in this direction was almost as 
important as any legi,latiun that could engage 
their attention, 

The SECRETARYFORPUBLIOWORKS: 
It was usual for an hon. membtr de,iring to 
move ,.uch an amendment to let the lYiinister in 
charge of the Bill know something about it 
beforehand. If the hon. memi.Jel' had done that, 
he would have been H.ble to consider the matter, 
and time might hav~ been saved. The amenrl­
ment. dealt with "ugar, wheat, grain, or produce. 
The bags containing- those thinf!s wen; not made 
up in a factory or shop, and the amendment 
therefore hardly came within the scope of a 
J<'actorieo and Shops Bill. 

·Mr. SwAYNE: Sugar-refineries and flourmills 
come within the scope of the Bill 

The SECRETARY J<'OR PUBLIC WORKS: 
\V heat and produce were bagged in the fields. The 
whole thing had not been thought out properly. 
It seemed to him that it was rather a matter 
for "hipping regulations than for"' J<'actories and 
Shops Bill. HA thought it would be unwork­
able, and he hoped the hon. member would not 
press the amendment. 

Mr. BO'\VYI:AN: On the second reading he 
mentioned the weight of bags, at the instigation 
of the Wharf Labourers' Union, many of whose 
members snffered in health from strains and 
ruptnres snstained frurn the excessire weight of 
the hags they had to handle. He spoke to the 
Minister on the subject this afternoon, and the 
hon. gentleman informed him that it did not 
come within the scope of the Bill. If twything 
could be done to relieve the men who had to 
carry those heavy l.mrdens, it should bP done. 
Perhaps the matter might be dealt with under 
some other statute. 

Mr. HUNTER (llfaranoa) did not see how 
the amendment would be effective, inasmuch as 
corn was bagged on the farm, and the great 
bulk of the handling was done b-. fore it came 
near a mill or factory, Furthermore, before 
such a change was made sufficient notice ~hould 
be given, so that indentors would not mdent 
bags which they would not be allowed to use, 
It wns necessary that something shonld be done 
to a.Jter the weight of bags, but he thoug-ht the 
amendment would not have the desired effect. 

The SECRETARY :FOR PUBLIC WORKS 
rose to a point of order, a,nd asked the Chair­
man's ruling as to whether the amendment was 
within the scope of the Bill. 

The CHAIRMAN: If the hon, member for 
l\J:nckay can show me that it is relevant to any 
particular clause I shall be glad of the_ il!forma­
tion ; but at present I cannot see that It IS rele­
vant to the subject-matter of the Bill. There­
fore, I must rule that it is not in order. 

Mr. S\V A YNE : Under the circumstances he 
asked leave to withdraw the amendment. In 
reply to the hon. member for Marunoa, he might 
say that the object he had in view could be 
attained by limi1ing the size of the sacks. 

Clause put and uassed. 
Clause 27-" Amendment of section 65"-put 

and passed. 
The House resmned. The CHAIRMAN reported 

the Bill with amendment~. 
The Bill, "" omended, was taken into considera­

tion, and tbe third reading was made an Order of 
the Day for to-morrow, 

AD.TOURN~\lENT 

The PREMIER: I move that the House do 
now adjourn. The first business to-morrow. 
after the third reading of the Factories and Shops 
Act Amendment Bill, will be the second reading 
of the Income Tax Act Amendment Bill, and 
after that the further consideration in Committee 
of the Local Authorities Act Amendment Bill, 

Hon. W. Kidston.] 
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HoN. R. PHILP: I think the Premier might 
tell us what amount of busines3 he expects to get 
through this session. \Ve passed a motion this 
afternoon to sit four days a week-a motion 
which is usually brought in when the press of 
business is so great that there is no eh a nee of 
getting it through in decent time unles8 we sit 
four days a week. So far as we know, all the 
business before us con:..;i~ts of one or two impor­
tant Bills. vVe have not yet started to diecnss 
the Estimates, and the hon. gentleman mil':ht 
tell t.he Rouse when he intends to proceed with 
that busines•. Re has promised a long list of 
railways-the longest list that has ever been sub­
mitted to any Australian PRrliament-and it is 
about time that WR had some of those re.ilways 
before the Rouse. \Ve have now been sitting two 
months, and up to the present we have simply 
marked time. Sitting four days and four nights 
a week is very hard work for people who attend 
to their business in the House, and, as far as I 
can see, there is not sufficient business before us 
to occupy us four days a week. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS : Any amount 
of business. 

HoN. R. PHILP: Well, it is not in front of 
us now. vVe started one Rill in Committee, Rnd 
went half way through it, then we started another 
and went half way through it, and then we started 
another Bill. It is due to the House that the 
Premier should take us into his confidence, and 
tell us what business he intends doing, what 
further measures he proposes to introduce, and 
when he intends to pass the Estimates. 

The PREMIER : Although this is a some­
what irregular time to ask for such information, 
it may be a convenience t.o the Rouse if I just 
tell hon. members what business we have to do 
yet. We have before us the Land Surveyors 
Bill, which went through its second reading this 
afternoon. That is a somewhat technical mea­
sure, and I do not suppose there will be much 
difficulty about it in Committee. Then we have 
the Local Authorities Act Amendment Bill 
two-thirds of which has still to be considered 
in Committee. It is a very troublesome Bill 
indeed, as there are so many experts in local 
government in this House, and they want to 
testify on each clause, so that it will take a 
great deal of time to get through that measure. 
Then there is the Income Tax Act Amendment 
Bill, which is a little pet of my own, but I do 
ndt anticipate there will bA very much trouble 
in getting that through. Then there is the 
ReJigions Instruction in St~tte Schools Referen­
dum Bill. Then there is the Old Age Pensions 
Bill, which I hope will be passed on the voices. 
Then there is the Inspection of Machinery 
and Scaffolding Bill, which will probably take 
some time. All those Bills are alre<tdy before 
the House. Then there is the Land Act Amend­
ment Bill, which will probably take some time. 
Then there is the Bill to enable the Government 
to carry otft their se.heme for the establishment 
of power workR at Barron Fitlls. I hope to get 
the preliminary ~tages for tha~ business com~ 
pleterl within a few days, and to have " Bill 
introduced for that purpuee. Then there is the 
Superannuation (Public Servants) Rill, and a 
State Insurance Bill. I hope to get the first one 
ready, but I am not snre whether we sh>tll be 
able to get the last one ready for consideration 
this se•"ion. Then there is a Licensing Act 
Amendment Bill-if we have time to deal with 
it-and a Bill to amend the Workers' Compema­
tion Act. There are one or two mDl'e little 
things-things that are very desirable-if we can 
manage tn deal with them. Now, in addition 
to that, there is the whole of the Estimates to 
get through, which will take us a considerable 
part of the session <till left. 

[Hon. R. Philp. 

Hon. R. PHILP: When are you going to start 
on the Estimates ? 

The PREMIER: Then there is a large number 
of railway proposals which will probably take a 
considerable time to get through. In regard to 
the f]Uestion as to when we are.going: to start on 
the Bbtimates I have thought It de,nable to get 
through the b;tlk nf our Bills before starting on 
the Estimates. The other place is rather slow 
in getting a rr1ove on this session. 

An HONOURABLE ::VIE:IIBER : They are tired. 
Hon. R. PHILP: Your own party br,lted this 

afternoon. 
The PREMIER: It will give them some little 

time if we uet onr lPgislation through first, tmd 
tackle the~ ER'imates and railway proposais 
afterwards. The le;der of the Oppr,sition will 
see and hon. members will s"e, that if we are to 
fini'sb our work by Christmas we will not only 
have to sit four days a week, but I regret to say 
that we will have to sit somewhat later in the 
evening than wp, have hitherto. I do not want 
to sit late myself, but hon. members can under­
stand, judging for themselves--

An ROJ','OURABJ,E ME~JBER : Start early in the 
morning. 

The PRE:\1IER: I am not sure that it would 
not be a guorl thing to start early in the morning. 
(Hear, hear!) I have said sufficient to show that 
we have still got a good deal of .work to get 
through. "ow, there is plenty of tnne to do all 
that work, nnd do it fairly well, if we do not get 
abusing one another--

Ran. R. PHILP: If you behave yourself. 

The PREMIER : And waste time in general 
talk. I think we can do all that, and I hope we 
shall be able to do it all before Christmas. I 
think I have given the House fairly full informa­
tion as to the intentions of the Government. 

Question put and passed. 
The Rouse adjourned at twenty-two minutes 

past 11 o'clock. 




