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596 New Sessional Orders. [ASSEMBLY.] Questions. 

1'HURSDAY, 25 AUGUST, 191/il. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER (W. D. Armstrong, 
Esq., Lockyer) took the chair at half-past 3 
d'clock. 

PAPERS. 

The following papers were laid on tne 
table-

Return to an Order, made by the House, 
on motion of Mr. May, on the 24th 
instant, relative to the medical fund, 
Cloncurry-Mount Elliott construction 
works. 

Return to an Order, made by the House, 
on motion of Mr. May, on the 24th 
instant, relative to the medical fund, 
Richmond and Cloncurry construction 
works. 

QUESTIONS. 
TOTALISATOR LICENSES. 

Mr. COTTELL (Toowong) asked the Chief 
Secretary, for the Attorney-General-

.1. What number of totalisator licenses have been 
issued during the past three years-

(a) To bona fide racing clubs; 
(b) To proprietary racing clubs? 

2. What amount of tax has been receievd from 
ea{)h club during the said three years? 

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

I am sorry to say that I have not got the infor
mation. I suggest that the hon. member give 
notice of the question again. 

HOTEL LICENSING FEEs.....:.SuNDAY CLOSING. 

Mr. BARBER (Bundaberg) asked the Home 
Secretary-

1. What was the amount received during the 
financial years ended 30th June, 1906, 1907, 1908, 
1909, and 1910, respectively, for hotel licensing 
:f€es, for the metropolitan area? 

2. What was the extra cost thrown on the State 
during the above~mentioned years, respectively, to 
enforce the Sunday closing clauses of the Licens
ing Act within the metropolitan area? 

The HOME SECRETARY (Hon. J. G. 
Appel, Albert) replied-

1. The ammmt received for license fees in the 
metropolitan area for the financial years ending 
30th June, as under, was-

1906 
1907 
1908 
1909 
1910 

£ 
3,870 
3,840 
3,900 
3,850 
3,950 

2. One shilling a day is paid to each member of 
the Police Force engaged on Sunday closing duty, 
and the cost was as fB!lows :-

£ 8. d. 
1906 68 17 0 
1907 87 9 0 
1908 99 7 0 
1909 89 6 0 
1910 76 12 0 

COUNCIL OF PUBLIC MORALITY. 

Mr. LESINA (Clermont) asked the Chief 
Secretary-

1. Has his attention been directed to the state
ment made at a public meeting of an irresponsible 
body kno·wn as the "Council of Public Morality,'' 
that the school children of Queensland are " im
moral" and " (lege;nerate)j ? 
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, 2. Is there any statistical evidence in the posses-· 
:~~~e~e~f? Government which supports this serious 

3 .. If not, will he take such steps as he may deem 
advisable to remove the wrong impression created 
in the public mind of the Commonwealth, and pos
slbly abroad, by these mischievous and defamatory 
statements? 

The PREMIER repliea-
1. Not until the honourable gentleman called 

attention to it. 
2. No. 
3. It might be worth while taking into con

sideration. 

LIGHTING OF BOWElif JETTY. 
Mr. MULLAN (Charters Towers), for Mr: 

Ferricks, asked the Treasurer-
1. What is the estimated cost of providing, on 

the Bowen Jetty, lighting· sufficient to ensure 
ordinary safety to men going to and from work 
at the jetty head? 

2. What would be the annual cost for main
tenance of such lighting? 

The TREASURER (Hon. A. G. C. Haw
thorn, Enoggera) replied-

1. Lamps could be installed at a cost of £100, 
but lighting the jetty is advised as not being 
necessary. 

2. £75. 

SALE OF INTOXICANTS IN PARLIA
MENT HOUSE. 

Mr. RYLAND (Gympie), in moving-
1. That, in the opinion of this House, it is desir

able that the sale of intoxicating liquor should be 
prohibited within the precincts of this House, and 
that the said prohibition should take effect from 
the close of this present session of Parliament. 

2. That the foregoing resolution be transmitted 
to the Legislative Council, by message, requesting 
their concurrence therein-· 

said: This question has been before the 
Chamber on two or three occasions previously, 
and on one occasion it was lost on the casting 
vote of the Speaker, who thus gave an oppor
tunity for the further consideration of the mat
ter. There is a prevalent idea that this motion 
has been moved every year, but I am of 
opinion that it is not so. Last year I moved a 
reduction on the Estimates a.s a, protest· against 
the refreshment-rooms generally, and espe
cially in connection with the bar. I do not 
think it is necessary to make a long speech 
in connection with this matter. I notice that 
there is a good deal of dissatisfaction in con
nection with the refreshment-rooms generally, 
but my motion only deals with the sale of 
intoxicants within the precincts of the Home. 
Hon. members will have an opportunity be
fore the end of the session of dealing with 
the refreshment-rooms in a general way. I 
have in my hand a paper showing that the 
expenses of the rooms last year amounted to 
£927 5s. 4d., but that has nothing to do with 
the sale of intoxicants. My reason for intro
ducing this motion is because I do not think 
there is any necessity for intoxicating drink~ 
to be sold within the precincts of this House, 
and I think the business of the House could be 
carried on quite as well without it. I know 
that in other Government institutions--in the· 
Government . Printing O~ce, in the railway 
workshops, m other brg concerns oarried 
on by the State, and also in those conducted 
by private enterprise-there is no necessity to 
have a public-house on the premises. A good 
many people outside think we should be able 
to do our work-! admit that it is sometimes 

very hard, and that we work long hours
without the use of intoxicating drink. If we 
carry this resolution, and ot is brought into 
effect, this will not be the first Legislature that 
has worked under temperance conditions. 

Mr. CoTTELL: Do you think that it will stop 
tlrinking? 

Mr. RYLAND: I notice that in some of the 
Canadian States they have abolished the sale 
of intoxicants, and their example has been fol
lowed in the Dominion Parliament. My chief 
object in bringing forward this motion is 
tha.t we should set an example to the people 
outside, and especially to the youn~ men of 
this State. A little self-denial in thrs respect 
will go a long wa.y, and will have a good effect. 
There is no mistake that the young people 
alwa.ys look up to a member of Parliament, 
especially to the member representing their 
own district, as something super.ior, and as 
one in whose footsteps they should follow. 
When they see us doing our work, and doing 
it well, without the use of intoricating drink, 
it will be an encouragement to them to go 
and do likewi8e. It should be the duty of 
Parliament to make it easy to do right and 
hard to do wrong. I am one of those who 
believe that we should do our utmost to carry 
out the prayer, " Lead us not into tempta
tion," and we should remove this temptation 
from our midst. We are pla.stic to our sur
roundings. It is very hard to get away from 
the surroundings in which we find ourselves. 
F'or that reason we should rtemove this tempta
tion from amongst ourselves, and thereby set a 
good example to the people outside. In som;e 
countries they eat opmm simply because they 
are born there, and the temptation is in their 
way. In other countries they drink alcohol 
simply because the temptation is there. If 
the temptation was not there, or the means 
of doing it, they would not do it. We want 
to reform the ha.bits of the people as much as 
possible. I do not blame the Government. I 
do not blame the man or the woman who falls a 
victim to the drink evil, or to any other evil 
in our midst. The man who falls is the victim 
of circumstances. When I see a ma.n fall 
under the influence of drink. I do not blame 
him. I blame myself for not having used 
greater energy and for not having infused 
more earnestness into my attempts to remove 
the cause of the disease. His state is only the 
effect of a cause. Drunkenness is a disease. 
Plague is a disease. Why should I blame the 
poor unfortunate who falls a. victim to the 
plague? I do not blame him. He is the 
victim of the defective sanitary arrangements 
and of the people who do not destroy the rats 
which communicate the plague. I do not 
blame the man who contracts typhoid fever. 
I blame the local authorities which allow 
hatcheries o.f typhoid fever to exist in our 
midst. He is only a victim of his surround
ings, and why should I blame him? The same 
with the victim of malarial fever. I blame 
the mosquitoes for that. {Laughter.) Only 
the other day I read an article m connection 
with the cutting of the Pa.nama Canal. At 
one time men ·could not work there on account 
of. the malarial. fever, but by doing away 
wrth the mosquitoes they have made it pos
sible to proceed with the work. Now. we 
want to do away with the cause of drmiken
ness, and, if we do that, Queensland will be 
a happy place. · 

The PREMIER: Is this the cause? 

Mr. RYLAND: We shall be setting an 
example. The bar is supposed to be here for 
our convenience; it is supposed to meet the 

Mr. Ryland.l 
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necessitie,s of hon. members; and if by our 
votes we can establish a little prohibition 
colony within the precincts of the House, we 
should do it to show the people outside that 
we are prepared to practise self -d<:>nial, so that 
they may follow in our footsteps and remove 
the cause of this disease. I am sure that 
there is not a single member hut must admit 
tha.t there are many victims to intemperance 
in our land. There are some who say that 
reducing the amount of temptation will not 
effect any reform; but I find, on looking at 
the statistics for last year in New Zealand, 
that the cost of drink consumed during the 
year was 4s. 3d. less per capita than during 
the preceding year, showing that by reducing 
the number of public-houses, and thereby 
reducing the amount of temptation, the quan
tity of drink consumed was correspondingly 
reduced. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC :LANDS: How 
do they c:lompare with the figures for Queens
l&nd, per capita? 

Mr. RYLAND : I have nOt got a lot of 
figures, but the hon. gentleman can find that 
information in the library if he likes. vVhat I 
want to impress upon hon. members is their 
personal responsibility to set a good ex
ample to the people of Queensland. Every 
hon. member can do that by supporting this 
resolution. I read the other day of a police
man who saw a woman pick up something 
in the street outside a theatre in one of our 
large towns. Thinking that she might have 
picked· up a brooch or something valuable, 
he followed her, and when he overtook her 
he said, " My good woman, what did you 
pick up in the street?" She showed him a 
piece of· a broken bottle, and said, " I was 
afraid that the kiddies might walk on this 
broken bottle and cut their feet. I have 
children of my own, and I don't like to see 
the poor little things suffering pain." And 
she threw away the broken bottle where it 
would do no harm. Now, my object is not 
to deal with broken bottles, but with full 
ones. (Laughter.) I want to do away with 
the full bottles. (Laughter.) And I want to 
do away with the full bottles because I think 
they might do some harm to members of this 
House if we allow them to remain on the 
premises. (Laughter.) I hope I wil! be able 
to succeed in having the full bottles removed. 
Perhaps hon. gent!f,men may think that there 
is no necessity whatever for such a motion. 
I will admit tha.t this is perhaps the most 
temperate Parliament that we have ever had 
in Queensland, and one of the most tempe
rate in Australia. But why not make it per
f€ct? We have not reached perfection yet. 
It wa;s only last session that some comment 
was made about what took place in this House 
during the late sittings here, when things were 
no better thian they had a right to be, and 
the hon. member for South Brisbane, Mr. 
Allan, asked this question-

Is it the intention of the Government to take 
immediate steps to restrict or prohibit the sale of 
intoxicating drinks in the Parliamentary Refresh~ 
Ill en t-rooms ? 
The Premier replied to that question as fol
low1s:-
· Such matters are entirely in the control of Par-
liament itself. . 

The PREMIER; Heat, heart 
Mr. RYLAND: That is one of the rea

sons ~hy I am bringin,g this matter up to
day, J.Us.t to give this HC!use an opportunity 
of dee1dmg, and I hope this House will decide 
to do away · with the bar and the sale of 
intoxicants within the precincts of this House. 

fMr. Ryland. 

I see that the Premier has proposed to do 
away with all-night sittings, and I am with 
him in that. 

The PREMIER: I did not propose that. Don't 
you believe it. (Laughter.) 

Mr. RYLAND: I have reason to believe 
that he will bring that about. (Laughter.) 

'l'he SECRETARY FOR R.>~.ILWAYS: " The wish 
is father to, the thought." 

Mr. RYLAND: As it is proposed to do 
away with all-night sittings, and I propose 
to do away with the sale of intoxicants in the 
refreshment-room, well, if both of those 
things are brought about, we will have a 
perfect Parliament House here. That is wliy 
I move this motion. I hope it will be adopted. 
The tendency of the age is for temperance, for 
self-denial, and to set a good example. I 
hope that hon. members here willtealise, as I 
realise, that " We are, our brother's keeper." 
And, at least to this extent, WJ' should set a 
good example. I have much pl€asure in pro
posing the motion standing in my name. 
(Hear, hear!) 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS 
(Hon. D. F. Denham, Oxley): I remember 
that some years ago the hon. member for 
G,Ympie went to Europe for a trip-(laughter) 
-and on his return to Queensland he advo
cated-or, rather, he told us how he had found 
out that brandy was mad'e out of a certain 
commodity. (Laughter.) 

The TREASURER : In France? 
The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: 

Yes. In conserjuence of the hon. member's 
utterances ·somebody might be tempted to 
indulge in that particular production, and 
ever since he has been trying to make atone
ment by advocating that at least in this House 
there shall be no means provided whereby 
members ca.n obtain spirituous liquors. 

Mr. RYLAND : It was the best speech I ever 
made 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: 
The hon. gentleman is the greatest egotist in 
the House. Everything he does is of the best. 
Yesterday he spoke about a spP.ech he made 
on land valuation which occupied two hours, 
and he said 1t was his best speech. Now he 
tells u.s about the great lecture which he 
delivered when he proved that on the Con
tinent they could> produce brandy from a 
waste product. (Laughter.) I suppose that 
by and by, when he goes back to his electors 
in Gympie, he will tell them that this after
neon he delivered the most powerful speech 
he ever delivered in his life in order to reform 
parliamentary life. The hon. member for 
Gympie himself is a member of the Parlia
mentary Refreshment-rooms Committee, yet 
he has not told us how he exerted his in
fluence in that direction. 

Mr. ALLEN: He has not stopped the brandy 
there, either. . 

The SECRETARYFOR.PUBLICLANDS: 
And he has not produced his special brand of 
brandy there. (Laughter.) He told us that 
there was no necessity for intoxicating liquor 
in the Parliamentary Refreshment' rooms at all. 
Nor is there any necessity for a billiard-room 
in Parliament House. (Hear, hear!) I do 
not know whether the hon. gentleman wishes 
to carry his advocacy any further and abolish 
everything that is not absolutely necessa;ry, 
because really if we get down to that, life 
will become v.ery dreary alt!Jgether. There 
are 11, lot of thmgs that I can see that are not 
absolutely necessary which we indulge in from 
day to day. 
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Mr. RYLAND: There are a lot of things 
about this House that I don't want. 

J'I!Ir. MuLLAN: The Government is one of 
them, I suppose? (Laughter.) 

T?-e SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: 
Seemg that i;he hon. gentleman has dealt with 
this questron for a number of year·s, I fully 
expected tna~ he ~ould. have an array of 
arguments with whwh he could impress the 
Ho_use with the neces~ity for immediate 

.actwn. He has referred to:one or two matters 
that have no relation at· all to this question. 
~e says that there is no bar or .drinking shop 
.~n the Government Printing Office, and there 
1s no bar or drinking shop in the railway 
workshops. Quite so. But their hours of 
labour are quite different to our hours of 
labour here, and the need for introducing a 
bar in those places is neither apparent nor 
desirable. · · 

Mr. MuLLAN: Would you advocate the 
establishing a bar in places where they work 
a,t night? 
. The SECRETARY FQR PUBLIO LANDS: 
I am not advocating bars anywhere. 

Mr. LENNON: Do you advocate barmaids? 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: 
I want to show that this sort Of motion is 
really of no interest or value to the oom~ 
munity at large. The hon. gentleman said 
that we should :set a good example and .that 
a little self-demal was a good thing. I do 
not think I have ever seen the hon. member 
for Gympie in the tearoom or in the refresh
ment-room, and I do not think I have ever 
seen him in the billiard-room. 

The PREMIER: You don't know hi~. 
The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC L·ANDS: 

I never spend much time there myself but I 
have never seen him there. ' 

Mr. RYLAND :· Have you ever seen him in 
tbis Chamber? 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: 
Yes·; and I have heard him a good deal, I 
can assure you. I db not think that anyone 
.h81s developed so obstructive a tendency as· 
the hon. gent~eman has this session. On every 

·possible occasiOn he has addressed the Cham
ber, evidf!ntly determined, if posible, to re
tard pubbc busmere-or, rather, I will with
·draw that and say evidently· with a desire 
to shed tl1e light of his knowledge on the 
Assembly. 
, Mr. RYLAND: I did not want to speak but 

the Minister for Railways mad:e me. , ' 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: 
Had my hon. colleague not called " Not for
·mal" to this mo·tion, the hon. junior member 
for Gym~ie would have been· disappointed. 
And I wish to save the hon. member d'i,s
appointment by getting a division very early 
·on this matter, if it does not go through on 
the voices, because it is not the intention of 
the Government to stonewall this thing at all. 
(Hear, hear!) The Government have no hos
tility at all to the motion, and the questi<:>n 
is really in the hands of hon. members. The 
non. gentleman never gave us any arguments, 
and when I asked him for some he referred to 
the drink bill of New Zealand. For a number 

of years past the New· Zealand 
[4 p.m.) drink bill has· been increasing 

annually. 'Some eighteen months 
ago ther':' was a very able lecturer from New 
Zealand m Queensland ; he was· a member of 
the New Zealand Legislatiye Assembly; M'c 
T.aylor by name. He wa('a most able advo
-cllte of prohibition, ·.I heMd him lecture, and 
was very much impressed" by nis"address. I· 

invited him to my home for dinner, so as to 
have further conversation with him on the 
question as to how temperance matters were 
going on in New Zealand. One question I 
put to him .was, "How is it, Mr. Taylor, that 
for. the last five years your drink bill per 
capita has steadily gone up?" He replied 
that it was by reason of the prosperity of the 
State. I said, "Well, Mr. Taylor, will you 
please tell me how it is that our drink bill in 
Queensland has gone down during the last 
four years, though we have unparalleled pros· 
12erity ?" It is a pleasing feature as far as 
(qlueen~land. is concerned, that for' years past 
our drmk bill per capita has been diminishing. 
That goes to show that the rising youth of 
Queensland is not addicted to spirituous 
drinks. Mr. Taylor was unable to explain any· 
thing further; his only explanation of the in· 
crease of the drink bill of New Zealand was 
that it was due to a period of prosperity and 
that argument I answered by showing th~t we, 
too, had been singularly prosperous, and yel 
our drink bill had gone down. Of that fa~ 
he could give no satisfactory explanation. 

An HONOURABLE JYlEMBER: There is m~ 
private drinking in New Zealand. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: 
Until New Zealand has what is called "State 
prohibition," that kind of thing will take place 
to some degree, inasmuch as the dry parts of 
the State will be inundated by people who bring 
their liquor across in their private kegs and 
bottles. I am not at all hostile to this motion, 
but l say it is a matter of no significance, 
morally or intellectually, whether the motion 
is carried or not. I certainly have no personal 
interest in the retention of the bar; I make 
no use of it; but I do not think I am entitled 
to force my wishes upon other members of the 
House. 

Mr. RYLAND: You will leave it to the House 
to decide. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: 
I think that instead of accomplishing the 
object the hon. member has in. view-;-that. is 
the reducing of the drink habit-It IS qmte 
possible that it will have the opposite eff~t
It is also probable that gentlemen who are m 
the habit of taking a little liquor, and who 
can now readily purchase that liquor at the 
parliamentary bar, would not deprive them· 
selves of it because they .could not purchase 
it there,' but would bring their bottles into 
the refreshment-roo.ms, or' perhaps leave them 
in their lockem in the writing-room. The 
result would, perhaps, oe that instead of the 
drinking habit being dimini•shed it would be in
tensified andl bon. members would leave their 
bottles ~n the verandas or elsewhere. During 
the past few days we have heard it said over 
and over again, sometimes in earnest sten· 
torian tones, s·ometimes in pleading tones, that 
minorities have rights. It is also well known 
that majorities rule. If the majority in this 
Chamber vote this afternoon for the abolition 
of the right to sell liquor in the Parliamentary 
Buildings, and the motion . is concurred in . by 
the other Housi), then the view of the majority 
will _prevail, and the wishes of the minority 
will be subordinated. My opinion is that the 
majority in this Ffouse are opposed to drink· 
ing habits. (Hear, hear!) I believe that if 
heads .were counted the number of t-otal ab
stainers, or of total abstainers and almost total 
abstainers, would preponderate. 

The PREMIER: Nearly three-fourths of the 
House. 

Hon. D. F. Denhmn.l 
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The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: 
I think quite three-fourths do not make use 
of liquor at all. If those of us who have no 
personal interest in the retention of the bar 
succeeded in having the bar abolished, we 
should feel very uncomfortable, and resent it 
very much If other members turned round and 
said, "Well, we will abolish your cup Df tea 
or cup of coffee." 

Mr. LENNON: Why don't you apply that ar
gument to the teaching of religion in State 
schools? 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: 
Because a majority of the electors in Queens
land have expressed their wish through the 
ballot-box that there shall be religious in
struction in State schools. 

Mr. ALLEN, interjecting from the table, 
The DEPUTY SP.I£AKER said: Order! 

'There is a growing disposition on the part 
of hon. members to make interjections. Inter
jections generally are disorderly, and they are 
more disorderly when made from the table, 
which is reserved for writing purposes. This 
disposition is not confined to hon. members 
on any one side of the House-(hear, hear!)
and I hope it will cease. At any rate, I shall 
take it upon myself to see that interjections 
which come from members sitting at the table 
do not find a place in H ansard. 
. The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: 
Very shortly there will be an opportunity for 
the people of Queensland to express their 
vie>ys in regard to local option. If the oppor
tumty presents itself for the introduction of 
the BiH which the Government have prepared 
it will be found that that measure makes pro: 
vision for submitting this question to the 
people. 

Mr. LENNON: You are not going to allow 
fair discussion of the measure under your new 
Sessional Orders. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: 
One member can take up one phase of the 
question and another member take up another 
phase of the question, and each discuss his 
one particular phase of the matter fully. The 
hon. member for Gympie would be able to 
take up that phaoe of the question which deals 
with the production· of brandy from a certain 
commodity, and another member could take 
another phase of the question. It is only a 
matter of arrangement. If the· matter is care
fully arranged, the whole g·amut from Alpha to 
9mega can be fully and fairly discussed. It 
IS well known that a number of constituents 
of ?ountry members come to the city to do 
busmess.. They are not frequently in town, 
but not rnfrequently when they do visit Bris
bane they take the opportum ty to consult 
their member at the House, and also to attend 
here to see how things are conducted. That 
is a thing which should be encouraged in 
every way. When they come here to meet 
their member, he very often invites them up 
to have a cup of tea or something else. 

Mr. :FoRSYTH: Especially something else. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: 
Some men who wish to take something else 
have the convenience of getting it at the parlia
mentary bar for .consumption. in the strangers' 
room. The sp1nt of hosp1tahty manifested in 
such cases would be curtailed if the motion of 
tb.e hon. member for Gympie were carried. 

Mr. FOLEY: The "spirit." 
The SJWRETARY FOR PUBLIC LA::-WS: 

Yes, the spirit both in the bottle and in the 

[Hon. D. F. Denham. 

individual. If reform is really necessary im 
thie matter, let us each one act for himself, and 
if a membe'r can possibly influence his neigh
bour to refrain from going to the bar, then let 
him exercise that influence. It is quite true, as 
the hon. member said, that we are all more 
or less creatures of circumstances. Some· 
lads never see liquor in their homes, and they 
grow up without any desire to partake of it .. 
For such lads I have only words of congr:ttu
lation, because I am satisfied that liquor is 
not a necessity for either our physical com-· 
fort or our physical development. (Hear, 
hear!) It is true, as the hon. member Baid,, 
that we are creatures of circumstances, w it 
is that between the houm of 8 and 11 o'clock 
at night, if we adjourn at that hour, some of 
us resort to the tearoom for a cup gf tea, .. 
and others resort to the oth.e·r< room to get 
their drinks. If the bar were abolished, would 
it prevent the individual who has a desire for 
whisky-would it prevent him from obtaining 
it? He could obtain it by more than one, 
means-either by bringing it here or by going 
across to the hotel. Is it not better that the 
drink should be concentrated and held in one· 
place, as it now is, just at the bar? Where
as with the abolition of the bar-mark the 
terms of the resolution: it is "the sale of 
liquor"-is it not abolition or prohibition of 
same within the precincts of this House? Is it 
not far better to ke~>p the bar there and' 
centralise the drinking habit, rather than 
have it scattered round the various parts of 
the building? I would resent very much the 
man who takes whisky saying: "You shall 
not have y<;mr cup of tea." The ideal condition. 
is State prohibition. That would apply to the· 
whole thing-not merely to the sale, but to 
the prohibition of its manufacture and of its .. 
importation. 

Mr. BARBER: Start it this way. 

The SECRE'l'ARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: 
I do not prefer to start it in this way; it is
so priggish--\So paltry. I may perhaps use my 
influence in . the House·, but I have no right
whatever to exert force on those who desire to 
merely take that which they are in the habit 
of taking, whether in the House or in 
their homes. This Government is distinctly· 
in favour of temperance. There is being 
prepared at the present time, under the con
trol of the Commissioner for Public Healtli, 
a system of lessons that will be taught in our 
schools-lessons on. health, hygiene, and· 
temperance. I beheYe also that we should. 
exert our influence on the platform. I quite 
approve of its advocacy in the newspapers. 
Our method should be to educate, educate;· 
and, above all, be charitable. If the hon. 
member will ref.rain a little from so fre· 
quently speaking in the House, I think the· 
day would dawn much more quickly on which 
the L,iwtlJS.ing Bill would be introduced. and' 
when once it is introduced it will be founa 
to be a Bill that will plane in the hands of 
the people the control of this liquor habit
something far wider tha,n iust the control of· 
the sale of liquor in this House. I am glad· 
to know that the drinking habit in Queens
land is not a growing habit, and when one· 
savs that, it is something to be proud of. 
(Hear, hear!) At the same time, the sum sPent
on liquor is colossal and appalling. When 
one knows that the amount spent on spiritu·· 
ous liquors in Queensland is equal to the· 
amount of interest paid on our public debt
when one recognises that the consumption or 
liquor is eoual to the interest paid in regard 
to our railways, our public buildings, ami 
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loans to local authorities, then one recognises 
what a colossal thing it is. 

Mr. FORSYTH: Between £3,000,000 and 
£4,000,000. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LAN!JS: 
No; not so much as that. I think the amount 
per capita is just over £3-altogether about 
£1,600,000 or £1,700,000; just about the 
amount we spend on the interest on the pub
lic debt, and about four times the amount we 
spend in our Public Instruction Department. 
Therefore, I am quite ready to help in every 
regard to solve this drink question. If we 
once solve the drink habit, to my mind, we 
will solve the unemployed question. · 

OPPOSITION MEMBERS: No; you won't. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: 
We shall at once solve the unemployed ques
tion. Of course at the present time there 
is no such thing as unemployed in Queens
land. 

OPPOSITION MEMBERS: Yes, yes; and 
laughter. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: 
There are no unemployed. There is not a 
day passes but Il)en come to the Lands Office 
and tell me how impossible it is to get men to 
undertake work on their properties. 

OPPOSITION MEMBERS : Owing to the poor 
wage$. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: 
No; good and fair wages are being offered 
and paid. There is no question of unem
ployed in Queensland to-day. I am speaking 
now on the broad lines. I say if you once 
solve this drinking question, particularly in 
Great Britain, you will solve the unemployed 
question, and you will certainly solve the 
poverty question. 

Mr. LENNON: Instead of drink being the 
cause of poverty, poverty is largely the cause 
of drinking. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: 
All economists and sociologists-all who have 
investigated the subject-T have not searched 
very closely into the subject myself-all aver 
that the drinking custom has a great deal to 
do with our poverty, and particularly our 
crime. 

Mr. LESINA: Not half as much as land 
monoply has. 

Mr. LENNON: You are the Minister for 
Lands, and that is a nut for you to crack. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: 
We have only alienated about 6 per cent. of 
land in this State. 

Mr. LENNON: Still there is land monoply. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: 
No. So far as alienation of land in Queens
land is concerned, it has been the reverse of 
contributing to poverty; it has been the 
means of enriching quite a large number 

directly, and a still greater number indirectly. 
This motion has been before the House 
several times. It was thought, perhaps, not 
well to let it go by without a word from the 
Treasury bench, but I can assure the hon. 
member that the Treasury bench are not 
antagonistic to the motion. Personally, I am 
going to vote against it. Some of my col
leagues, I dare say, will vote for it; but I 
want it to be clearly understood that, so far 
as temperance propaganda and temperance 
work is concerned. I am with him all the 
time. " 

Mr. BARBER: Show an example in this 
case. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: 
I am not prepared on this occasion ~o pla~e 
disabilities upon my eo-members m thrs 
Assembly. 

Mr. BoWMAN : You are willing to place them 
under a disability in regard to the Standing 
Orders. 

Mr. LE8INA (Clermont): During the past. 
ten years I think this question has come up 
on five or six occasions. The hon. member 
for Gympie is usually the hon. member who· 
takes on his 5houlders the responsibility of 
fathering this proposition. To him it appeals 
as one of those far-reaching reforms which, 
once passed by the express will of this House, 
will rapidly usher in an entirely new order 
of things in this Assembly. I do not know 
whether he really believes that the mere closing 
of that refreshment-bar and the preventing of 
certain members here having access to it during 
late sittings, or during any period the House 
is in session, is going to regenerate members 
of this Assembly. I do not know that there 
is any particular need for the moral regenera
tion of members of this Assembly, yet every 
man outside who reads the annual introduc
tion of this motion comes to the conclusion 
that there is some pressing necessity for the 
moral regeneration of this Assembly, other
wise a moral reformer like, the hon. member 
for Gympie would not be forthcoming every 
session. That is the natural and inevitable 
assumption. " Why should it be proposed to· 
abolish this bar," the man in the ·street says, 
" unless there is an absolute need for it?" 
And in that sense the moving of this resolu
tion is a constant reflection on the moral 
character of the members of this Chamber. 
I do not know whether the hon. membex for· 
Gympie is really anxious to cast a reflection 
on the sobriety and moral living of members 
in this Chamber. Mr. Finlayson, one of the 
members in the Federal House, who· is another 
member with a similar crank as the hon. 
member for Gympie has shown, moved a 
similar motion in the Federal Parliament. 

Mr. TOLMIE: It is 6s. a week there. 

Mr. LESINA: They don't drink 6s. a week 
there. This is from the Federal Hansard, 
No. 14, which I have in my hand, page 1766. 
It is a resolution moved by Mr. Finlayson, the 
hon. member for Brisbane, similar to the 
motion now before the House-that within 
the precincts of the House the sale of intoxi
cating liquors should be prohibited. And he 
made a very excellent speech in favour of his 
motion for prohibition-the very best I have 
read for many years past. The hon. member 
quoted the following facts in regard to the 
matter, and, as it is appropriate to t.his dis
cussion, I will trouble the House for one 
moment with this quotation. He takes this 
from H ansard, 1904, when Sir Thomas Ewing, 
then Mr. Ewing, who was the hon. member 
for Richmond at that time, put the following 
questions to the Federal Treasurer:-

1. What is the average number of individuals 
who use the refreshment~room at the Common~
wealth Parliament House during the sitting of 
Parliament? 

2. What is the average expenditure per individual 
on spirits per month during the sitting of Parlia
ment this session? 

3. Are all spirits paid for by those consumin15 
them? 
To those questions the Treasurer replied

!. About 250. 
2. ls. 5d. per month, or about 4d. per week. 
3. Yes. No free drinks or free meals are given 

to any person. 

Mr. Lesina.] 
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I would like to know whether. there is any 
Parliament in the whole of the known world 
that has such an excellent record for. sustained 
sobriety as our Federal House since .its estab
lishment. 

Mr. MAUGHAN: So has this Parliament. 

Mr. LE SIN A: I· have already said tha.t 
previously. I say the same thing is also 
equally true of this Parliament; and the hon. 
member for Gympie must admit that from the 
time he first came here there has been a 
great improvement in this Chamber-not that 
there was any great need for improvement, but 
the improvement has been gradual, and that 
improvement indicates that a general im
provement has taken place in the community 
outside as well as in the House. In fact, the 
tendency of the times is to increased temper
ance 111 all things, except in temperance pro
paganda. Now, the hon. junior member for 
Gympie quoted Scripture to justify the atti
tude he proposes to take up in connection 
with the abolition of this bar. Before I make 
reference to ·that as an argument in favour 
of the justification of carrying this by the 
Chamber this afternoon, I desire to say that 
I have resented, and propose to resent this 
afternoon, the proposition before the Chamber 
for that very reason. In a sense, perhaps 
unwittingly, the moving· of such a resolution 
is a reflection upon members of this Chamber, 
for the reformative zeal of the hon .. member 
Ior Gympie leads to the assumption that 
members of this Chamber are in a sense, by 
such a motion, taken under his wing, in order 
that their morals may be protected from 
contamination. I do not know that any mem
ber would break out if the hon. member for 
Gympie removed his sheltering wing from 
their mor·al character, a.nd I resent the 
attempt on his part, or on any other mem
ber's part, to protect me. Every man must 
be the guardian of his own morals in this 
matter, but if there 'is one assumption more 
than a.nother to which there is a growin15 
tendency nowadays to accord legislative sanc
tion, it is the idea that " I am my brother's 
keeper," that I am his moral censor. That 
reminds me of some of the characters which 
Butler described in Hudibras, who-

Compound for sins they are inclined to, 
By damning those they have 110" mind to. 

With respect to Scripture quotation .about not 
leading our brother into temptation, I could 
also give Scriptural quotations justifying the 
'attitude I take up this afternoon. 

Mr. RYLAND : The Premier himself on two 
·occasions quoted Scripture. (Laughter.) 

Mr. LE'SINA: Here is a text from Psalms
Wine makes glad the heart of man. 

Has the hon. member ever attempted to carry 
out In. actual fact, in everyday life; that text 
{)f Scr1pture? (Laughter.) Has he ever dis
covered the entrancing, the revivifying in
fluence of a sparkling glass o.f Pomeroy, of a 
~lass of· claret, in which the ruby gleams? 
(~aughterJ .. Has. he ever attempted at any 
hme m his past. career, or does he proooS;e in 
future, whefi Wisdom comes-'--as it will corrie 
with the passage . of years--2to. taste, as old 
Omar Kha Yam points out-

Here With a Loaf of ":Bread beneath the Bough· 
A Flask of Wine, a Book of Verse-and Thou ' 

Beside -me singing in the Wilderness-
And Wilderness is Paradise enow! 

Then in th~ Book ~f Judges it is stated
Wine cheereth God and man. 

[Mr. Lesina. 

Then we have the Apostle Paul's advice to 
Timothy-

Do not still drink water, but use a little wine 
for thy stomach's sake and thy frequent infirmities. 

(Laughter.) That is a text . 
. Tbe SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC INSTRUCTION: 

Have you given that verbatim? 

Mr. LEtliNA: Yes. This is the Douay 
version; I will give the hon. gentleman the 
Protestant version. (Laughter.) The revised 
version-the Protestant version authorised 
by King J ames I.-reads- · 

Drink no longer water, but use a little wine for 
thy stomach's sake, and thine often infirmities. 

(Laughter.) Again, the other day, in one of 
those excesses of religious fervour which 
sometimes seize upon me and men like me, I 
betook myself to the Book of Deuteronomy, 
for spiritual informa.tion, and I discovered 
there, in chapter"·xiv., verse 26, the following 
astounding lines;-

And thou shalt buy with the· same money what
soever plea.seth thee, e~ the1~ of the herds, or of 
she8p, -wine also',• and '.Strong drink,· and all that thy 
soul desireth, and thou shalt eat before the Loril: 
thy God, and shall feast thou and thy house. 

Here is a distinct invitation in Deuteronomy to 
expend my substance to a limited extent upon 
strong drink. What has the hon. member for 
Gympie got against this? Here we have a 
verse of Scripture relating to the hon. gentle
man from this side; and on his own he had 
merely his unscriptural and unbiblical prop~
ganda in which he has been engaged iJ? this 
Chamber for years past. I do not desire to 
vex the hon. gentleman by piling agony upon 
agony by further quotation from the Scrip
tures, both ancient and modern, but it ap
pears to me that, in these things alone, I have 
justification for occasionally approaching the 
bar and taking a glass • of claret for my 
benefit. And .am I not entitled to know 
whether it is for my benefit? 

Mr. BowMAN: Sometimes you do not know. 
The PBEMIER: Whisky? (Laughter.) 

Mr. LESINA: Or barley bree. But it is 
not a matter of what temperance reformers, 
()r what physiology, psychology, or even tlie 
Scripture says on the matter. If I think a 
glass of Australian wine, made from grapes 
grown in Australia, reddened in the bright 
Austrntian sum:hine, watered by the Aus
tralian rain, and made by workers who are 
protected by the wages boards, will do me 
good, have I not a perfect right to consume 
it? 

The PREMIER: Is this a matter of conscience, 
where the majority have a right to rule? 
(Laughter.) 

Mr. LESINA: I do not permit the intrusion 
cif the majority into this matter. The majority 
have no right to decide what I shall drink, 
any more thi1n to determine my religion or 
what I shall wea.r. The attempt by a -certain 
section of the community t{) assume the right 
of the majority to de"termine these things for 
rue is going to· be fruitful of many evils in the 
future. It is a thing the Legislature ought to 
take a stand ·against. In a sense, the hon. 
member for Gym pie takes this stand; it is a 
small thin~, but, nevertheless, it indicates the 
general spirit of the class of people whom he 
speaks for outside, in a larger attempt to 
detern::ine what I shall drink, how I shall 
drink it. and where I shall drink it. He 
made reference to the fact that drinking wa~· 
a bigger <lvil than the consumption of opium. 
Does the hon. member know what has been· 
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;the result in China for the past three or four 
years in connection with the attempt by 
sumptuary legislation to debar the Chinese 
from the use of opium, to which they have 
been accustomed now for half a century? If 
he will look up Ronaldshay's work, which I 
.read some time ago-it is, by the Earl of 
Ronaldshay, a member of the House of Com
mons, who recently took a tour in the E·ast, 
and entitled "A '•Wandering Student in the 
Far East"-he will find that one glaring result 
.of the abolition of opium in China is this--

An HoNOURABLE MEMBER interjected. 

Mr. LE SIN A: He is an English aristocrat, 
and he derives his income from family pro
perties. The majority of people preaching 

t<')mperance do not go so far as to 
[4.30 p.m.] want to abolish bars.. B~shop 

Stretch, at the Anglican Synod in 
Newcastle, spoke so strongly .against the way 
some of the. temperance people worked that 
his remarks were circulated throughout New 
South Wales and other parts of Australia; 
and l\~rs. Barter:; of, the Glasgow Municipal 
Council, who arriVed 111 Sydney the other day, 
when the leaflet containing the remarks of 
B1shop Stretch on the intemperance of the 
temperance par.ty was put into her hands, said 
from the publw platform, " God's curse on 
Bishop Stretch." There is a lot of charity 
.about th:>t .. But that is by the way. 'l'he 
.author of this work, on page 215, says this--

There is another danger besides that of an in
-creased production of opium in China itself, which 
has to he carefully guarded against pari passu 
Wl th the reduction of the supply of the drug-the 
-danger of abolishing one vice only to make room· 
for a worse. It is well known in the East that 
where. opium-smoking is suppressed, the use of 
JllOrphla o: .of some equally deleterious drug is 
aln:ost cerllain to take its place, unless the most 
stnngent precautions are adopted to prev~nt it. 
·This danger appears to be Imminent in China at the 
prese~t mom.ent. " Since the closing of the dens," 
says Dr. Ma1n, of the Church l\-fissionary Hospital 
-at. Hancho~, "anti-opium pills, .aontaining mor
phia or opium in some form, have been freely 
·distributed by the gentry, and_., shops for the sale 
of these anti-opium pills are· op_ened everywhere 
and doing a roaring trade. Some have been cured, 
but most of those who frequented the opium dens 
have simply replaced the pipe by morphia pills, 
and the last state is worse than the first." 

This was quoted by the Shanghai correspon
dent of the Times, in a letter to that paper of 
3rd July, 1908. There is a great deal more to 
the f.ame effect, showing that there is an 
enormous amount of smuggling from America. 
I desire to say in connection with this matter 
that precisely the same result follows in deal
ing with the liquor question. The same results 
have followed in New Zealand; and if in our 
sinal! community, environed by' the walls of 
this Chamber, you abolish the bar, yem haw 
no right' to preyent a member from bringing 
liquor in his bag or his oocket, orfr0m bav' 
ing a drink ?efore he ~om':s .. to tfie. House. 
Then _what w11l you do? W1ll,

1
Y,.ou appomt a 

committee of members to smelt· .il> •. wember's 
breath-(lil>ughter)-to see if he ha;s. been tak
ing a drink at ·the bar of the hotel over the 
road, to which we have access? It is impos
sible. It is one of those things characteristic, 
in a way, of the whole temperance propa
ganda. I believe in temperance in all things, 
not only in wine but jn dining, and particu
larly temperance in the' advocacy· Of te:inper~ 
ance. The most intemperate thing to-day is 
the temperance movement; and just as the 
attempt to prevent people: dt!tiking outside 
has been a failure, so the attempt to prevent· 

members from drinking would be a failure. 
They would close the bar and prevent mem
bers from buying drinks at that bar, giving 
them access only to tea and coffee refresh
ments; but the members who wished to do so 
would take a drink outside, or bring drink 
with them, and it might lead to the establish
ment of the same syst!lm as in " no license " 
towns in New Zealand-the locker system
where men pay for lockers. in which to keep 
a supply of barley bree or o.ther liquor for 
themselves and their friends. I take it that 
the hon. member has no desire to produce 
that effect here. That is taking the smaller 
view; but I depend on the larger view, thil>t it 
is impertinence on his part to• att()mpt to dic
tate to me whether I shall drink or not. Sup
pose I travelled with the hon. gentleman and 
some of his friends in a railway train, and we 
got out at a station, and he said, " We are 
going to have a cup of tea. Will you join 
us?" And suppose I said, " I do not care 
about a cup of tea; I would rather have a 
glass of whisky or• claret or sherry." And 
suppose he said, "You must come and have a 
cup of tea," and he and his friends took hold 
of me and dragged me in to have the tea. 
That would be a distinct invasion of my per
sonal liberty. And would not that be resented 
by every sensible man? Similarly, if we were 
travelling under the same circumstances, and 
I am going to have a drink with some friends, 
and il>sk the hon. member for Gympie to join 
us, he would say, "No; I do not drink wine. 
I only drink_tea." Then suppose we took him 
by the shoulder and said, " You must have 
wine, beoaw;e we are goin8: to have wine." 
That would be an invasion of his personal 
liberty. And does he not see that his action 
is exactly the same when he says to people, 
"You shall drink tea or coffee, but you shall 
not drink a glass of wine." It is an imper
tinent. interference with our personal liberty, 
and .if that principle were recognised outside 
there. would be a great deal less of the inter
ference with liberty which has characterised 
legislation in New Zealand. I am against 
that interference not only here but outside. 
Another aspect of the matter is the social as
pect. PiJCple come here to see members. They 
are taken to the visitors' room, where they 
have· soft drinks, wine, or anything else they 
like to call for. Having had the refreshmel).ts, 
they go about their business. They cannot 
return the drink, and, naturally, that limits 
drinking. If you abolish the bar, when people 
come from my district to see me we shall have 
to go to the corner for a drink, and in that 
case they can return the drink. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC INSTRUCTION : 
It would be a good thing to have the visitors' 
room closed, perhaps. 

Mr. LESINA: I have never seen anything 
out of the ordinary happen in the visitors' 
room; and I do not know that the hon. mem
ber patronises the room sufficiently frequently 
to have witnessed so many of the scenes of 
which he spoke so warmly. I have never seen 
anything of them, and I think the majority 
of memb_ers can say the same. The only use 
of this motion, which never appears to get any· 
" forrader," is simply to offer the opportunity' 
for the discussion of ·matters that might be 
left untouched. I think this question is much 
better treated on the broad ground that we 
have il> perl'ect right to enter that room and' 
take our refreshment in a manly, moderate, 
and temperate way. I think the majority of 
members do that, and there is no need for 

Mr. Lesina.] 
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this motion. There is no need to correct our 
morals-no need for a sub-committee to safe
guard them; and I think very few members 
would care to entrust their morals to each 
other for safe protection. Each man must be 
the guardian of his own morals and tastes, 
and control them in his own particular fa:;hion. 
The proposal to make people temperate by 
prohibition is simply to substitute the trun
cheon of the police for moral influence. In 
the past Christian tempBrance men relied 
largely in these m_atters on an appeal to the 
consCience and rehgwus and moral instincts; 
now an appeal is made to the truncheon of the 
police tq do things which formerly were done 
for the lov·e of virtue. The puritanical style is 
?ecoming more and more apparent, and th~re 
1s a tendency on the part of Labour legislators 
to bow the head more and more to the influence 
of puritanical associations outside but the 
people of this twentieth century can~ot be cor
railed and coerced and morally cas.tigated in 
the way that our ancestors of the sixteenth 
and seventeenth centuries were, or as Scotland 
was under the "Rule of the Saints." The time 
f?r that h!J;s gone. It is a bad sign of the 
t1mes that a motion like this-insignificant as 
it is in its way-should be introduced. It is 
like a straw that indicates the direction of the 
wind or the drift of the current. I hope that 
when we d1spose of it this afternoon, it is the 
last time we shall see it for many year.s. I 
shall vote against the resolution. 

Mr. NEVITT (Carpentaria): It gives me 
very great pleasure indeed to have an oppor
tunity to support the hon. member for Gym
pie in his advocacy of the abolition of the 
sale of intoxicating liquor within the pre. 
cincts of this House. A good many rBasons 
have been given by the hon. member for 
Clermont why he considers it inadvisable to 
do away w1th the bar. It is not from the 
point of view o~ economy that the hon. mem
ber for Gymp1e has brought forward his 
motion; but he and those of us who think 
with him on the subject consider it is our 
duty to set an example to the rest of the 
community by doing away with ihe bar in 
Parliament House. I cannot understand the 
hon. !llember for Clermont advocating its 
r<:tBntwn, because even from the point of 
v1ew of the people whose cause he himself 
said the other night he was advocating-the 
liceJ:?..sed victuallers-he should support the 
motiOn. The hen. member should be up in 
arms against the raid that is being made 
upon the rig~ts and privileges of the licensed 
vwtuallers, smce the manager of the bar is 
allowed to sell liquor without paying the 
license fee that licensed victuallers are com
pelled to pay. I do not think it is possible 
to have a more temperate body of men than 
the members of the two Houses of Parliament 
in Queensland. I do not think that it would 
be possibhe to get 110 men in any walk of life 
who are more sober than the members of the 
two branches of thB· Queensland Legislature. 
But the object of the motion is not to attempt 
to make them more temperate. The object is 
to. set an exa:J?pl~ to tho people outside. My 
fnends on th1s s1de--and this applies a1so to 
the hon. member for Clermont-he also was 
ele~ted on the platform of th<> Labour party 
whwh was passed at the Rockhampton Con
vention in 1905, and that platform reads as 
follo_ws-" That it is the opinion of this con
ventiOn that the refreshment bar in Parlia
ment House should be abolished." I would 
draw my friend's attention to that resolu
tion. 

[Mr. ~esina. 

Mr. MAY: It was only a reoommendation .. 

Mr. NEVITT: It does not matter-it was 
carried by a majority of the members in 
conference assemble& 

Mr. CoTTELI.: It is not in your platform, 
though. 

Mr. NEVITT: The plank in our platform 
is total abolition, of which I am a strong 
advocate. But not be,ing able to get total 
abolition, I go for the next best thing, and 
am, therefore, in favour of reducins: the con
sumption of alcohol as far as poss1ble. The· 
Secretary for Lands said that if the bar were 
abolished he· did not think it would reduce 
the consumption of aloohol. Well, I differ 
with the hon. gentleman, because my ex
perience among my friends who occasionally 
take a glass is that, if they were asked to 
go 200 or 300 yards to get a drink, they would 
not go. If the conveniences werB not there 
for getting drink, the consumption would 
inle•vitably be reduced. The Secretary for Pub
lic Lands also said that he did not l:;elieve in 
interfering with the liberties of thB subject. 
He held that if the bar were al:olished it 
would interfere with the hospitality members 
show to their friends, and he did not think 
it was altogether a good line to interfere· 
with hospitality in that direction. Yet in 
the next breath the hon. gentleman said· 
that he was a total prohibitionist. I do not 
understand the hon. gentleman's attitude. It 
certainly seems· inconsistent to say that he 
did not believe in forcing his opinions down 
other people's throats, and then to say that 
he wa.s a total prohibitionist. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: I have 
no desire to enforce restrictions upon my eo
members. I think they have strength of mind 
enough to do the right thing. 

Mr. NEVITT: I am very pleased that the 
consumption of alcohol in Australia, taken as 
a wnole, is very much less than the average 
in other countries. The !rust statistics I have· 
been able to get are for 1908, and at that 
time there were only two countries in the 
world that consumed less alcohol than Aus
tralia-Russia and Canada. I have not been 
able to get the amount per head of popula
tion for the different Stal:ie•s of Australia, but 
from my previous reading I am inclined to 
think that Queensland compares very favour
ably with the other States. I am sure that 
the consumption in Queensland is less than 
that of New South Wales, but I believe it is 
a little higher than in Victoria and South 
Australia. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: And 
less than in New Zealand. 

Mr. NEVITT: Yes; according to the last 
figures I saw, it was less than in New Zea
land. But I would like to soo it lowBr still; 
and this is one of the methods by which itr 
can be reduced, although the reduction mignt 
be infinit'lsimal. Still, we have tD make a 
start, and' I believe in making a start when
ever we )lave the chance. The Secretary for 
Lands ·sa1d that he was a State prohibitionist, 
so I presume he is prepared to go in for Stat-e· 
production and distribution. 

The SECRETARY FOR PTIBMO LANDS: No; I' 
do not believe in State control at all. 

Mr. NEVITT: I thought from an interiec •. 
tion the hon. gentlBman made that he was ill' 
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favour of State production and distribution. 
Personally, I should like to see State produc
tion and distribution. By that means the 
liquor consumed would be of far better quality 
than we get to-day. It is the injurious class 
of liquor that is dispensed over the bars and 
in other places that is accountable for a good 
d<:lal of th<:l trouble that arises from this cursed 
traffic. It would be a good thing, if we can
not get total prohibition, to have State pro
-duction and distribution. In Sweden some 
-years ago they adopted the Gothenburg 
system. That is a spurious form of State 
socialism; but it had this effect: I think it 
was introduced in 1864, and at that time 
there were &s many as 173,000 domestic stills 
in Sweden-one for every seventeen people; 
and only the o·ther day a plebiscite was taken 
<m the question of whether liquor should be 
either produced locally or imported into 
Sweden. The result was that out of 2,500,000 
people-that is, adult voters-1, 700,000 said 
"No alcohol," and only 12,500 were m fa-vour 
'Of retaining alcohol. (Hear, hear!) I shall 
be pleased to see the day in Quoonsland when 
we will be a-ble to have a referendum with a 
result of that kindi on this particular question. 
The moral effect of it would be that every 
man and every woman would be able to look 
round and say, " There is not the slightest 
uoubt about it, it has done a great"amount of 
good." I do not wish to monopolise the time 
'Of the· House any longer, but I heartily sup
port the motion before the House. 

Mr. FOLEY (Totonsville): I do not intend 
'Occupying the· attention of the Chamber very 
1ong on this question. I have been a total 
abstainer for some years now, and I have 
-great pleasure in supporting this motion. I 
would like to make a reference to some of the 
remarks of the Minister for Lands in his at
tempt to give reasons- why we should not 
interfere with the parliamentary bar as at 
present constituted. One of the reasons that 
i:he Minister gave was that there was need 
for the bar because we sometimes sit long 
nours- in this Chamber, and members need 
:refreshments to sustain them during their 
long and arduous labours while sitting here. 
I am one of those who think that strong 
<:!rink is not needed to sustain a man at all. 
I have been a hard wnrker myself; I have 
done the hardest work that a man is ever 
called upon to do, and during the last thirty 
years I hiave· never swallowed any strong 
<:!rink at all. I have worked alongside of men 
who I knew had been in the habit of taking 
strong drink, and I found that the man wlio 
did not take it could stand hard work mu<lh 
better than the. man whb took a lot of it. 
·(Hear, hear !) We have evidence to show 
that strong drink is not of any assistance to 
bard work. We have the evidence of Lord 
Kitchener on that matter. At one time when 
ne w&s. marching his army through Egypt he 
t:r:ied an experiment by keeping one part of 
nis army on tea and the other part on beer. 
He gave· each division as much as they could 
tirink, either of tea or beer. (Laughter.) 
The fellows on the beer were the· first to give 
in, and those who had tea lasted much longer. 
(Hear, hear! and laughter.) That is one 
proof that men who drink tea can sustain 
themselves longer than men who drink beer 
and they had a fair trial on that occasion' 
I think that for a man to say that he need~ 
strong drink to sustain him while he is doing 
hard work is like saying that a duck needs an 
umbrella when it is raining. There is no 
necessity for a parliamentary bar to be kept 
in existence because the House is kept oiJ(Jn 

longer than usual sometimes. The hon. mem
ber for Gympie said we should set a good 
example by abolishing the bar and abolishing 
the strong drink in it. I would~ point out to 
the Mini•ster for Lands that since last election 
a number o£ young men have been returned 
to this House, most of them under thirty, 
and they are nn both sides of the House. 
The hon. member fnr Gympie quoted from 
Scripture, and gave as his text, " Lead us not 
"?to temptation." There is certa.inly a tempta
twn for young members to start drinking in 
Parliament House when the bar is so handy 
for ~hem. No young man starting out in 
hfe mtends to become a drunkard-that is a 
habitual drunkard as we understand it· but if 
temptation is put in hjs way he might start 
to drink, and the chances are that he migli£ 
become a, drunkard. We all know the evils 
of drink, and what they lead to in some 
people. It is a well-known fact-we have it 
on the. tes.timony of the medical fraternity
that drmk creates an appetite for itself. When 
a man takes a glass he generally intends to 
stop at that, but he meets a friend and has 
a:wther ~Slass, and the .drink creates an appe
tite for Itself; the habit grows, and in years 
to come the young man becomes a drunkard 
against his will. He may have got his 
temptation at Parliament House for all we 
know. I have heard a temperance advooate 
say that a moderate drinker is the worst 
e.xample ~o show a young man starting in 
hfe. It 1s not the moderate drinker whp 
should be shown as an example. If you 
wanted to show a young man starting in life 
the ben<3fits of drink, you would not take him 
to the house nf a man who· comes home drunk 
on Saturday night after doing a hard week'~ 
w.ork,. and ]le might _be in th<3 act of striking 
his Wife . with a; chrur, OJO, ,Perhaps, striking 
one of his half-starved chilldren. No· if you 
wanted to show the benefit of dri'nk you 
would take him to the house o£ a moderate 
drinker-a man who can take a glass and then 
leave it alnne for a few days. But the chances 
are that that young man in starting nut might 
only mean to take a glass, yet he might be
co.me a habitual drunkard; and in time he 
might get married, and while . in a drunken 
state he might kill his wife. The more we 
can do to remove temptation from young 
men the better it will be for this House and 
the :reputation of it. I do not say that the 
pre-sent bar has. beez: the means of creating 
any drunkards Ill this Assembly. Far be it 
from me to say that. But in order to sustain 
members when sitting up late I hold that 
there is as much virtue in a cup of tea or a 
cup of coffee as there i~ !n a glass. of whisky, 
and more so. The Mimster for Lands said 
that. h~. WBfl an abolit~onist-that is to say, a 
prohibitiOmst. He said he believed in abso
lute prohibition of drink, and he said that if 
drink was prohibited it would go a long way 
to solve the labour problem and the unem
ployed q~estion. I agree wit.h the Secretary 
for Pubhc Lands to a grE>at extent in that 
statement, that if the drink traffio could be 
abolished altogether there woll'ld be more 
money availabla for doing other work. I re
member once:; temperance ad'vocate who took 
the trouble to go into figures on the~e matters 
said that if there was no drink, and that th~ 
bill in England were abolished, and the money 
spent in drink were epent in other industries., 
there would not be enough room in the work
shops in England to contain all the men to 
make the necessary articles! required by the 
people. That is a,n argument in favour of 
what the Minister says--that doing away with 
the drink would be the means of solving the 

M1·. Fuley.) 
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unemployed question: Thete are many rea
sons which I could. bring forward in favour 
of this quBstion, but .It will. suffice to say that 

the abolition~ of the sale of drink 
[5 p.m.] in this :S:ou~e will be an Bxample 

to the · pe<i>ple outside. I know 
that this matter. ; has been talked about 
outside the House'· for many years, and 
the Telegraph reoogn;ses this fact when it# 
says that "Mr. Ryland'.s annual motion for 
the abolition of the bar is coming on to-day." 
There are a large number of people watching 
how the vote will go on th1s question this 
afternoon, as they have watched the vote on 
similar motions in years gone by, and I feel 
sure that if the motion is carried the result 
will be recBived with much satisfaction. I 
hope the motion will be carried, and that this 
House wi1l decide to abolish the sale of drink 
within the precincts of Parliament House. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS 
(Hon. W. T. Paget, Mackay): As one who 
voted against a similar motion moved by the 
hon. member for Gympie some years ago, I 
listened very carefully to the hon. membe.r';; 
remarks this afternoon to seo whether he 
would adduce some reasons which would 
induce me to alter my mind on the subject, but 
I must confess that I have been disappointed 
with his arguments. The hon. member drew 
a very pathetic and telling picture of a 
policeman seeing a woman of the town--

Mr. RYLAND: I said a lady. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: 
'fhe hon. member said a woman. 

Mr. RYLAND: Well, woman is the higher 
title. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: 
The hon. member said he saw a woman of the 
streets--

Mr. RYLAND: No; I said a woman who had 
kiddies of her own. 

The SECRE,TARY FOR RAILWAYS: 
Well, I accept the hon. member's statement. 
He saw a married woman walking along the 
street in front o.f the theatre, and noticed her 
stoop to pick up something, whereupon a 
constable followed her and said, " My good 
woman, what is that you have picked up?" 
I think she was probably a humane woman, 
and that the constable was a humane man. 
When a constable sees a person pick up 
something in the street, or do something he 
thinks should not be done, he does not usually 
say, ,, My good woman." The hon. member 
told us that this good lady replied that it 
was a portion of a glass bottle that she had 
picked up, and when he said that I thought 
he was going to tell us, for our edifica.tion andi 
instruction, to what kind of a bottle that 
portion belonged. I thought he was going to 
tell us that it was a portion of a bottle which 
had contained strong drink, but he did not 
say anything of the sort. It might have been 
a bottle qontaining scent, or a smelling-bottle, 
or a lemonade bottle. At any rate, I could 
not possibly gather from his statement any 
argument in support of this motion, or any 
reason that would lea.d me to change my 
opinion with regard to the matter. I can 
quite under-stand that the piece of bottle 
found by the woman was something clan· 
gerous to children, and I admire that woman 
for her thoughtfulness in picking it up in 
order to protect children from cutting their 
feet. I hope we have quite a number of such 
women in Queensland. A great deal has been 
said this afternoon as to the desirability of 
members drinking tea or coffee ill the Parlia· 

[Mr. Foleg; 

mentary Refreshment-rooms as against spirit· 
uous liquors. I should like to bring this 
phase of that question under the notice of hon. 
members-that at the present time we believe 
in a white Australia. Hon. members opposite 
look sceptical when I express that opinion. 

Mr. FoLEY: Are you serious? 
The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: 

Of course I am serious; I am always serious. 
What I wish to bring under the notice of hon. 
members is that, when they or I drink a cup· 
of tea or coffee, we are actually supporting 
coloured labour, beca.use, I am sorry to say, 
there is not sufficient coffee grown in Queens· 
land to supply the consumption of the State. 

An HoNOURABLE MEMBER: And you are· 
Minister for Agriculture! 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: 
Yes; and I do all I possibly can to induce 
people to grow the quantity of coffee and tea, 
that is consumed in the State. At present, 
however, it is an undoubted fact that we do 
not do so, and we have to import those corn· 
modities from other countries, where they are 
grown by coloured labour. On the other 
hand, those who have· a glass of whisky in 
the Parliamentary Refreshment-rooms support 
a white la1bour industry. I may say, without 
fear nf oorltradiction, that all the liquor con· 
sumed in the Parliamentary Refreshment
room> is manufactured by white labour. The· 
phase of the question which has presented 
itself to my mind is that when I take a cup 
of tea or coffee I am supporting ·a coloured 
labour industry, but I am not going to de· 
prive m·yself of the refreshment I desire on 
that account. Therefore, with the Minister 
for Lands, I fa.il to see wh;y_ I should dictate 
to other members in this House, which is a. 
very moderate and so;ber House, what they 
shall take m the way of refreshment. Some 
members like to have a game of billiards, and 
some members do not play billiards. Why 
should I, because unfortunately my education 
in that direction has been neglected, object 
to othermembers playing billiards when they 
have the time and the opportunity to do so? 
Why should they not play when there is no· 
occasion for their attendance in the House, 
or during lunch hour? I think they can 
spen<l their time very pleasantly in that way, 
and I cannot follow my friend, the Secretary 
for Public Instruction, when he says that the 
Parliamentary Refreshment-rooms should be 
shut altogether, because I presume that would 
mean closing the billiard-room also. I do not 
know whether the hon. gentleman indulges 
much in billiards, but I understand that he has 
played a game occasionally, and that he has 
done credit to those members who have shown 
him how to use a cue skilfully. The hon. mem· 
ber quoted the amount of money spent last 
year by the committee, of which he is a member 
-that is, a sum of £927. Some years ago, when 
this motion was before the House, I took the 
opportunity of pointing out that the sum of 
money that is spent on the refreshment-room 
is not spent in inducing hon. members of this 
House to drink. 

Mr. RYLAN:D: I said that. 

The.SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: It 
is not spent on the parliamentary bar. There 
are necessary expenses in connection with the 
carrying on of the catering in· this establish· 
ment. It would not be reasonable to expect 
any caterer to carry on the business of supply· 
ing refreshments for members of this House 
unless he had some subsidy, and that is where 
the money goes. I wish now and here to clear 
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up the idea that people have ·in the country, 
that members of this House get free drinks, 
or that the driuk they get here is subsidised 
by" public money. It is nothing of the sort. 
The hon. member who moved the motion said 
that we should deny ourselves, and he also 
said that quite a number of young people in 
his electOl·ate looked up to hini with the object 
of following in his footsteps. Take the ordin
ary average wember of Parliament: I have 
been a member of Parliament for some years 
now, and it seems to me that the ordinary 
member of Parliament is just about the aver
age man. Some of them, like the hon. mem
ber who moved the resolution, are above the 
average in regard to temperance, and some of 
them, like the hon. member, are above the 
average in being able to speak at great length 
at times; and I dare say that some of us are 
also above the average in the number of times 
we speak in a session. But then we have not 
to look at the shining examples. In any of 
these matters we must take the average, and 
I would say-following out what the hon. 
member said about the young people-that 
the young people. I expect, will find that their 
members are average men, and if their mem
bers keep themselYes decently ;sobBr and hard 
working, I see no reason why they should not 
look up to them, as they do to the hon. 
member for Gympie, for guidance in a great 
number of things, though I hope the young 
people in Gympie will not look to the hon. 
member for guidance in the future in their 
political opinions. The hon. member who 
moved this motion, I know, is very sincere in 
his ideas on the temperance question, .although 
his ideas do not altogether coincide with mine; 
but if the parliamentary bar is abolished, 
people outside may think that the hon. member 
is in league with the owner of the hotel .that is 
a few yards away from Parliament House. 
Directly the parliamentary bar is abolished 
then the goodwill of that hotel must be con
siderably greater than it is at the present 
time. I think, very probably, the hon. mem
ber for Olermont will bear me out in that 
contention-that there would be a consider
able amount of extra business _go to that hotel 
than there is at the present time; so, there
fore, I am of the opinion that it would not 
·be a wise thing to abolish the parliamentary 
bar unless you can abolish drinking in this 
House altogether. 

Mr. RYLAND: Why did you refuse licenses 
on railway works? 

The. SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: For 
very good reasons. The glaring reason for 
that was, that on a certain railw-ay, then being 
built m the North, the licE'nsing bench actually 
granted no fewer than thirteen licenses with
in 13 miles, practically, and I moved in the 
direction of trying to keep temptation away 
from the men. 

Mr. RYLAND: Why not assist in keepil'lg 
temptation away here? 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: I 
do not think there is any great temptation 
here. The temptation that the hon. member 
referred to was one that the men could hardly 
keep away from. 'rhose men were working 
on railway construction work, and they had 
an hotel about every mile. 

Mr. FOLEY: If it is good there it is good 
here. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: I 
say it is not a good thing there, and it is not 
altogether a good thing her&-.(hear, hear!)-

but it might be a worse thing to abolish it 
here. I am one who troubles the parliamen
tary bar as little as anyone in this House, 
and I am not a Good Templar. But I sav 
it would not be a good thing to abolish the
parliamentary bar for the reasons I have 
given-that you will not stop drinking in this 
House: The hon. member for Olermont, I 
remember, years ago painted a most lurid pic
ture of the evil effects of _ meml:iers having· 
bottles under their seats. · 

Mr. -FOLEY: All bosh. 
The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: 

That was the hon. member for Clermont's 
argument. 

Mr. FOLEY: He was advocating· "Bung" a!I 
the time. 

The SEORE'I'ARY FOR RAILWAYS: All 
I can say in reply to the junior member for 
'rownsville is, if that is an argument for 
"Bung," then I say I am going to argue 
against "Bung." If there will be more liquor 
consumed in this House if the parliamentary 
bar were abolished, then I say it would be a 
bad thing to abolish it. I do not think it 
should be abolished. · ' 

Mr. FcLEY: That argument would not hold 
good. 

The SEORE'fARY lfOR RAILWAYS·: Of 
course I am quite well aware that some men
I do not refer to any member in this House
there. are some men outside who have strong 
opmwns abo!lt the consumption: of 'liquor. 
They are qUite unable to see that there is
any virtue in moderation. The hon. mem
ber for Olermo'?-t has quoted quite a lot 
of Scripture this afternoon, and something 
comes to my mind that I was taught-to be 
:'temperate in all things." That, I think, 
IS the goal that we should aim at, and I am 
not prepared at the present moment to vote 
for the motion for the abolition of the parlia
mentary bar. But I ~ill vote for it if we can 
g;o fart~er !1nd prevent the consumption of 
liquor m this House altogether. Hon mem
bers_ have said, if the parliamentary bar is 
ab?hshed, that we will have hon. members 
brmgmg bottles or flasks or jars of drink in 
her~, andi going out of the. Oh_amb_er. and par
takmg ~f that_ d:mk, or briugmg It m during 
an all-mgJ-:t Sittmg, and having it under the 
seat. 

Mr. FoLEY: He was romancing. 
The SECRETARY FOR RAILW AYs:J 

do not _know whether the hon. member was 
ron:ancmg or not. I am bound to take it 
serwusly, and I am very much inclined to 
move an amendment on the motion. I desire, 
on the 1st line, after the word "sale " to 
add the words '~and consumption." 'That 
would then make it read-
- I. That, in the opinion of this House, it is de· 

suable that the sale and consumption of intoxi
catmg liquor _should be prohibited within the; 
p:ecmcts of this House, and that the .said prohibi
tiOn should take effect from the close of this 
present ses.sion of Parliament. 
I have much pleasure in moving that amend· 
ment. 

~r. FORSYTH (1lforeton): I am afraid that 
this fLmendment will be somewhat difficult to 
work. I do not see how anyone can possibly" 
stop the consumption here if a man wanted 
to have it. There i~ no occasion to go to the 
ba_r or show It publwly; a man can go into a 
pnvate room and have it all the same whether 
the amendment is carried or not. ' 

Mr. LESINA: He can carry it in his pocket. 

Air. FoFsyth.] 
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The DEPUTY SPJ£AKER: Order! Do I 
understand that the hon.-tnember seconds the 
amendment? 

Mr. FORSYTH: Yes. There is no doubt 
that the consumption of liquor is a very serious 
business. The hon. member for Gympie has a 
good object in bringing it forward, if he con
scientiously believes that liquor should not be 
sold in this House, and as long ail he con
scientiously believes that, he is justified in 
bringing it forward. The Secretary for Rail
ways made reference to the fact that a great 
many people outside were under the impres
sion that the liquor consumed in this House 
was really given by the Government, and that 
members have a chance of getting liquor free 
of any chMge. That is an impression which 
every member should deny. A large number 
of people outside gore not only under the im
pression that we get our meals free, but also 
our drinks., It would be a good thing if that 
were the ca,se, but the Government has not 
arrived at such a state of liberality as to give 
us free meals as well as free drinks. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC INSTRUCnON: 
It would be a very bad thing. (Laughter.) 

Mr. FORSYTH: l was under the impres
sion, before the Minister for Railways spoke, 
that it would be a good thing to make another 
amendment. As the hon. member fm: Gympie 
said it was against the sale of intoxicating 
liquors, we might take out the word "sale," 
and put it in such a way that members would 
get it free of charge. If that were done, I 
wonder whether the consumption of liquor in 
this House would be greater or smaller than 
it is now? There is one thing in connection 
with the consumption of liquor outside as well 
as inside this House. The question was raised 
by the Minister for Railways. I am sure 
everyone remembers the fact that the Govern
ment have been the means of stopping public
houses along the railw34111lines. \Ve all know 
that the men on those lines spend too much in 
liquor, and perhaps their families suffer. 

Mr. LESINA: There are the sly grog-shops 
all along the line. 

Mr. FORSYTH: I think the Government 
acted very wisely in stopping that from being 
done. I was under the impression that there 
was a good deal more spent than there is, but 
the :i\iinister for Lands is fairly right in the 
figures which he gave. There is another thing 
-a great many people appear to think tnat 
there is a large quantity of liquor consumed. 
Now, I have taken the trouble to ask the 
caterer as to what is the amount of spirituous 
liquors obtained when the House is sitting, 
and I am told that the average would not ex
ceed more than 15s. a day. I do not think 
that with seventy-two members in this House 
and forty in the Upper Chamber, as well as 
the officials and the people we have here all 
the time, that this is a very large bill. 

Mr. NEVITT: We all say that .. 

Mr. FORSYTH: When Parliament is not 
sitting, the average amount of liquor sold in 
this House does not amount to 10s. a week. 

Mr. WINSTANLEY: 'l'hen the bar is not worth 
keeping open. 

Mr. FORSYTH: Therefore we can only 
arrive at the conclusion that this House is a 
very temperate House 'indeed. (Hear, hear!) 
I would vote for this motion if I thought it 
would stop drinking, but the argument has 
been adduced over and over again that, in the 

[Mr. Forsyth 

event of this being done, people would go to 
the Belle Vue Hotel and get what they wa.nt 
there. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: And get 
them at 3d. each. 

Mr. FORSYTH: I don't know whether they 
may be cheaper, but that is not the point. 
That may take place when an important divi
sion comes on, and it may be lost. 

OPPOSITION MEMBERS: That is the point; 
and laughter. 

Mr. FORSY'I'H: lt would be a very awk
ward thing indeed. As a matter of fact, the 
division bells of the House of Commons an 
connected with some of the clubs in London 
I remember not so long a.go, in connectio1, 
with a division there, being at St. Stephen'~ 
Club with the Agent-General, Sir Horace 
Tozer, a.nd ·there were bells at the club which 
seemed to be connected underground with the 
House of Commons, and they all rang when 
the divisions took place. I have also been 
wondering whether the hon. junior member for 
Gympie is getting a commission out of this 
business for the Belle Vue Hotel. I do not 
say for one moment that he is. Now, apart 
from this question, there is no getting away 
from the fact that the liquor question is a 
very serious one, and the amount of liqaor 
consumed, not only in Australia but in other 
countries, is something enormous. I was just 
looking up, when the Minister for Land• was 
speaking, what the drink bill of Great Britain 
really was, and then I looked up the drink bill 
of Australia. I find that as far as Great 
Britain is concerned, it is over £161,000,000 a 
year, or equal to £3 12s. 3~d. per head of the 
population. 

Mr. LESINA: What proportion of that is 
revenue? 

Mr. FORSYTH: Of course, from a revenue 
point of view, it would be a very large sum. 

Mr. LESINA: What is going to take the 
place of that? 

. Mr. FORSYTH: That is a different ques
tion. There IS no doubt that. we look at the 
ihing from different standpoints. I find, in the 
official " Year Book" for 1909, that the num
ber of cases of drunkenness in Queensland is 
seriously increasing. In 1905 there were 6 638 
cases, while in 1908 there were 9,203. ' In 

spite of that fact, Queensland does 
[5.30 p.m.] not •stand so very badly in .re-

gard to the consumption of liquor 
as compared with other States. In 1908 the 
average consumption per head in New Zea
land was 0. 76 gallons; in Victoria, 0.60; in 
New South Wales, 0.75; in Queensland 0.89· 
in South Australia, 0.51; and in Wester,:, A us~ 
t~alia-;which contains a lar~e mining popula
tiOn with a greater proportiOn of males-it is 
1.10 gallons per head. In the whole of the· 
States of the Obmmonwealth the average is 
0.72 gallons. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: In Den
mark it is 2.54. 

Mr. FORSYTH: In New Ze&land, in epite 
of prohibition, it is 0. 76 gallons. The cost of 
the liquor consumed in Australia in 1908 was 
£13,151,000. The amount for New Zealand 
was £2,584,000, and the amount for Queens
land was £1,622,000. Of course, we .have a 
smaller population in Queensland than there 
is in New Zealand. While the hon. member 
for Gympie is perfectly justified in bringing 
forward this motion--

The SECRETARY Fim .AGRICULTURE: What 
about the amendment? 
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Mr. FORSYTH: I would like the hon. 
member to give us more information in re
gard to the amendment-how the consump
tiofl as well as the sale of hquor could be 
stopped. To stop the sale is one thing, but 
to stop the consumption of liquor is another 
thing. The leader of the Opposition might 
refuse to take liquor under any mrcumstances. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: He 
would rather die than take a drink. 

Mr. BOWMAN: I would not. (Hear, hear!) 

Mr. FORSYTH: We must bear in mind 
that some members sometimes feel the need 
of a stimulant. I do not think that there is a 
single member who believes. in drunkenness. 
It is about the most abommable thmg one 
,()an experience to see a drunken man. (Hear, 
hear !) At the same time, there are some 
men who require a little spirituous liquor, 
more especially old men. It appears to cheer 
them up a little and help them along. 

An HONOURABLE MEMBER: It warms the 
cockles of the heart. 

Mr. FOHSYTH: Just so; and it does not 
do them any harm. I do not intend to take 
up the time of the House any longer, as there 
are 'Other members who may desire to speak; 
but I may say that I intend to support the 
amendment. It appears to be the general 
wish of the House that the bar should not be 
closed. If there were disgraceful scenes in the 
House as a result of liquor being consumed 
in the 'refreshment-room, I think it would be 
wise to pass the motion; but the fact of mem
bers being so temperate makes it unnecessary 
to take action in th!tt direction. 

Mr. RYLAND: I am prepared to accept 
the amendment. 

Mr. KEOGH (Rogewood): When the hon. 
member for Gympie brought this before the 
House on a former occasion I voted with him, 
and I am determined to do so on this occasion. 
(Hear, hear!) When the motion was brought 
forward the hon. member for Bundanba said 
to me: "You ought to vote for this, Keogh." 
I said, "Yes." I am prepared to do so now; 
and I think it is a very good thing to do 
away with grog in the House. At the same 
time, I am prepared to have my own whisky. 
And it would be far better for many mem
h>rs if they were prepared to express their 
feelings--members who would be pleased to 
see the sale of liquor here done away with. 
T am perfectly conversant with the fact-o£ 
"Cnurse, you are conversant with the fact also, 
Mr. Speaker-visitors are introduced into this 
House, and, of course, we do not want them 
i;o go away without having--

Mr. 00TTELL: A cup of tea. 
Mr. KEOGH: Hang the tea! I don't want 

·tea. I think that, if we want to offer our 
-friends a drink, we should go outside this 
House tD get it. I am decidedly in favour of 
doing away with the sale of grog within the 
precincts of this House. I am perfectly satis
fied that this is a contentious matter. I have 
just to look at my friend on the Treasury 
bench. 

Mr. BOWMAN: Which friend? 
Mr. KEOGH: Mr. Barnes. (Laughter.) 

I cannot say that I would be with him in this 
matter; but I can see that it would be far 
better if we were to do away with this affair 
in the House. If I were .to ask my friend, 
Jl.i[r. Barnes, and other members who occupy 
prominent positions on the Treasury bench 
to have something, I know very well that they 

19·10--2.Q 

would not be prepared to do so. They might 
say, "Well, Dinny, it won't do. We can't 
get away." (Laughter.) Of course, that 
would save me 2s. or 3s. (Laughter.) At tha 
same tim", I can put my hand on my friend's 
head (laying his hand on the head of the hon. 
member for Woolloongabba)~he drmks 
nothino- but water. Of course, these condi
tions ;{re not favourable to me. I am not 
one of the water men. I like a drop of some
thing stronger than water. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: You want 
to kill the microbes. 

Mr. KEOGH: That is so. At the same 
time, thG hon. gentleman is not one of the 
water men. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: Quite so. 

Mr. KEOGH: I voted for the motion on 
the last occasion that it was brought forward 
by the hon. member for Gympie, and I see 
no reason why I should not also vote for it 
again. I look upon it from the financial point 
of view. I think the motion is a very good 
one and I shall certainly vote for it, as I 
was' asked to do by my friend, the hon. mem
ber for Bundanba, and I hope he will do the 
same. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN
STRUCTION (Hon. W. H. Barnes, Bulimba): 
I think it is the duty of a member sitting on 
the Treasury .bench who may not hold pre
cisely the same opinions as those expressed by 
other members this afternoon-seeing this is a 
non-party question--to express himself frankly 
and freely upon it. It will be generally ad
mitted that, notwithstanding what we may 
say or what we ma.y not say here to-day, this 
is a. matter which excites a good deal of in
terest outside this Chamber, and it is a 
matter in which quite a number of our elec
tors are concerned. We may treat it seri
eusly or we may treat it lightly, but it is 
undoubtedly a matter of deep interest to many 
of the people who send us here. The members 
of this House are, at any rate in the main, 
a body of men of whom any House should be 
proud from the point of view of temperance. 
(Hear, hear!) There is no doubt this is a 
model House in that respect, and that it sets 
an example to many other places. Some of 
the arguments which have been used do not 
seem quite to touch the question. The argu
ment has been used that this would be a re
striction upon the privileges of hon. mem
bers. Now, I would point out that there are 
restrictions in regard to other matters out
side this House. Many of those who have 
spoken acrainst the motion are quite prepared 
to say thoat their fellows outside must be re
stricted in certain directions. Does not a 
very rrreat deal o.f our leg-islation !!O along 
the lines of restriction? ·what about wages 
boards, for instance? And wha,t ahout the 
Machinery And Scaffoldinv Act? Have not 
wag-es hoards been brought about-not be
cause the majority of employers have not 
heen doing a fair thing by the men they em
ploy, but very largely as a result of the man 
who is not prepared to do a fair thing. 

Mr. FOLEY: The unscrupulous employer. 
The PREMIER: By the misdeeds of the 

minority. 
The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN

STRUCTION: By the misdeeds of the 
minority. Whilst we must a.dmit that this 
is a soher House, ·I ask if it is not a fair 
thing for us to lead the way in removing what 
is a temptation to many a man outside? If I 

Hon. W. H. Barne8.] 
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may be pardoned for saying so, it seems to 
me that this matter has been treated alto
gether too lightly to-day. 

Mr. RYLAND: I don't think so. 
The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN

STRUCTION: I am glad to hear the hon. 
member who introduced the motion say that 
he does not think it has. But, whether we 
like it or not, the fact remains that the drink 
question is one of those thmgs that has a 
great deal to do with the so.cial and political 
life of a country. The question was asked by 
interjection a while ago: What would happen 
to the revenue if the drink traffic disappeared? 
Well this is what would happen: There would 
cert~inly be a reduction in revenue, but there 
would also be a reduction in- the number of 
men who are employed to look after others. 
(Hear, hear!) There would be a distinct ad
vantage to the community in that. Then 
people would be very much better as a result 
of the saving of life, and so forth. I am .Pre
pajred ito admit ~ha,t, whether\ there .Is c!L 
closed bar here or not., the various States of the 
Commonwealth are progressing along tem
perance lines. 'fhat arises very l~rge~y. as 
the result of public opinion,. and. pub~w OJ;llniOn 
that is going in that direction Is gomg m th.e 
direction of making healthy homes, and IS 

acting in the interests of the people. By any
one who has studied om·, social conditions of to
day it must be admitted that drinking-to 
excess, at any rate--is the cause of a great 
deal of the misery that exists to-day. (Hear, 
hear!) Just o-ne word. before .I conclude, as 
I would like to see this question put out of 
the way. If we can ~elp in continuing t\Ie 
condition of thmgs whwh apparently prevails 
in Queensland to--day, and that is a reduction 
in the drink bill of this State, we should be 
d'oing· good work. And the Legislature 
should show the way if there is a temptation 
in front of any brother in the Legislature. 
(Hear, hear!) 'I was much surprised to read 
a paragraph in to-day's Observer, and oddly 
enough it appears on the clay of this debate. 
It rebrs to Victoria a.nd says--

Victoria is becoming quite a sober country, the 
drink bill last year being only £4,005.571, or 
£3 2s. 4c1. per head, 2s. 5d. uer heaLl less than last 
year. The amount per head is the lowest in the 
history of the State. 
That is very significant fact. Then it goes 
on-

The highest was in the " good old days," in 1853 
to bt: exact, when the bill for beer and such llke 
worked out at £27 19s. 7 d. per head. 

The SECRETARY FOR R.AU.WAYS: There were 
very few women and children then. 

Mr: LESINA: They were all adults; miners 
and speculators who came with the big rush. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN
STRUCTION: At any rate, that country is 
now on the road of progress in that matter. 

Mr. LESINA: There were, no " wowsers " in 
the country then. 

The SECR.ETARY FOR PUBLIC IN
STRUCTION: I shall be very pleased to 
support the motion. 

Mr. GUNN (Carnarvon): I have no doubt 
that the mover of the motion and the mover 
of the amendment are quite sincere in the re
marks they make, to this House, and .they say 
what they believe to be true. They beheve that 
if the' bar were abolished it would be a good 
thing for the House, and would be the means 
of doing a lot of good. I cannot see that 
any argument has been brought forward to 
prove that it would l:e of any benefip at all. 
It appears to me that 1f the bar of this House 
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were closed, all that we would have to do 
would be to walk across the street and get 
whatever we require at the hotel there. So' 
far as my experience goes, this is a very tem
perate House. There has never been any in
temperance caused in this House through the· 
bar. If there has been any intemperance 
here at all it is more than likely that it was 
obtained from outside, and had nothing what
ever to do with the bar in the Parliamentary 
Refreshment-rooms. The closing of the bar 
would therefore, be of no advantage at all, 
and if we passed a resolution of this sort it 
would give the people outside an idea that we 
were afraid of ouroelves, whereas all we 
would have. to do would be to go across the 
street if we wished to get any strong drink. 
I think it would be a good idea to close the· 
bar and the refreshment-room too at the same· 
time as the bars of hotels outside have to be 
closed. If the ordinary hotels have to close· 
at half-past 10 or 11 o'clock at night, then 
the same thing should be done in this House, 
so as to prevent people from getting drunk 
here when the hotel is closed over the way. 
{Hear, hear!) That would also be a good 
thing for the employees in the refreshment
rooms. The waitresses in the tearoom would 
not be kept there all night if we closed 'the 
rooms at the same time as the hotels were 
closed. The employees there deserve a rest· 
just the same as' anyone else. I am fond of 
a cup of tea myself when we are having all
night sittings, but I could very well do with
out it if it meant giving these girls a rest. 

Mr. LESINA: Tea is very bad for the diges
tion. 

Mr. GUNN: I think that the temperance 
people are very sincere in what they advocate~ 
but they are beginning at the wrong end. 
They should first endeavour to make it un
fashionable to drink. 

Mr. LESINA: Yes; that is the better way. 
(Laughter.) 

Mr. GUNN: Let them do away with the 
practice of asking your neighbour to come 
and have a drink. (Laughter.) Do away 
with all temptation. For instance, ; they· 
should abolish the barmaids from behind the 
bars-(laughter)-because they are such a 
great temptation to many a good fellow. 
(Laughter.) The first time a young fellow· 
goes into a bar he sees a pretty girl there--· 

HONOURABLE MEMBERS: Oh, oh! and' 
laughter. 

Mr. GUNN: The young fellow will like 
the look of that young lady behind the bar .. 
After he has his drink he goes out and gets 
across the street, when he' turns round and' 
goes back again for another drink. (Laughter.)' 
Now, that is the great temptation. 

The SECRETARY FOR R.AILWAYS: How do 
you know? 

Mr. GUNN: Because I have been there. 
(Loud laughter.) The temperance peoplE! should' 
begin by abolishing the pretty barmaid first, 
and they oould do that by making ~t illegal' 
for any but plain Asiatics to serve behmd bars .. 
(Laughter.) If those circumstances were 
brought about and I asked the hon. member· 
for Clermont to oome and have a drink with. 
me, and I said to him that Johnny Ah Sup or 
Johnny Ah Gunn happened to be in the bar 
-(laughter)-the hon. member for Clermont· 
would say, "Oh, no; we will go down to 
Rowe's:" (Laughter.) I know there are many·. 
pretty girls behind the bars, and I would also 
like to say that I know there are a lot or 
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good girls behind the bars. (Hear, hear!) I 
do not wish to reflect on the charaqter of any 
gi.rl who happens to be a barmaid. But it is 
only natural that a nice-looking good girl 
should attract a nice-looking good fellow. 
(Laughter.) He only sees her and he is after 
her at once. (Laughter.) But if we had 
J ohnny Ah Sup behind the bar instead of a 
barmaid, it would stop all the temptation for 
the young man. (Laughter.) 

Mr. KEOGH: Let us have a vote. 
OPPOSITION MEMBERS: Take a division on 

it. 
Mr. GUNN: I know that hon. members 

are watching the clock. If this motion is 
carried, it will mean that members will not· 
be able to consume any drink on the pre
mises. They will have to bring it here in 
bottles. (Laughter.) But they will not be 
permitted to do that, and they will have to 
get the liquor somewhere else and bring it 
here in their stomachs. 

Mr. LESINA: What about a hollow waJking
stick? 

Mr. GUNN: If a member wanted to bring 
it here in his stomach, he would have to get 
it across the way. Or he might bring it 
here in the form of a patent medicine, such 
as· painkiller or even \Vorcestershire sauce. 
I do not think that this House can be accused 
of being intemperate in any way. At any 
rate, I never saw seventy-two soberer men 
than are congregated in this Chamber at the 
present time. If you take the first seventy
two men you meet outside you would find 
more intemperate men amongst them than 
you would find in the members of this As
sembly. There are man.v arguments that .can 
be brought forward on this question. · 

OPPOSITION MEMBERS: Let it go to a 
division. 

Mr. GUNN: There are plenty more Thurs
day afternoons for discussing this matter. 
(Hear, hear l) 

Mr. KEOGII: Come to a vote now. 

Mr. GUNN: If we go to a vote some mem
bers will want to go to their electors to show 
that this House is intemperate, whereas if 
we do not have a vote on it we will not know 
which way hon. membBrs were going- to vote. 
There are plenty of other Thursday after
noons for taking a vote. I heard the eloquent 
speech o£ the hon. member for Rosewood. I 
know th~t in his younger days he was at
tracted by the young ladies behind the bar. 

At 7 o'clock the House, in accordance with 
Sessional Order, proceeded with Government 
Business. 

NEW SESSIONAL ORDERS. 
TIME LI1HT OF SPEECHES-RESUMPTION OF 

DEBATE. 

On the Order of the Day being read for 
the resumption of .adjourned debate on Mr. 
Kidston's motion, as amended-

That the following rnle be made a Sessional 
Order for this session :-

TIME LIMIT OF SPEECHES. 

No membel' shall speak for more than half an 
hour at a time in any debate in the House except 
in the debate on the Address in Reply, or on a 
direct motion of want of confidence, when a mem
ber shall be at liberty to speak for one hour. 

Provided that this rule shall not apply to a 
member moving the second reading of a Bill or to 

the leader of the Opposition or any member de
puted by him to speak first in reply to such motion, 
who shall each be at liberty to speak for one hour 
and a-half. 

Provided further that with the consent of a 
majority of the House (to be determined without 
debate) a member may be further heard for a 
period not exceeding thirty minutes. 

In Oommi ttee of the House, except as hereinafter 
provided, no member, other than the member in 
charge of a Bill, or Minister in charge. of a.n Esti
mate, shall speak for more than three times on any
one question, nor moTe than ten minutes on the. 
first occasion, and five minutes on the second and 
third occasions. 

This does not apply to a Minister delivering the 
Financial Statement, or to any member debating 
the same. Members debating the Financial State
Ulent may speak for one hour, but not m or~ ~han 
once. A reply, however. is allowed to the Minister 
who has delivered such Statement. Such reply 
not to exceed half an hour-

Mr. FERRIOKS (Bo-wen) said: Seeing that 
the Government, which in this case means the 
Premier saw fit last night to refuse to adopt 
the mo~t reasonable amendment submitted 
by the hon. member for Kennedy, it is, U:Y 
intention to move a further amendment m 
the words immediately following the clause 
in which he proposed to ix;sert his amend
ment. Before doing so I wish to emphasi-se 
the expression of surprise, tin15ed with amuse
ment which was made last night by the hon. 
member for Woothakata in connection with 
the attitude takE;n up by the hon.,;nembB~ fo,'; 
Clermont on this matter. The yes.-noism 
of the hon. member brought most vividly be
fore my mind a reminiscence· of an i:t?-cident 
which occurred ,in Charters Towers m the 
nineties. I remember that on my way one 
Sunday afternoon to our weekly orthodox 
football match at Charter-s Towe.-s', while 
passing through the town park, my attention 
was attracted by a. rather sprightly and dark 
young man holding forth to a large audience 
in characteristic domain style. I made myself 
one of his audience, and I may mention that 
the speaker on that occasion was the present 
member for Olermont. At the outset of his. 
remarks he told us that, in his preaching 
against fedBration, hB· purposed to give his 
audience one hundred and eleven reasons why 
federation should not be adopted in Queens
land. That was at 2 o'clock in the afternoon, 
and when the shades of evening enveloped 
us about 6 o'clock 'he' had got to the seoond 
point, but he had not got through it. I ven
ture to say that if he had insisted on going 
through his one hundred and eleven reasons, 
and we had stayed to listen to them, we 
should have been there yet. On another 
occasion I heard the hon. member in a. public 
debate in which each speaker was allowed 
twenty minutes, and I must say that he did 
not come out of that ordeal with flying 
colours, as he undoubtedly did in his six or 
seven hour speech. Included in the very small 
arguments advanced by hon. members oppo
site in connection with this proposaJ to' limit 
speeches is one put forward by the junior 
member for South Brisbane, who said that 
members on this side should trust the Govern
ment-trust the Premier-to deal fairly with 
them if they wanted a longer time than an 
hour or half an hour. It is well known that 
there is not a member on the other side who 
trusts the Premier. It is an open secret that 
there is not a member of the Cabinet who 
would not back-stab him i£ they had the 
opportunity. 

'j;jle HOME SECRETARY: What are you talk
ing' about? 

Mr. Pcrricks.] 
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Mr: FERRICKS: Yet, in spite of all that, 
the JUnior member for South Brisbane had 
thB audacity to ask us to trust the Premier
to trust our privileges to his tender mercies. 
As the representative of one of thB Northern 
constituencies, I strongly object to adopt that 
attitude. Th1s party does not want to obtain 
anything by craving. We make our demands 
as of right, and do not crave any indulgence 
or concession from the party in power. When 
an hon. member advances arguments of that 
nature, it is quite clear that the Premier is 
reduced to a lamentable state to find argu
ments to support his drastic proposals. A 
rather amusing statement was made by the 
senior member for Townsville when he said! 
that if our speeches were not reported, and 
Hansard were abolished, we should not care 
to make long speeches. I can quite under
stand the hon. member for Townsville and the 
people whom he represents taking up that 
attitude. It would be a very good thing for 
some hon. members opposite and the people 
they represent outside-financial institutioM, 
chambers of commerce, and various other 
organisations--if there were no criticism of 
the Government. Years ago, before the birth 
of this party, in what is known by hon. mem
bers opposite as the " good old days," there 
was no criticism of the Government. They 
had the daily papers on their side, they had' 
influential organisations supporting them; and 
in this Chamber they had no criticism of 
their actions. I contend that it is a very! good 
thing for the State to have the action of any 
Parliament or any Government open to 
criticism. If we are to be deprived of that 
privilege, then that will provide the vecry best 
of arguments that has yet been offered for 
the abolition of State Parliaments. If, as 
stated by the junior member for South Bris
bane, members of this Chamber speak nothing 
but trash, is not that a very fair argument in 
favour of the abolition of this State Parlia
ment? I venture to say that if this sort of 
contention is continued by unificationists op
posite, it will not be very long before snch 
a question is submitted to the people. If our 
deliberations are not worth listening to, it is 
time we were obliterated, and if ever that 
question comes before the people I am one of 
those who will support it. There is another
a.spect of the question which was mentioned 
by some speakers on this side last night, and 
that is that this proposed new Sessional Order 
does not apply only to legislation and the 
general policy of the Government. It has a 
very important application to the wants of the 
country districts which are voiced in this House 
by the representatives of those districts which 
are far removed from the seat of government. 
Unless we have the opportunity of pntting the 
wants and imparlance of our districts and our 
electorates before the ·people, then it is said, 
with some justification, that the metropolis 
rules, because if we have not the opportunity 
of advertising our constituents and the wants 
of our p~le, then it is very evident that the 
meti-opohs rules, and I qav that that is not a 
good 1system to perpetuate. We should go 
in for decentralisation, and not centralisation. 
Regarding the value of Hansard, we have 
often seen it qnoted in the fusion Press and 
we have heard it from hon. membern opp~site, 
that H ansard also is only fit for the was.te
paper basket. I take quite a different view 
to that. I say that the people, especially in 
the m<:;tropo!itan area, if they read Hansard 
to a b_1gger extent than they do, in a very 
ehort tnne they would reach the high intell. c. 
tual state possessed by the people of Northe'n 
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a_nd Western Queensland. I make that asser
tion m all senousness, because I have been 
over a good deal of Western and Northern 
Queensland, and I say the people there, on the 
average, are mua.h higher intellectual!}" than 
the peop\e in the Southern cities. Why, we 
?J"n go, m to any of what are term_ed our 

toney places, and I 'Yant to pomt out 
th~t the· conversatwns whwh we listen to in 
Bnsban·e. do not denote the same intellectual 
capa01ty or the same intellectual status as 
that pos·sessed by the people outside. One of 
the reasons I attribute that to is that the 
country people, to a much larger extent than 
those congregated around the cities, peruse 
H ansard. I, my·s.elf, before I had any notion 
of entering Parliament, or presuming to .enter 
Parliament, u:sed to devour from cover to 
cover every copy of Hansard I got hold of. 
And I can say this : In those parts of Quoons
l~_d_ which I have not had the pleasure of 
v1s1tmg personally, I have a very fair con
ception of their advantages and their r.esour
ces and their interests, and of the class of 
people there, and I contend tha.t in endeav
ouring to curtail the publication of Hansard 
we are taking a retrogressive step, and the 
Sesswnal Ord.ers now before. the House aim 
in th~t direction. I am now coming to the 
question of my amendment. I just got thooe 
f<:W remarks in bec_ause I think they are very 
v1tal and very pertment to the occasion. The 
amendment I de~ire to mov·e is, in paragraph 
4, hne 3, to om1t the word "ten," with the 
view of inserting the word "twenty." I am 
one of those who can heartily endorse all that 
~as :said on this side of the House last night 
m regard t'o the Committee stage of any 
Bill being the most vital. We r.ealise that it 
is in Committee that legislation is woven. The 
corners may be rounded off in second readings, 
and that sort of thing, hut any actual and 
perma'?ent business is done only when the 
Comm1ttee stages are reached. If there is 
one time more than another in the CommittBe 
stage of any Bill that a member wants to put 
his arguments before the Committee to the 
best advantage, it is at that time when he 
fir~t gets up. to speak ; and for myself, and I 
~hmk for every other member in this House, 
1f they would only admit it, I say no man 
can _get up and do justke to his argument 
on 1mportant questions in the space of ten 
minu~es. There are several hon. members 
opposite who represent country electorates 
and might I instance for their edific,;:tion th~ 
proposal which is soon to come before us-the 
Local Aut'f:orities Act Amending Bill. In that 
B1ll there 1s one clause which deals with the 
eradi<;;at'on of noxious weeds, and it is sought 
by th1s. n:<:asure, I UJ?derstand, to throw the 
respons1b1hty of keepmg roads clear of noxi
ous weeds upon the property-owners along 
those. roads. 'fhose property-owners, I might 
mentwn, are taxed for the up-keep of those 
roads, and this provision sooks to add to 
that 'the imposition -that they should also 
keep those roads clear of noxious weeds. I 
ask any of those h<:m. _members opposite who 
represent country drstrwts, do they think they 
ca;n debate that qnestion in the space of ten 
mmutes? And there are other just as lm
po~t.ant questions which are coming before 
us m the . near future, and I say if those 
r~pre~entahves of country electorates oppo
Slte s1t down, as they have sat down during 
th~ last ~wo or thr.ee nights, and tamely sub
mlt . to the passage of 'these mo•st drrus.tic 
Sesswnal Orders, then they are muzzling 
themselv.es, a;s they will find out when those 
measures come to be discussed in Committee. 
I have no desire to impute motives in regard 
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to these Sessional Orders, as I know that you, 
Sir, would-and rightly so-eaU me to order; 
but let us hope, at any rate, that the p!l!ssage 
o;f these Sessional Orders will not be followed 
by a policy of borrow, boom, and burst. Let 
us trust that after the passage of these Ses· 
sional Orders the way will not be made easy 
for the introduction and passage of any 
giant •swindles such as a second edition of the 
fllO,OOO,OOO lo~n. Let us also pray that after 
the p!l!ssage of these drastic proposaLs the_re 
will be no measures passed through th1s 
Chamber of a kindred nature, with a syndi
cate railway or two thrown in as seasoning. 
I appeal on behalf of members .of ~h1s Cham
ber especially members on this. s1de of the 
Ho~se, to grant ~n .extensio!l of these :en 
minutes because 1t IS sometimes advanc~d, 
as it h~s been advanced during this debate, 
that so long as the Government pa~ty or the 
party in majority allows the party m opposi
tion the same length of time for argument, 
or the same latitude in debate, it is a f~r 
thing. I am one of those who disagree w1th 
that entirely. I say the Government, or tne 
party sitting be~ind the Government, when 
they speak in th1s House, do not even have 
to advance constructive arguments. We .know 
that destructive arguments alCe much more 
easily advanced th.an cons.tructJve arguments. 
Hon. members s1ttmg behm~ the Government 
-I am not specifically referrmg .to any party
have not to advance constructwe arguments 
simply because the proposa1s placed before 
the House are already there, and all that 
they have to do is to advance a fe:v -yvords 
in oo-operation. On the other ha:nd, rt 1s the 
duty of members of the .Oppo~rtwn not to 
obstruct business, not to mtentwnally delay 
busaness. but to criticise the proposals that 
are brought before the House; and I say, 
while objecting to any limitation of speeches, 
that if the principle is forced on u~, the 
Opposition at least sh'?uld. be allowed twwe the 
len<Yth of time that IS !!Wen to Government 
me~bers nr members of the party in power, 
for the reasons I have instanced. In the ·par
ticular pronosal under review, to expect any 
man-I do not care who he be, even if he be a. 
Gladstone-to get up and pull a proposal to 
pieces--to ·show its defects in ten minutes-
is beyond human power. I do not want to 
impute motives to the Government. I only 
expressed the hope that the Government 
would not follow these Sessional Orders up by 
any drastic or sudden change. I ask the Pr<l·
mier to >1\;Cept this mo~t rea;sonable conte;:t
tion: that when a member gets up to speak m 
Committee on the first occasion he should be 
allowed twenty minutes instead of ten. I 
think it is a most reasonable proposal to ad
vance, and, if the Government ha;ve no ulterior 
motive in these proposals, they can surely have 
no objection whatever to accepting his amend', 
ment. It simply amounts to this: T'en 
minutes is neither her·e no.r there in time. It 
is not much when a recess af six months come·s 
to be >Swamped over; it is neither here nor 
i:here as a unit; but it ~s t-;n minutes a<;!ded 
for an expression of opm!on m the Com";mttee 
stao-e6. o.f a Bill, and should not be demed to 
ho; members on either side. 

Mr. CoRSER: You don't value the privilege 
when you have it. 

Mr FERRICKS: If ever it comes to pass 
that the Government of to-day will be the 
Opposition of to-morr~w, I will b<;l one v:h? 
will support the extenswn of the widest pnvr· 
leges to those in onposition, because they a.re 
the people who want it far more than Go-

vernment members. I submit that if this 
amendment be rejected on division, then the 
Government are not sincere in the1r ~rotesta
tion of wanting to save time. It Will be a 
clear indication, in my opmion, o~ the. Go
vernment havinO' ulterior motives m stiflmg 
disc~ssion and ~hile I am a member of this 
Chamber,' when the time comes for the Go
vernment to put their designs into effect, I 
promise them that I will be one of those who 
will put up a strenuous fight against it. 

Mr. BOWMAN (Fortitude Valley): I think 
that the leader of the Government might have 
signified whether he is willing to accept the 
amendment of the hon. member for Bowen.' 
It seems to me that the hon. member is simply 
lying back, and is determined to force these 
Standing Orders through, independent of any 
a.rguments that may be advanced by hon. 
members on this side of the House. I think 
the hon. member for Bowen has given very 
good reasons indeed why some consideration 
should be shown, not only to members of the 
Opposition but to all those who wish to 
fairly and freely d.iscuss any amendments in 
Committee, or any important matter which 
may necessitate a longer time than ten 
minutes would afford-sa.y, on the dis
cussion of the Estimates. Seeing that by 
the curtailment made by the Standing 
Orders Committee, which has been carried 
through by a majority of those on the 
opposite side, we are limited from four to 
three times as compared with the New Zea
land Standing Orders, I claim that we shauld 
receive some consideration from the Govern
ment the first time a. member speaks in Com
mittee, and we should have more time than 
what is given under this proposal. It was 
mentioned by some hon. members last night, 
and by myself-I do not know whether the re
peating· of it will have any effect on the Go
vernment-but I think there are periods in 
the discussion of a clause in Committee, and 
also on the Estimates, when it would take 
more than: the ten minutes proposed to be 
allotted. It has been the custom for years
and I think it facilitated business-for the 
Minister in charge of an Estimate to give an 
opportunity to every hon. member to speak 
on the main question. There is na limitation 
on a Minister in charge of an Estimate or a 
Bill in Committee. He can speak as often as 
he likes in reply to hon. members. I ask if that 
is fair to the Opposition, when we have not 
limited the pow<'r of the Minister in a pre
ceding clause. I think when the principle 
has been admitted in a previous place, in re
p:ard to the leader of the Opposition, or any 
member wl1om be may authorise to reply to 
the Minister on the second-reading speech, 
that more time should be g-iven in this in
stance than is ·stipulated by the Standing 
Orders Committee. What h"s been the result 
in most ras<'s when the EstimB"tes have. beAn 
discussed? I know of verv few occasions while 
1 have heen in the House where there has 
heen deliberate stonewallinQ' on thfl EstimAtes. 
J think the hon. gentleman who is now Min
ister for Public Tnohud;on was c!osurecl when 
he was sittinQ' in oppasition, Pven aQ'a.ir>st his 
nresent l<eader, who was then Trea.surer in the 
Me>rgan-Kidston Government. While ther.e 
have bPen fairly l<'ngthy debates on the Esti
ma.tes. I do roof think tho.t there hn.s 'hwn ony 
undue time lo~t. T quoted the Minister for 
Agr;nultnre--I colJld quot<e a number of others 
in this House. It is well known to many hon. 
members sitting behind th0 Gov<'rnmr-nt to
day that there· are periods in our political 
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existence in which we require more time than 
ten minutes, in th<:> event of any maladminis
tration going on which we wish to object to. 

Mr. MANN: Would there not be a howl if 
the Federal Government brought down Stand
Orders like these? 

Mr. BOWMAN: I hope that will appeal to 
the hon. gentlemen behind the Government; 
it should appeal to the hon. gentleman leading 
the Government. What we desire is not to 
wilfully waste the time of the House in dis
cussion on 9, clause in Committee, or in con
nection with the Estimates, but I do claim 
that it is a fair thing that we should have 
time to consider the business fully, and that 
we should not be restricted as the hon. gentle
man desires us to be. I hope, the hon, gentle
man will give some consideration to the pro
posal before us now. No doubt he has a party 
behind him which will carry what he likes, 
but there should be some consideration shown 
even for the, men who are sitting behind him. 
On occasions when the gag was applied to 
this side of the House,, no men squealed more 
than some of the hon. members sitting behind 
the Government to-day, but they said, "We 
dare not do anything." That happened dur
ing the last two or three years when the 
guillotine was applied in ,connection with the 
Estimates. I say that is unfair. Every hon. 

member in this House', no matter 
[7.30 p.m.] what side he sits on, should have 

some right in saying whether 
money voted has been spent fairly or not. I 
say the time allotted is insufficient, and I 
hope the Government will give fair play in 
connection with the amendment moved by 
the hon. member for Bowen. 

The PREMIER: No one can complain of 
the length of the speech made by the hon. 
member who has just sat down, but one can
not help feeling weary of t,he idle iteration 
of the same argument over and over and over 
again. 

Mr. BowMAN: It is our only opportunity, 
and we cannot repeat it too often. 

The PREMIER: If ther<:> was any evidence 
wanted in favour of the imposition of a time 
Emit to speeches, I am sure the evidence 
furnished by this weary debate is conclusive. 

Mr. BOWMAN : We will furnish more yet. 
An OPPOSITION MEMBER: Put on the gag! 

The PREMIER: I do not think any argu-
ment is needed to convince members that 
some tim.e limit is desirable. It has been 
admitted, and it is not necessary to argue it 
over and over again. Everyone recognises 
that it is desirable, if for no other reason 
than that it is a fair thing· as between mem
ber and member. If there is''a limit, it must 
necessarily catch someone sometime; but what 
the hon. gentleman wants is to make a limit 
that will not limit anyone. 
. lY!r. :f. M. HUNTER: This is oppression, not 

hm1tatwn. 

The PREMIER: I am not arguing so much 
just now about the clause we are discussing. 
I told: the House last night, and I think it 
should have been once for all that I was not 
particularly •strong on this. ' 

OPPOSITION MEMBERS : Oh, oh ! Ring off ! 
Mr. BowMAN: You cannot be taken seri

ously at all. 

The PREMIER: I ,am not particularly 
spr~ng as to. t~e details of this. Members 
s1ttmg on th1s s1de know that quite well. 

[Mr. Bowman. 

An OPPOSITION MEMBER: Since the caucus 
yesterday. 

The PREMIER: MembeJ:S, on this side 
know that is true without my saving it. 
Members on the ot):ler side may not know it, 
and, therefore, I g1ve them the information. 
But though I am not particular as to the 
details, as I am Ol) my feet . I. may say that it 
would b<:> better, m my opmwn, to take t11e 
m?tion as it is .th~n to make the ~ime twenty 
mmutes. But 1t IS a matter entn:-ely ,in the 
hands of hon. mmnhers. Members opposite 
know well that th1s IS not a party question. 
(Opposition laughter.) They would not for 
one moment deal with a question of this kind 
on party lines, as all the votes taken in con
nection .with this matter clearly show. 

OPPOSITION MEMBERS: Why not act fairly 
to all parties? 

Mr. O'SULLIVAN: Why not dismiss the 
duma at once? 

The PREMIER: As I said before, let the 
HousB settle the details for itself. Personally, 
I think ten minutes would be better than a 
twenty-minute limit. The leader of the 
Opposition hinted that I was discourteous in 
not rising when the member for Bowen sat 
down. Regarding that I only say: When a, 
member bases his argument, or so-called argu
ment, on his personal suspicion of the un
worthy motives of the Government, and when 
that member appeals to me to take his view 
of the case if I have not some wicked ulterior 
purpose to serve, then, Sir, I say-

1'he noblest answer unto such 
Is perfect stillness when they bmwl. 

Mr. RYLAND: I think the House ought 
to be tired of the Premier and his non-party 
question. He knows after the caucus that he 
is all right, and he can say it is a non-party 
question now he has brought his followers 
to heel. When we remember that there will 
be only so many days for the di:scussion of the 
Estimates, it is all the more necessary that tlie 
time allowed should be extended. If we had 
twenty minutes, we might be able to say all 
that was wanted: in connection with a parti
cular E,stimate, and, perhaps, would not re
quire to speak a second time. 

Mr. BOWMAN: No man would growl more 
if he was over here. ~ 

Mr. RYLAND: If he was here, and we had 
such a proposal made by the Government 
there would be rebellion in the House. I~ 
da,ys ;sone b;y:, when there was any attempt to 
curtaJ! the hherties of members, no man in 
the House put up a big"'er or longer or 
more determined or more effective fight than 
the present Premier when he was in opposi
tion. When it was proposed hy the hon. 
member for 'Townsville, Mr. Philp, on one 
occasion that a speech should be curtailed, the 
hon. member said that it was an a,ttempt to 
murder free speech; but now we have some
thing far more drastic. The New Zealand 
Standing Order allows four speeches of ten 
minutes each, hut hon. members here are only 
to be allowed to speak three times-ten 
minutes the first time, and five minutes on 
ea,ch of the subsequent occasions. The New 
Zealand Standing Order gives forty m'nutes, 
but this proposal only gives half that time. 
I do not think that is a fair thing. It is right 
to prevent a member occupying two or three 
hours in Committee, but that is quite a diJ
ferent thing to what is here proposed. It 
would be a fair thing to allow a member to 
speak for twenty minutes the first time he 
speaks in Committee. As t,he Committee of 
Supply has so many days in which to do it; 
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work, it should not matter to the Government 
.how we use that time. They might leave it to 
the Opposition to make the best use of their 
time. I cannot see why the Premier will not 
accept this amendment, except that he is 
~.tub born, and sa.ys, "I will not yield one 
mc~ to the Opposition. I have my followers 
oehmd me, and they will come in and vote as 
one man when the bell goes. What do I care 
about what the Opposition say? What do I 
·ca.re whether their amendments or proposals 
are f·air or not? I have a majority behind 

·me, and I am going to do just what I please." 
It is only a few days since the Opposition 
members in the Federal Pa.rliament were com
plaining that measures were being rushed 
through with such haste that the country 
knew nothing of what was being done. Well, 
with Sessional Orders like these, the country 
will certainly not know what we are doing in 
this House. Business will be rushed through, 
.and there will be no opportunity of getting in 
an intelligent amendment. I have an amend
ment to propose in the Local Authorities Bill, 
for instance, dealing with valuations, and it 
will be utterly impossible for •me to submit it 
to the Committee in ten minutes as it should 
be submitted. It would be impossible for any 
man in this Chamber to give an intelligent 
-explanation of the matter in that time. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS : Y on 
·could refer them to your previous speeches in 
Hansard. 

Mr. RYLAND: Then in connection with 
the Mines Regulation Bill <:J.r the Workers' 
Compensation Bill, and other measures which 
the a.vera.ge member is not well acquainted 
with, they want to hear an explanation of the 
bearing of amendments that may be proposed. 
The best way to save discussion is by giving 
members a. fair time in which to explain their 
amendments and read them into the Bill, or 
into the Act which it is proposed to amend, 
where necessary. I am thoroughly in agree
ment with the aqJendment proposed by the 
hon. member for Bowen. In the Standing 
Drders of the Federal Parliament there is a 
·provision whereby a member submitting a set 
·of figures, with the permission of the Speaker 
or of the Chairman of Committees, can submit 
them to the House without even reading them. 
That is one means by which time could be 
sa.ved. But there is no provision like that in 
.our Standing 0 cders. If there were, then 
figures need not be read, but could be printed 
in Hansard, and they would give a lot of 
information, and would be read throughout 
the State. If we adopted that provision, it 
would g.ive hon. members a little more time 
to address themselves to the questions tha.t 
oome before them in Committee. It is a good 
provision, and it is not abused in the Federal 
Parliament. I have read many columns of 
figures in the Federal H ansarrZ connected with 
finance, the State debts, ·nr the suga.r industry, 
and I have appreciated them, and undoubt
~;dly a great deal of time was saved by mem
bers not ha.ving to read them in the House. 
·It is possible that an amendment in Com
·mittee may involve reference to two or three 
Acts nf Parliament, in order to explain its 
effect, and however can that be done in ten 
minutes? Twenty minutes should be allowed. 
I£ twenty minutes were given, it does not 
follow that the full time would be taken. 
We have had no limitation whatever so far in 
·Committee. A member moving an amendment 
•could take two hours if he chose; but time 
after time I have seen very important a=end
ments moved in speeches that did not occupy 
more than four or five minutes. That was 

because the amendments were quite simple, and: 
every hon. member could grasp them without 
much explana.tion. But in other cases it is 
necessary to give a much longer explanation 
b show what we are pleading for. As I 
want to have business done in an intelligent 
manner, I shall support the amendment. 

Mr. THEODORE (Woothakata): I cannoi 
understand the Hon. the Premier's attitude in 
not accepting the amendment or giving some 
excuse for not accepting it. He has not 
attempted to s-ive any reason why we should 
not have this mcrea.sed time. He merely said 
he was not strong upon it. But the Govern
ment members understand what their attitude 
is to be in regard to the amendment. The 
hon. member for Brisbane North smiles 

Mr. MACARTNEY: I should think so. 

Mr. THEODGRE: And yet I am sure tha~ 
the Premier knows exaotly how the hon 
member is going to vote on the amendment. 

Mr. MACARTNEY: He does not. 

Mr. THEODORE: I am sure the Premier 
knows exactly how every member on that side 
is going to vote; and yet he talks about not 
being strong upon it. 

The PREMIER: I know how every hon. 
member on that side is going to vote. 

Mr. THEODORE: Certainly; we are going 
to vo.te to preserve our privileges. 

Mr. FERRICKS: Mr. Hertzberg knows how 
the Premier is going to vote. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order ! 
Mr. THEODOHE: I am satisfied the Stand

ing Orders Committee would not have been 
called together unless the Premier had had a 
desire to curtail the privileges of members of 
the Opposition. I am not very sure, as the 
Premier would say, that it would not be wise 
that we should have a provision in the Stand
ing Orders that they could not be amended 
except by a ma,jority of two-thirds of the 
members of the House. I am not sure that 
sooner or later, in order to preserve the pri
vileges of the Opposition, it will not be neces
sary to have some such provision as this. 
Why should the party that occupies the Minis
terial benches ha.ve the privilege of altering 
the Standing Orders to suit themselves, irre
spective of members of this House? 

The DEPUTY Sl:'.l£AK.!£R: Order! The 
hon. member is discussing the question of 
altering the Standing Orders. The question 
before the House is the omission of the word 
" ten," with the view of inserting the word 
"twenty." I hope the hon. gentleman will 
keep to that question. 

Mr. THEODORE: I was saying that the 
Opposition have certain privileges; their pri
vileges are at present embodied in Standing 
Orders, and one of the privileges of the Op
position is about to be encroached upon at the 
instigation of the Standing Orders Committee. 

The PREMIER : That is not correct. The 
Opposition are not privileged. It is hon. 
members who are privileged. 

Mr. THEODORE: It amounts to the same 
thing. I was saying that the proposal mtro
duced at the instigation of the Standing 
Orders Committee was one thing, and the 
thing which we wish to amend is another; 
and the Premier will not give any reason why 
he is not prepared to support the amendment 
we put forward. and which we are prepared 
to substantially sunoort by good logical argu
ment. I am bound to say that I have a very 
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strong suspicion that the Premier came to an 
arrangement about this with certain mem?ers 
of the Standing Orders Comm1ttee. It 1s a 
very strange coincidence that upon the Stand
ing Orders Committee there happens to be four 
Mini.sterialists and only three members of the 
Oppositio'"!· Consequently, if ~he J{remier 
wishes to mtroduce a proposal whwh w1ll have 
the effect of curtailing our privileges, he can 
call a meeting of the Standing Orders Com
mittee, carry out his proposals, embody it in a 
resolution to this House, and, unless he is pre
pared to hear arguments or accept amend
ments from this side he can force it through 
the House, and our very parliamentary liberty 
ie tampered with without demur. Seeing the 
attitude of the Gov·ernment on this question, I 
consider that it is time we arranged that our 
Standing Orders cannot be amended except 
with the consent of two-thirds of the members 
of the House. The .Premier has not combated 
the argument t.hat we require a greater time 
in Committee on the first vote of the Esti
mates or on the Committee stage of a Bill. 
We require much more time than ten minutes 
when we speak for the first time in Committee. 
'fhe Premier says that he is not strong on it, 
but he knows that his party are strong on it. 
There are some departmental Estimates that 
no man who has gone thoroughly into them, 
and has some complex grievance to ventilate, 
can ventilate in ten minutes. Members might 
be· told tha.t they will have an opportunity of 
ventilating their grievances while discussing 
the Financial Statement. But that is a hum
bugging way of doing things. The Treasur.er 
surely does not expect me to criticise every 
detail of departmental administration or mal
administration while discussing his Financial 
Statement. But, under the proposal which 
the Premier has introduced, that will be the 
only opportunity we will have. I myself will 
have a good deal to say this session while the 
Estimates of the Mines Department are under 
consideration, but under this proposal I will 
have to do it in ten minutes. It is true that 
I will ha-:e another opportunity of speaking 
for five mmutes, and then again for a further 
five mmutes, but that is a. disconnected method 
of doing it, a.nd how can we bring any griev
ance bt;fore th_e Chamber or criticise a.ny acts 
of adrmmstratwn or maladministration in that 
way? Surely the Ministers do not think 
that their departments are above criticism ! 
Surely they ha.ve no rio-ht to think that the 
administration of their departments is perfect 
and above cr1t1c1sm ! I have any amount of 
material 1n connection with the Mines Depart
ment, and to put it properly before the 
Chamber would take more than an hour. I 
am going to take the fullest oportunities I 
have got of exposing certain practices in con
nectwn w1th the mining industry, not so much 
t~rough t~e, fault of the present Administra
tiOn, bu~ 1t 1s m. connection with the industry 
and wh10h requrres. to be ventilated in this 
Oham~~r. Every publicity should be given to 
such tmnf':S, and the Premier-I maintain that 
the Prem1er is responsible fa.r this--proposes 
not to allow us to have that opportunity. 

Mr. BoWMAN: He wants to stifle discussion. 

Mr. THEODOR.E: In regard to the Mining 
Estimates, if we wanted to -discuss anything ,;'f 
ser1ous import, such, for instance, as any big 
mini:tg disaster, what opportunity would we 
have for discussing it? 

Mr. RYLAND: Ten minutes. 

[Mr. Theodore. 

Mr. THEODORE: Or we might avail our
selves of certain devices which were suggested 
by the hon. member for Clermont last night. 

Mr. LESINA: You could move the adjourn
ment of the House on any question like that. 

Mr. THEODORE: Even if we can do these 
things, why should it be necessary for us to 
have to resort to devices while at present we 
have a <;hance of discussing them in a legiti
mate ma.r .. ner 1 The excuse that we will be 
able to break or evade the rule is no excuse 
why this rule should be made. It is rather an 
argument that we should not alter the Stand
ing Orders at· all. I shall support the amend
ment. 

Mr. LENNON (Herbert): I would like to 
offer a few words in support of this amend
ment. I think that the Stanqing Orders Com
mittee, and the .Premier, 'who is fathering· 
their recommendations, should give way on 
this matt8r and accede to the reasonable 
request of the bon. member for Bowen-that 
is, tha.t on the first occasion when we speak in 
Committee we should be allowed twenty 
minutes. The hon. member who just sat down 
said it would be necessary for us to resort to. 
various devices to gecure our end. I myself, 
when we come to dealing with the Estimates 
on su.gar-mills, might feel it necessary to move 
the adjournment of the House for the purpose 
of calling the attention of the people of the· 
country to the very shameful neglect by this. 
Govemment of that great industry. Other 
members may feel it necessary to have re
course to ~imilar methods in regard to other
departments. I would just like to remind the 
House also that last session was one of seveiL 
weeks and we had a recess of seven months. 
There was a considerable wa·ste of time there 
which might well have been ,reserved for a full 
discussion of measures in this House. The 
hasty legislation which we had last session, 
when Bills were rushed through without dis
cussion, must inevitably lead to the necessity 
of amending Acts. I warn the Government 
tha.t if they continue to rush their legislation 
through the House, it must lead to amending 
Bills. 

Mr. J. M. HuNTER: There are any number .. 
of amending Biils here. 

Mr. LENNON: Yes, there are. I recall the 
fact that last session in one of the Bills the· 
Minister in charge of it made no less than· 
e1ght amendments. 'l'hat was all brought 
about by the unseemly haste displayed in rush
ing the measure through. Under this Ses
sional Order similar haste will have to be ex
pected on all occasions. Fair time will not 

be allowed for discussion. For the 
fS p.m.] credit of this House and for the 

credit of the Queensland Govern
ment it is very desirable that we should avoid 
putting on the statute-book hastily-considered, 
ill-digested measures. We are to have sub
mitted to us a most important measure con
solidating the Land Acts and amendments 
thereof. It will be impossible for any mem
ber in Committee to deal with the important 
clauses of that· measure in the space of ten 
minutes. I should like to remind hon. mem
bers that, as a rule, there are not more than 
two or three, or at any rate half a dozen, 
clauses in a Bill that are of vital importance. 
The whole of the discussion generally centres 
round those clauses-sometimes round one 
clause or two clauses, all the other clauses 
being merely machinery clauses. On the really
vital clauses of a Bill we should be entitled t<P 
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speak for twenty minutes at one time. The 
amendment proposed is so reasonable that I 
am astonished that the Premier does not at 
once see his way to accept it, but his method 
of dealmg with all amendments from this side 
is not calculated to make us sit down very 
quietly under these mailed-fist regulations. 
VIe shall have to put on our considering cap, 
and endeavour to devise some means not yet 
discovered to meet this new element of the 
iron fist in our regulations. Surely we have 
sufficient restrictions in our Standing Orders 
without introducing this Sessional Order! I 
would warn hon. members opposite, as well as 
members on this side, not to peymit them
selves to be lulled into a position of false 
security by reason of the fact that this is only 
a Sessional Order. It may be introduced next 
year, and the year after, and the year after 
that, on the motion of the leader of the House, 
and be put without debate, and it may be
come a permanent gag on members. On that 
account I heartily support the amendment. 

Mr. J. M. HUNTER (1J1ar:anoa): When I 
saw the Premier sitting still in his place after 
the amendment of the hon. member for Bowen 
had been moved, I thought the hon. gentle
man was considering whether he would be 
reasonable for once, and accept the amend
ment. Indeed, I was rather sorry that the 
leader of the Opposition rose to speak, because 
I thought he forestalled the Premier in his 
desire to accept the amendment. However, 
the hon. gentleman did not wait very long 
after the leader of the Opposition resumed his 
seat before he explained his reason for not 
accepting the amendment. The hon. gentle
man· stated tha,t there was a, very general desire 
in the House for the limitation of speeches. That 
is perfectly correct. I think that, with few 
exceptions, there is a desire on the part of 
members to adopt a limitation, but they do 
not desire to limit members under normal 
conditions. The desire is that the limitation 
should apply only to abnormal conditions. It 
should be the desire of every reasonable 
person, not to prevent or stifle speech, but to 
direct speech in such a way as to ensure our 
getting the best results from it. The Pre
mier stated that he is not very strong on this 
matter. The hon. •mtleman's strength has 
been exhausted in l4l'inging his own followers 
to heel, and he can now afford to say smilingly 
that he is indifferent how they act, knowing 
t~at he is perfectly secure in the strength of 
his.party. I am afraid that the proposal with 
-yvhwh we. are now dealing will, if not amended 
m the way we are desirous of amending it, 
have a very bact effect on legislation. One 
effect ~il! be t~at it will not ensure that purity 
of admm1strat10n that is necessary to give the 
people confidence in representative govern
ment, becalls~ unless full opportunity is given 
to the 0RPOSition side of the House to criti
cise the administration of the various public 
departments, not only will Ministers become 
careless, and even reckless. in their adminis
tration, but subordinate oflicers will feel freer 
to be careless, and in time may become indif
ferent a.s to the civility and courtesy that the 
public are entitled to receive 'from them. The 
only safety that is now enjoyed by the public 
in these respects lies in the power of the re
presentatives of the people in Parliament to 
expose any maladministration that may be 
taking place in public departments. For that 
reason I am strongly in favour of the amend
ment. I cannot see how any hon. member can 
take up an important question in connection 

with the Estimates or administration and deal 
with it effectively inside five minutes, and I 
intend to support the amendment. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS 
(Hon. D. F. Denham, Oxley): I have listened 
for three days to the arguments advanced 
against these proposals, and have riot, up to 
the present, risen to speak. One argument 
advanced is that twenty minutes is not an 
adequate time in which to discuss Estimates. 

An HONOURABLl'1 MEMBER: Ten minutes. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: 
Ten minutes, five minutes, and five minutes, 
which make twenty minutes. 

Mr. HAMILTON: They may be on different 
subjects; there may be a dozen different items 
in one vote. 

The SECRET'ARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: 
It is quite clear that hon, members do not 
understand the position at all. Frequent re
ferences have been made to the Estimates. 
If you look through the Estimates, you will 
find that in the Chief Secretary's Department 
there are 11 votes; in the Home Secretary's, 
22 votes; Works, 4 votes; Justice, 15 votes; 
Treasury, 11 votes; Lands, 5 votes; Agricul
ture, 9 votes ; Instruction, 7 votes ; Mines, 8 
votes; Railways, 13 votes; Trust and Special 
Funds, 15 votes; Loan Fund Acoount, 11 votes 
-not to speak of the votes on the Supplemeq
tary Estimates. There are in those depa.rt
ments 131 votes, and any one member can 
speak twenty minutes on each of those votes 
without any amendment being proposed; so 
that one member can occupy forty-five hours 
on the Estimates. 

Mr. BOWMAN: What is the use of talking 
like that? 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: 
I will take another case. Take the Land Acts 
Consolidation Bill, which I am glad to know 
has so much interest for hon. members. 

Mr. BowMAN: You are as changeable as a 
weather-c<Jck. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: 
The hon. member should never raise his 
voice about the weather-cock after speaking 
so vehement1y on a big- public question and 
then entirely somersaulting, a,s well aG. going 
ba,ck on his platform. With regard to the 
Land Bill, in which there are 205 clauses, ea,ch 
member, without any amendment, can ta,ke 
twenty minutes on every clause, which means, 
sixty-eight hours. That would mean that each 
member can, without any amendment, take 
eleven full sitting days on that BilL There 
are thirty members on the other side, and that 
would mean 330 days on the Committee stage 
of the Land Bill; and, as there are fifty-two 
Sunda.ys in the year, more tha.n one whole 
year could be taken up in the discussion of 
that Bill, as provided for in these proposals. 

Mr. Bowx.IAN: You are going from the, 
sublime to the ridiculous. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: 
As s,oon as the absurdity is sheeted home, the 
hon. member begins to resort to his old· 
fashioned method. These are simple facts. 
Each member, in the Committee stage, can 
take twenty minutes on any one clause or on 
any one vote before the House. If that is not 
sufficient, then I do not know what is. 

Mr. BowMAN: The greatest gagging Go
vernment in Australia. 

Hon. D. F. Denham.l 
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The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: 
Gagging ! When on one Bill the House. can 

·be kept one whole year during the Committee 
stages? I think that the provision made by 
the Standing Orders Committee is quite ample 
for all purposes. Another remarkable thing is 
that two of the most experienced members on 
the other side, one of whom has been Chair
man of Committees and the other Minister 
for Lands-those two members were on the 
Standing Orders Committee and helped to 
frame the Orders and bring them into the 
House, and no\v they are fighting agaimt 
them. I say there is ample provision made 
·for the fullest discussion on every question 
that can come before the House. 

Mr. J. M:. HUNTER: Not on the questions 
·we want to discuss. 

Mr. MANN (Cairns): The hon. gentleman 
who has just sat down must surely have got 
·the hon. member for Woolloongabba to work 
·Out those calculations. 

The SECRETARY FOR PuBLIC LANDS: Are 
they so abstruse? 

Mr. MANN: They are abstruse, as no one 
ever believed they could be worked out, be
.cause if what he says is correct, he has given 
the best argument yet adduced in this Oham
·ber against passing these Sessional Orders at 
all; because if what he s.ays could be done, and 
has not been done in the past, what is the 
reason of bringing these Orders down at all v 
If he wants the Lands Bill passed without di3-
cussion, the simplest method would be to 
.move that Bill be read a first, second, and 
third time, and have done with it. There is 
reaJly no reason for bringing do•wn thes<' 
Standing Orders if, as the hon. gentleman 
says, you can get round them 8o easily ; and I 
believe you can get round them. He is fairly 
correct in that, but it leads to subterfuge. 

The SECRETARY FOR PuBLIC LANDS: There 
:is no need for subterfuge. 

Mr. MANN: For example, my friend, the 
hon. member for Croydon, is a mining mem
ber, and on the Agricultural Estimates he 
will not wish to speak three times, so I will 
have to get him to move amendments in the 
Agricultural Estimates to allow me an oppor
tumty of speaking. The party will meet in 
Daucus, and the mining members will be de
.puted by the agricultural members to get up 
cand move• amendments they do not wish to 
move, for, after all, we may no.t care to move 
a reduction in a vote. For example, I should 
have to move a reduction in the Home Secre
tary's Estirnates as a. protest against the way 
the Government are starving the hospitals, 
and then the Government will say we have no 
sympathy with the hospitals, as the member 
for Cairns moved a reduction in the vote. We 
will actually have to move a reduction in order 
to get an opportunity to discuss the·se Esti
mates. For example, they will cut the Mining 
Estimates to the bone, and still if mining mem
bers wish to thoroughly discuss them, they 
will apply to the agricultural members to 
move a further reduction. That is practically 
what it m0ans. It. means that this House 
will be a House of hollow sham and pretence, 
because l!lembers wi!J have to do things they 
do r,ot wish to do in order to discuss the Esti
mates. If there happens to be a very obnoxi
ous Bill brought down, such as a svndicate rail
way Bill on which we do not agree, and mem
bers of this House wish to fi.,.ht that syndicate 
railway Bill to the dRath, they will have to 
move amendments they do not believe in, 
for the simple reason of causing discussion on 
that Bill and delaying its passage. The Pre" 

[Hon. D.F.Denham. 

mier, when he rose to speak this afternoon, 
said he had heard the same arguments iterated 
and reiterated over and over again, but mem
bers on the other side present a dull, stolid 
wall of opposition against the arguments of 
members on this side. It is said constant 
dripping of water will wear away a stone, and 
we, by constantly driving home the same 
arguments, are trying to pierce that stolid 
wan and armour of silence they are en
entrenchAd in. Hon. members on that side 
know they cannot defend these proposals, and 
they sit there in stolid silence listening to the 
speeches on this side ; and then, like automa
tons, they march in at the bidding of the Pre
mier and vote as he dictates. I can picture 
in the very near .future the Premier will get 
some engineering friends to make some auto
matons, and Mr. Barton, the electrician, will 
get him a little button, and the Premier Wtll 
only have to prE>ss the button and all his auto
mat.ons will march in this Chamber and vote 
for the Premier. That is what Parliament is 
coming to. It is practically what it is at the 
present time, and it is what he would like. 
He never in all his life would brook opposi
tion. 

The DF.PUTY SPEAKER: Order, order! 
Mr. :11ANN: No matter what proposition 

was brotHrht forward. unless the Premier was 
the prop0ser, he was always against it. No 
one could do anything right but himself. 

The DEPUTY RPEAKER: Order, order! 
The hon. member for Cairns is exceeding the 
bounds of debate. The question before the 
Committee is that the worrl "ten" be omitted 
from paragraph 4. I cannot see what his 
remarks have to do with that question. I 
hope he will confine his remarks to the ques
tion. · 

Mr. MANN: It seems to me other hon. 
members are allowed to 70 on. Perhaps I 
may be wrong; they may be speaking to the 
motion or they may not. Unfortunately, I 
seem to have a habit of getting off the mark 
and getting called to order. Perhaps you 
are right. Anyhow, I am going to bow to 
your ruling, Sir, and simply remark that I 
know what· the amendment is and will talk as 
close to it as I can, and if I stray away I 
hope you will put me right. I heard the Sec
retary for Agriculture ~I us about the num
ber of votes in the Estimates. I find the 
number of items in the O'hief Office, A"ri
cultural Depa;rtment. is eleven. That is c.alled 
one votn. If t.he Minister was in the Cham
ber and hP'lrd the arg-uments I ar1vanced, he 
would sp.n "(can sne::d.r onlv on thrPE' Of'<:.a,s}OnS 
on the chief vote of the A"riculturitl Depart
ment. 

The SlCORETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: You 
can speak three times on each vote. 

Mr. MANN: The Secretary for Agriculture 
knows better. I will just 70 over it again to 
try and dr;ve it into the heads of hon. membern 
opposite that it is impos.sible to speak on all 
those .suhiects. Here is the vote for the O'hief 
Office. Th<:>re is the Unrl<:>r Secretary, who i.s 
also Chief Inspector of StDCk Then there is 
the accountant, then the clerks, and then the 
typist, the Agricultural Inspector, the Botanist, 
pupil assistant to Botanist., Dairy Exnert. En
tomologist and Ve,.eta.ble Patholor"ist. Then 
there is the assistant Entomologist. the Instruc
tor in Fruit Cultnre. the Instructor in Tropical 
Agriculture. the Tol:Ja.cco Exr>ert, the Edito! of 
the "Agricultural Journal," the photonapher; 
the storeman, the messenger. the watchman
! have left out one or two items. I can speak 
only on three of these, unless I get some other 
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hon. members to move amendments that the 
-vote be cut down. We would have to start by 
moving that on this vote of £11,000 there be 
a rQduction of £10,000; then, when that is 
defeated, that £5,000 be cut off. We may 
have a little bit of funny business in connec
tion with the Railway Department. Members 
·will remember the famous leasing of the 
Barron Falls. If something like that is done 
-again, and we spend a great deal of time over 
.the first Estimates-which the Government 
will take care that we do by letting their sup
,porters get up-it will.go through without any 
discussion at all. It might be in the Chief 
Secretary's Department, and we might start 
on the Railways first, and then have to allow 
the Chief Secretary's Estimate·s to g~ thr~mgh 
without discussion. I have seen the rmmrgra
tion vote left till the last, and then it has 
received very Ettle discussion. We may give 
full and ample discussion to the first four ?r 
five Estimates, and somethmg may crop up m 
the la;st Estimates, but they would be put 
through without discussion. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: You are too 
pe~simistio. 

Mr. MANN: I am not too pessimistic. I tried 
·.to discuss the Mount Molloy timber scandal, 
but I could not discuss it. I kept the House till 
.3 o'clock in the morning, and, on the assur
ance of the then Minister for Lands that I 
would have the opportunity to discuss the 
matter again, I let it go through, and before 
I had an opportunity the matter was put 
through. That is what will happen again. If 
the Ministers strongly entrench themselves 
behind these Standing Orders, they can defy 
Parliament. What about the Zillmere stealing 
{]ase? What opportunity will we get to discus's 
that? 

Mr. BOW1IAN: Ten minutes. 
Mr. MANN: Ten minutes to discuss why 

one man was let out, and another kept in 
gaol. There is a case in the Railway Depart
ment again, where a boy at Bowen Hills was 

•caught by the throat and assaulted by a 
passenger getting off the tra.in. The boy had 
asked for his ticket. The case was with
drawn by the Railway Department. I don't 
know whether it is true or not, but I saw 
it in the paper yesterday. (Laughter.) Per
haps the hon. member for Nundah knows 
something about the Zillmere stealing case. 
I read through the papers carefully the other 
·day, and I saw no reason for the Home Sec
retary letting that man out 'of gaol. As I said 
last night, Ministers should welcome ample 
time for the discussion of the Estimates. It 
is the only guarantee that the country has 
:got that things are fair, square, and above
board. We want time to' discuss why the 
subsidy to hospitals has' been reduced from 
£1 10s. to £1 6s. 3d. Every hospital in 
Queensland is feeling the pinch of the hard 
times experienced through the cheese-paring 
·policy of the Trea-surer, and I want time to 
·discuss that. 

The TREASURER: The amount is 'the same 
·each year. 

Mr. MANN: The amount is the same each 
·year, but the number of hospitals is increas
ing, and there is no provision made for that 
·increase. It shows. that we. shall have the 
hardest task before us this session in dis
·Oussing the Estimates fully and freely. I 
want to make a very searching .inquiry into 
the Forestry Depa~·tment, how much it costs, 
bow it is managed, and how much of the re
venue received goes back in the shape of 

rea.fforestation. But I find the Government 
coming down with these Standing Order~, and 
practically telling me that I cannot d1scuss 
the Estimates at all. What am I sent down 
here for? 

The PREMIER: Heaven only knows! 
(Laughter.) 

Mr. MANN: The Premier tried hard 
enough to keep me from getting here. I was 
sent down here to watch the Premier and look 
after him. (Laughter.) 'I told my constitu
ents that he had deceived me worse than any 
man had ever deceived me before, and I was 
determined to watch his crookedness--

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! 
Mr. MANN: And try and trip him up as 

much as I~ could. 
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! I 

called the hon. member to order. The hon. 
member must recognise that it is as un
pleasant for me to call him to order as it ia 
for him to be called. I must ask him to 
obey my ruling. 

Mr. MANN: I must apologise. I was clearly 
out of order, but I was drawn away by inter
jections. I WillS sent down here to make full 
inquiry into the Treasurer's department, to dis
cuss that Es.timate fully, and I want proper 
time to do it, because, owing to the fact that the 
Adelaide Steamship Company, or some other 
company, had got the ear of the late Treasurer, 
Mr. Kidston, we were at a loss of £8.000 over 
the resumption of the wha.rves. There are 
many other questions I would like to discuss, 
and, if t-he late Treasurer wishes to come out 
with clea.n hands, he should give me full and 
ample time to discuss these matters. It is a 
very serio-us thing when allegations are made 
that a member of this House, holding a re
sponsible position, listens to the solicitations 
of shipping companies, and prevents the 
people of the town from a.cquiring their 
wharves except at an exorbitant price. It 
has not been shown during the whole of t,he 
time that this power has been in existence 
that ·there has been any undue discussion on 
the E'stimates. I remember when the late 
Opposition were discussing the Estimates we 
had to apply the gag to them only on two 
occasions, although they kept us here till 
d'nner time, and up to half-past 3 on another 
occasio-n. On that occasion the Courier said 
they were doing good work for the country, 
and showing up the administration of the 
then Morga.n-Kidston Government. Surely, 
if it ·was a vintue in 1904, 1905, and 1906; to 
discuss· the Estimates very fully, it cannot be 
•a vice now? I think this Opposition is just 
as much justified in discussing the Estimates 
as <the Opposition were in the years that I 
have mentioned,. " ~'hat is sauce for the 
goose is sauce for the gander." It shows how 
unjust it is on the part of members who 
themselves discussed the Estimates thoroughly 
to seek to curtail me to more than ten 
minutes when I criticise their work. I want 
to know a lot of things from the Secre.tary 
focr Agriculture-how the new foreman of the 
Kamerunga Nursery is getting on. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: That is 
the reason the Minister is allowed ample time 
to •answer all the inquiries. 

Mr. :MANN: That is just the trouble. 
The Minister can speak for an hour of the 
work done under his direction at Kamerunga, 
and we are only. allowed ten minutes to dis
cuss and criticise. The Minister has un
limited opportunity to get up and belaud 
every official, although he may not be worth 

, Mr. Mann.l 
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his salt, while I have only got ten minutes 
in which to reply to it. I can speak a second 

time for five minutes and a third 
[8.30 p.m.] time for five minutes; and if I 

exhaust my right so far I can
not speak on any other item in the vote. 
Had these orders been in force before, the 
hon. member for Clermont could not have 
oc9upied so much time in ventilating the 
gnevances of the wido·ws of policemen in his 
district .. There may be a policeman killed in 
my distnct, and the hon. member would pre
yent me from having the opportunity of try
mg to get JUStice for the unfortunate widow 
of that policeman. The full discussion of the 
Estimates is the sole guarantee the country 
h~J:s of the departments being administered 
fairly and squarely; and if there is not suffi
cient time to discuss them in a six months' 
Parliament. we should be called together 
earlier and more time should be allowed. 
Last year the Lands Estimates were put 
through in about two hours and the Education 
J:i!stimates were put through in about the same 
time. I would urge the Government to with
draw these Sessional Orders. and trust to 
the good sense of the Opposition not to un
duly prolong the debate on the Estimates. 

Mr. LESINA: The hon. member for Cairns 
seems to be perturbed at the idea that I am 
supporting the proposed new Sessional Orders. 
I a~:r::tit that I ~m hard-hearted enough to 
~amfest a certam amount of independence 
m dealmg with a. question which is above 
party politics. 

An OPPOSITION MEMBER: Is it above party 
politics? 

Mr. LESINA: So far as I _know, it does 
not. ~on,stitute a plank in the platform of any 
P.ohtwal party. I am advocating the limita
ti.on of speeches because I believe in the prin
Ciple. To express faith in the principle. and 
not give effect to it when opportunity offers 
appears to me to be rather quixotic. If a 
man. says he . believes in peace, and does 
nothmg to brmil' about peace, he is simply 
mahng a .rrofessron for the purpose of getting 
cre~:ht which he does not deserve. I not only 
beheve m ~he principle of a time limit, but I 
wa;rt to grve effect to it. The situation in 
whw~ the .hon. member for Cairns finds him
self Is thrs: He finds an accumulation of 
gn~vances m his district-an accumulation 
whwh IS reaching mountainous proportions
and he comes panting with a patriotic desire 
to attack t.l10oe g-rievances and remove them. 
How can. he deal with the Kamerunga State 
Nursery m ten minutes? If he has any know
ledge of mnJ'ldministration it is his duty to 
exnose It .. If it is a serious matter it i~ his 
duty to brmg- it before his narty. and throug-h 
the leader of his party it will be brought 
before th'" Cha.mber. !Laughter.) Apart from 
t!'e· twenty mmutes allowed under this Ses
siOnal Order, under section 130 of the Standing 
Orders . hP can move the adjournment of the 
House rf five members come to his assistance: 
and I "m sure t.hP.v will do so H there is a 
case nf malaflministration bv the Minister fo·r 
Lands, the Tmneurer. the Minister for Rail
ways. or the HoTY>e Secretary. there will be 
no rlit'Dcnltv. in. the wav of bringing him to 
thB ~:::tr ~-t 1nshf;f'l. TnstP::~.fl of merelv firing 
of!' " ~".1llh O'l th<e> Financia.l Statement or on 
t.he E,tmoateR. he ca'l gf>t his leadPr tn come 
down end move a WPI!-cha.rged vote o£ want 
of confidence. when hA will have PmplA time 
to ma.k<" ont his cas<>. Under the circum
stances 1t annPars tn me that this is cuttin~ 
down gnah with a scimitar. I ·consider that 

r .ilf r. 11{ mm 

the limitation proposed is a very reasonabl~ 
one. I urn reminded by the hon. member 
for Cairns of the lines-

When the devil was sick, the devil a saint 
would be. 

When the devil got well, the devil a saint was he. 

I do not know that the illustration is an apt 
on-e as far as my case is concerned ; but I 
adopt it as the hon. member is close handy. 
(Laughter.) With regard to the time allowed, 
the Minister fm Lands has demonstrated by 
the quotation of a carefully-prepared table
of figures that a very long time indeed 
might be occupied by members in ventilating 
grievances on the Estimates. vVe have the 
Financial Statement. which took the Minister 
an hour or an hour ·and a-half to read, cover
ing the whole field of operations in the State 
during the past twelve months, and including 
a comment on Federal finanoo. If a member 
carefully prepares his speech, I do not see 
why he should not be able to deliv>2r an ex
haustive and useful criticism. 

Mr. LENNON: He· will not be permitted tO> 
read his speech. 

Mr. LESINA: He can prepare a careful 
statement of his case; and by choosing his 
words can give an effective criticism of tiie 
administration of the Government. I have· 
said befol'C, and I now repeat, that there are 
very few members who can indulge in a finan. 
cial criticism that will interest this Chamber_ 
There are only the Premier and the hon. 
member for Mo1'8ton who have made a special 
study of the matter. A knowledge of high 
finance is not to be picked up by the ordinary 
lay member. We have th>E~ Financial State· 
ment, the Treasurer's tables, and Mr. Weedon's 
A. B. C.; and other publications to assist us in 
preparing what we hav·e· to 1say on the subject. 
The first thing that happens will be that the· 
Financial Statement is open for discussion. 
We can talk an hour on that. In one hour r 
can talk on all the grieva.nce's connected with 
all the departments that affect my constituents. 
If there is one of those grievances that seems 
to be a big one, I can devote three-quarters 
of an hour to that, and squeeze all the others 
into the remaining quarter of an hour. 

Mr. HAMILTON: I have seen you attacking 
the Secretary for Lands for three hours over 
the branding of a butter box. 

Mr. LESINA: 'I'hat is quite true, and I 
might have to do something of the same sort 
again. But under this Sessional Order it will 
be necessary to specialise. It will be better to 
concentrate rather than scatter your shot. 
Choose the most vulnerable point, and concen
trate attack on that. In our debates on the· 
Estimates for year.> past we have paid too 
much time to questions of the village-pump 
order, and I know that members of the 
Labour party have resented this, because it 
has made them mere wood-and-water joeys for 
their constituents, instead of appearing as 
large-minded statesmen ta.king a generous 
view of big public questions. I say, then, we 
should devote ourselves on the Financial' 
Statement to ventilate grievances, and, when 
we come to the Estimates, ten minutes will be· 
quite sufficient for a first speech, with two 
subsequent speeches of five minutes eaoh. The· 
Secretary for Rarlways interjected just now 
that this proposition will give a Minister in 
charge of an Estimate mo;·" time than other 
members. That is so, ancl that is justified by 
t!'e fact that he will have to answer the ques
tions put by hon. members. That is why I 
am prepared under this Sessional Order ta> 
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give a Minister more time. The Minister to
q:jay may be a private member to-morrow, and 
the ]lon. members sitting on the front Opposi
tion bench to-day may be- Ministers to-mor
row, and they will then see how such a provi
sion is to their advantage. They may be 
.asked twenty questions on an Estimate, and 
to limit them to ten minutes would not permit 
them to answer all those questions. I can ask 
twenty questions on the first vote on the open
ing of S"upplv this session, and when I receive 
replies to those questions I can make a ten
minute cr.iticism, and subsequently I can 
·make two speeches of five minutes each, and, 
in addition, I can again ask as many questions 
as I wish. 

Mr. BoWMAN: It may not be necessary to do 
that on each Estimate. 'l'here are particular 
items that want more consideration than 
<lthers. 

Mr. LESINA: A well-organised party will 
be able to arrange to concentrate its united 
attention on any department that requires 
special criticism. The Labour party, for in
stance, may hold a caucus and deolare that its 
twelve months' experience has taught it that 
·the Home Department requires a thorough 
investigation. During debate on the Financial 
Statement they can riddle that department 
·with destructive criticism, and on the Esti
mates they ean concentrate their attention on 
it again. 

Mr. O'SULLIVAN: What about the trust 
'funds? 

Mr. LESINA: How many members know 
anything about the trust funds? It is not the 
business of the Government to instruct mem
bers in their business in these matters. 

Hon. R. PHILP: Reports are published on 
them all. 

Mr. LESINA: That is so. I have here a 
report on the public debt reduction fund. That 
deals with a big question, and hon. members 
may concentrate their attention upon it. 
Under our Standing Orders and under the 
:proposed Sessional Orders there is sufficient 
time afforded to ventilate grievances, and for 
ihat reason I shall vote against the proposed 
amendment. 

Mr. O'SULLIVAN (Kennedy): I think this 
is only a reasonable amendment. During last 
session the hon. member for Dalby spoke on 
the Lands Estimates about the State forest at 
Tuchekoi. Look at the debate that arose on 
that little question. We had the hon. member 
for Dalby and the Secretary for Lands having 
.a wordy duel over it. I am sure it was educa
tive to hon. members, and threw a light upon 
the question that I should never have got had 
these proposed Sessional Orders been in force. 
"!'here are many things like that. I do not 
understand the position taken up by the hon. 
n:ember for Olermo'!t. I heard him say last 
mght that he was gomg to vote for the motion 
because he was a member of the Standing 
Orders Committee. To be logical, then when
ever a Bill is brought into this Hou'se, the 
hon. member should support it because he is 
a member of this .House. That is a most 
inconsistent attitude for the hon. member to 
iake up. 

Hon. R. PHILP: He approves o£ the motion. 
Mr. O'SULLIVAN: It is only natural that 

an hon. member who has been the leader of 
a Government himself· should not want tren
chant criticism of any administration that he 
is in entire accord with, and that is the posi
tion of the hon. member for Townsville at 

present. Take, for example, the Financial 
Statement. The Treasurer has introduced 
what I might term a foreign matter-the rela
tion between the Commonwealth a.nd the State 
finances. 

The TREASURER : A vBry ·serious matter for 
us. 

Mr. O'SULLIVAN: No doubt the Premier 
has brought in these Sessional Orders to hide 
his laches in that connection. All this is play
ing into the hands of autooracy and of the 
plutocracy. It. i·s not go•ing to be in the in
terests of democracy to have restncted debate. 
The Premier might as well dispense with th~s 
House altogether-like the Czar dismissed his 
Duma. 

The TRE.ASURER: Are we to drop £400,000 
a year and say nothing about it? 

Mr. NEVITT: You knew it wa·s coming. 
Mr. O'SULLIVAN: I am quite satisfied 

this is going to be harmful in its effect. It 
will also· prove oppressive, and not lend itself 
to the intelligent review of questions coming 
bBfore the House. The Department of Agri
culture has to do with some very big ques
tions. Then, in connection with the Lands 
Department, there is the question of affores
tation, which rBally ought to be under a 
sepamte department. Ho·w are we· going to 
discuss that question on the Lands Estimates 
as it should be discussed? We have fore
shadowed in the Governor's Speech a Local 
Authorities· Bill. That Is. a question that will 
entail a great amount of discussion. The local 
authorities are microscopic governments, deal
ing with numerous infinitesimal things, but 
upon the good administration of which the 
health and happiness of the people largely 
depend, whereas under ·our present Act nothing 
but vested interests can get a lodgment on 
these local authorities, and this side wish to 
see a greater extension of the franchi~e. Are 
we going to bring all our arguments to bear 
on this matter in .ten minutes, with two 
speeches of five minutes each afterwards? It 
is preposterous to think ·so. It will react 
against good government and i'OOd adminis
tration, which we of a.ll countriBs should be 
most cons.istent in, and we should give a 
generous margin of time to debate these ques
tions. Take tha.t great volumB, the Police 
Offences Bill, and see the provisions in that 
measure. The very liberties of the subjBCt 
have got to be gone into in that measure. It 
is a very big question indBed, and yet we are 
to be tied down on a big measure like this to 
ten minutes. 

The TREASURER: You can speak twenty 
minutes on each clause, and there ·are 126 
clauses. 

Mr. O'SULLIVAN: But we do not want 
to discuss every clause. We want intelligent 
discussion, and we do not woant to be tied 
down to ten minutes. Because I can speak 
on every clause and move an amendment on 
every clause, it does hot say tha.t I want to 
do so. I can assure the Government that 
by introducing this Sessional Order it will 
not tend to advance legisla.tion, or to give 
a high tone to the debates in the House. It 
seems to me that the old adage will apply 
here, that "He whom the gods wish to de
stroy they first make mad." This is a most 
insane proposal to bring before a delibera
tive as~embly. The Government see that they 
are gomg to be destroyed, and they will not 
have any intelli!J:ent debate. I am not going 
to say that I Will speak on every conceivable 
thing in Committee, but I will take advantage 
of all the cramped conditions I can in these 
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so-called Standing Orders, which are being 
made undoubtedly in the interest of the 
Government of the day. I could not help be
ing amused at the remark of the leader of 
the Government when he followed the hon. 
member for Bowen. The Premier sa.id: " I 
don't feel very strongly on this." It does 
not become a man in his high posit'on ~o deal 
flippantl:y with a matter like this. His very 
action snows that he does feel strongly on 
it. A man holding a high position like th~ 
of the Premier should not try to throw dust 
in the eyes of members of this House. We 
know that he feels very strongly on it, ancl 
nothing can move him. I believe that mem
bers on his own side had a deputation to him 
the other day and asked him to broaden the 
Standing Orders, but he would not do it. 
Is not that feeling strongly? At •any rate, 
it is acting strongly, in resisting any widen
ing of the Sess'ona1 Order. 

Hon. R. PHILP: Who were the deputa
tion? You cannot name one. 

Mr. O'SULLIV AN: The senior member 
for Townsville does not need any information 
from me on this matter. He simply wants to 
get his remark into Hansard, and make out 
that it is not so. 

Hon. R. PHILP : It is not so. Mention one 
name if you can. 

Mr. O'SULLIV AN: I do not wish to delay 
the House, but I protest very strongly against 
this very drastic proposal, and the only delib
erative Chamber where it is fit to exist is in 
the dominions of the Czar of Russia. 

i\Ir. RYAN (Barcoo): This question is of 
such importance that I feel compelled to say 
a word on it. I listened with consider•able 
interest to the speeches made both for and 
against the amendment, and those who spoke 
against it seemed to devote a great deal of 
their time to showing us how this Sessional 
Order could be evaded. I conceive it to be 
my duty-and I take it that every member 
of this House conceives it to 'be his duty, 
and privilege too--to be able to come here 
and discuss intelligently the questions that 
we are sent here to discuss without any quali
fication such as has been suggested by the 
hon. member who spoke from the Treasury 
benches. The Minister for Lands said he did 
not think that members on this side under
stood the matter. He went on to explain 
that we have an opportunity of .speaking for 
some hundreds of times. His argument was 
quite fallacious. Hon. members on this side 
can understand the position quite as well as 
hon. members on that side. It may be that 
there is only one particular .question tha.t a 
member wishes to criticise, and he is con
fined to the space of ten minukes for so doing. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: Twenty 
minutes. Ten minutes firnt, and then two 
speeches of five minutes each. 

Mr. RYAN: Whether we understand the 
true meaning of these Standing Orders or not, 
anyone who iis acquainted with constitutional 
authority knows thi>s, that the greatest safec 
guard for the public both in legislation and 
adiminl;Stratio;n is that ~ the Legislative 
Chamber there shall be the fullest, freest, and 
most effective critici•sm possible. 

Mr. HAMILTON: What is an Opposition for? 
Mr. RYAN: That proposition is admitted 

and must be accepted by both sides of the 
House. There is another proposition that 
must be conceded by both sides, and it is 
this: that the present proposal brought. down 
by the Standing Orders Committee-whether 
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they have been instigated or not--h&ve been. 
fathered by the Government. (Hear, hear!) 
These Standing Orders go further to fetter the 
free, full, and effective criticism that I have 
mentioned than those of any other Legislative 
Chamber under the British Constitution. 
That is a statement I challenge any Minister 
to contradict. The only other Chamber that 
has been mentioned is the Legislature of New 
Zealand, which allows exactly twice as long 
for discussion in committee as these pro
posals allow. 

The TREASURER: That is only in committee. 

Mr. RYAN: Yes; and they allow twice as 
long as these Sessional Orders do. In addi· 
tion to that they have not got the machinery 
in New Zealand which we have here. They 
have not got what is commonly known as 
the "gag," but. which is properly called the 
"doture·," in operation there, 1and the~ 
attempt that was made to put the " cloture" 
into their Standing Orders was defeated by 
41 votes to 12. In the Queensland Legis
lative Assembly, in addition to having the 
gag, in addition to being able to move " that 
the question be now put," they now propose 
to put on an automatic gag, which means 
that at the end of ten minutes we shall have 
to sit down. 

Mr. BowMAN: Which they glory in. 

Mr. RYAN: Which they glory in. Although 
the gag is objectionable, it has this feature 
about it which makes it more acceptable than· 
an automatic gag, in that every hon. member 
who votes for the gag takes the personal re
sponsibility of doing so. It is cast upon him 
therefore to say whether he shall prevent any 
further discussion of any particular subject
This Sessional Order propnses to take away 
that personal responsibility, so that if there·. 
is any complaint about it, a member can say 
"The Standing Orders provide for it, and the 
Standing Orders were passed by the House.'·' 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBJoiC LANDS: At the· 
suggestion of the Standing Orders Committee. 

Mr. RY AN: The hon. gentleman has g-iven 
me an opportunity of commenting further on 
the fad that these recommendatwns have 
been fathere.d by the Government. , 

The SECRETARY FOR, PUBLIC LANDS: Who·, 
else could introduce them but the Govern
ment? 

Mr. RYAN: We have nothing to do with 
them. 

The TREASURER: Who else could bring 
them forward but the Government? 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! I hope 
the hon. member for Barcoo will not be led 
away by the interje~tions; It is qui~e out of 
order to discuss the Standmg Orders JUSt now. 

Mr. RYAN: Quite so, Mr. Speaker. 'l'h& 
proposal submitted by the Standing Orders 
Committee is that the first time a member 
speaks in Committee he shall be limited to ten 
minutes, and on that the hon. member for 

Bowen has moved an amendment .. 
[9 p.m.] The Minister for Lands wishe~ us 

to believe that this proposal for 
ten minutes is not made a party question. I. 
say we have absolute evidence in what has 
taken place in this House that the ten-minute 
proposal is fathered by the Government. 
'¥hether it is a coincidence or not I do not· 
know, but it is a fact that the majority of the 
Standing Orders Committee consists of 
Government supporters. Then, look at the 
division lists in connection with this proposed 
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new Sessional Order, and you will find that in 
every division every supporter of the Govern
mel}t has voted for these proposals. 

The SECRETARY l<'OR .PUBLIC LANDS; Not in 
every division. 

Mr. RYAN: There was one supporter of 
the Government who did not vote in one 
division, and that was the hon. member for 
Brisbane North, who went outside the Cham
ber. Yet we.. are told that this new rule i•s not 
a pa;rty question ! The J£stimates contain 
votes involving the expenditure of millions of 
pounds, and it is necessary that we should 
have a longer time to discuss those votes than 
is permitted by this i:lessional Order. I do not 
feel that in asking for a longl)r time I am talk
ing in favour of my own privilege. I feel that 
I am speaking on behalf of the electors I 
represent. It is their privileges which are 
be1ng curtailed. It is not for a member of the 
House to say "my privilege" or "your privi
lege" is being curtailed by this proposal. It 
is the privilege of the people of Queensland 
that is being curtailed, and, when we ask for 
more time, it is in order that an opportunity 
may be given to the representatives of the 
people to properly discuss the affairs of the 
country. Why should this proposal be brought 
down for this session? I fail to understand 
that procedure, unless it is that the proposal 
is an experiment. But why is it considered 
necessary to go so much further than has been 
gone by any deliberative assembly in this 
matter? 1 know we have not the slightest 
chance of carrying the amendment moved by 
the hon. member for l:lowen. I do not believe 
that if I was to talk for a week I would be 
able to convince one hon. member on the 
other side of the House of the unfairness of 
this proposal. 

Mr. BoWMAN: .You have a hard-hearted 
jury to plead with. 

Mr. RYAN: I am afraid I have a jury upon 
whom I can make no Impression, as far as 
that side of the House is concerned, but I am 
talking in order that my protest may be 
placed on record. because there is a court of 
appeal behind the jury, and that court of 
appeal is the people of ~ueensland. There
fore, it is necessary that members on this side 
of the House should make it clear to the 
people of Queensland that we are fighting for 
thmr rights and .pnv1leges. I feel certain that 
befor~ very long we shall have an opportunity 
of seemg that th1s Sessional Order will have a 
very detrimental effect on the discussion of 
the Estimates: I have no doubt that many 
members will have to sit down before they 
have fimshed the critiCism they had intended 
to offer. Just one more word. Several hon. 
members have spoken against the twenty 
minutes' proposal, and strangely enough the 
member for Clermont, who was one of those 
members,. occupied twenty-five minutes on 
one occasiOn and about fifteen minutes on 
another, which is the strongest evidence that 
more time is necessary. 

Mr. LESINA: No; the strongest evidence 
that less time is necessary. 

Mr. RY AN:. I do not agree with the hon. 
membe:. I.t IS the strongest evidence that 
!J.10re t1me Is necessary. However, I do not 
mtend .to dela:y the Chamber any longer. I 
am satisfied WI!h having: entered my protest 
~:m a matter whiCh I cons1de·r of the most vital 
Importance to the privileges of member,s of 
th1s House and of the people of Queensland in 
general. 

Mr. COLLINS (Burke) : I rise to enter my 
protest aga.inst this proposed limitation ')f 
speech. I have listened very carefully to the 
whole of the debate, but I have not heard one 
single argument from members on the Go
vernm<mt side of the House in favour of this 
attempt to encroach upon the privileges of 
hon. members. 

Mr. O'SULLIVAN: Not privileges-rights. 

Mr. GOLLINS: Well, rights, as the hon. 
member interjects. It has been admitted that 
in the last session of Parliament we got 
through an enormous amount of work in a 
short time. What indication is there that we 
would not get through a larger amount of 
work this oossion, when we have so much 
more time? The rights. of Parliament have 
been slowly won~ and at great cost. Why 
then, should there be this attempt to t~~ 
away one of those rights? The hon. member 
for Clermont said there was a gro•wing ten
diency for members to become, parish-pumrr 
politicians. I am inclined to think that if this 
Sessional Order is passed it will have that 
tendency, because a representative of the· 
people must devote some of his time to local 
grievances, and with this restriction on speech 
he will not be able to take that broad outlook 
that he ·should take. The discussions that 
have taken place since I have been in Parlia
ment have not impressed me. It seems to me 
that we are developing into the parish-pump 
type of politician. We do not want to be con
fined solely to matters concerning our individual 
electorates, as we shall be if this Sessional 
Order is passed, because when the Estimates 
are before us we shall be compelled! to deal 
with local grievances, and not with affairs of 
State. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! I hope 
the hon. member will not di·scuss the Sessional'· 
Order as a whole. Tha.t question will come 
before the House when the amendment ie die
posed of. The question now is whether the 
word " ten" should be omitted with the view 
of insert,ing the word "twenty," and I hope 
the hon. member will confine himself to that 
question. 

Mr. OOLLINS: I was trying to do that; at 
least, I thought so. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Unfortunately 
I did not. (Laughter.) ' 

Mr. COLLINS: Well, I will give an illus
tration. When we are discussing the Finan
cial Statement, does anyone think for one 
moment that the senior ill1ember for Mary
borough, who, I believe, is recognised as a 
financial genius, will be able to discuss the 
Financial Statement in ten minutes? 

The TREAS1.!RER: He has an hour for that. 

Mr. O<?LLINS: In dealing with the Esti
mates, will he be able to deal with them in a. 
proper manner in ten minutes on the first 
occasion, and on two other occasions of five 
minutes each? I do not think it is possible 
~or any one of us to deal with the various" 
Items Ill a proper manner in the time pro
posed. From the very start I could see the· 
danger-members opposite may not be able 
to see the danger, and even the Premier may 
not be able to see the .danger-in trying to get 
~hese Orders put into operation. The danger 
Is tha.t we are. encroaching on the rights of 
the people, whiCh we are not sent to Parlia
ment to do ; at least, I was not sent to Parlia
ment to do that. 

Mr. RYLAND: This was not in the pro-
gramme. 

Mr. Oollim.] 
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Mr. COLLINS: Neither was it in the other 
programme the Premier put forth. It seems 
to me, as long as you have a majority behind 
you, you can put forth any programme you 
like. At any rate,_ I want to enter as strm:;g 
a protest as I possibly can, because, as I said 
last nio-ht I have not been sent down here-a 
dista.n~e ~f 900 miles-to speak only for five 
minutes. I cannot expose the wrongs that 
exist in the Burke electorate in connection 
with, say, the Mines Estimates-the exemp
tions that are takmg place m the Burke elec
torate-in five minutes or ten minutes, nor 
yet in twenty~ minutes. 

Hon. R. PHILP: Nor twelve months. 

Mr. COLLINS: The senior member for 
Tcwnsville interjects "twelve months." I do 
not want twelve months to expose the wrongs 
tha.t exist in connection with any department, 
and therefore, to my mind, the interjection is 
a very foolish one. I do not wish to delay the 
House any furt-her, but to say that all through 
these Sessional Orders I have objected as 
strongly as I possibly can against any limita
tion of speech in this House. 

Mr. FOLEY: Like the speakers who have 
gone before me on this side, I cannot allow 
this division to be taken Without entermg my 
very mild protest against this ten minutes' 
duration of speech on the first occaswn m 
Committee. It is almost futile for a member 
on this side to get up at all, because it does 
not matter what he says or what he puts for
ward as reasonable arguments, there does not 
appear to be anyone on the other side to listen 
to suc).:t arguments and assertions. 

The PREMIER : We have heard them all 
seventeen times already. 

Hon. R. PHILP: They are not good argu
ments-that is why. 

Mr. FOLEY: Whether they are good or 
bad, hon. members opposite know nothing 
about the arguments brought forwa.rd. It 
just reminds me of a jury stayin!) in court 
while the prosecutmg counsellor IS makmg 
his statement, and then being allowed to 
retire from the court while the evidence is 
being gi,-en for the prisoner; and when the · 
bell is rung they file into the court, and 
simplv give a verdict agamst the pnsoner, 
whether the evidence was in his favour or not. 
That seems to me to be the wa.y these divi
sions ate being- conducted during this debate 
on the proposed Sessional Orders. Although 
members on this side may protest and give 
reasons why the time should be extended on 
some occasions, members on the other s1de 
simply come in wh':'n they ':'re told, and vote 
against any extensiOn of time, whether the 
reasons given are good or not. There is no 
doubt that the shortemng of time, such as is 
proposed in these Sessional Orders, will be 
very hard on new members who are not prac
tised speakers, who are not, perhaps, qualified 
to come to their point in the time allowed. 
As a matter of fact, generally speaking, men 
who are not used to public speaking-it takes 
them some time before arriving a.t the point 
they wish to make. If these proposals ~re 
carried, before a member comes to the pomt 
he wants to make his time will be up, the bell 
will ring, and he will have to sit down before 
he has said wha.t he wants to say. My reason 
for protesting against these proposals is that 
there are several new members in this House 
who are new to this kind of work. I think 
the Premier will recognise that we are not all 
as experienced in speaking as himself, and 
some of the older members of the House 

[Mr. Collins. 

should reoognise this, and at least give new 
members a chance of making themselves 
understood. For this reason, if for no other, 
I am bound to protest against the ten 
minutes' limitation allowed in the proposed 
Sessional Order. Ten minutes is only to be 
allowed to a ·speaker on any question coming 
before the House in Committee, unless he is 
the proposer of the clause or in charge of an 
Estimate. I am in favour of the amendment, 
and I hope the Government will see the wis
dom of allowing it to be carried. 

The TREASURER: There is just one item 
that might be commented on, and that is the 
assertion of the hon. member for Barcoo that 
he is looking after the rights and privileges 
of the people of Queensland. On the other 
hand, we on this side of the House contend 
that it is we who are looking after the privi
leges of the people of Queensland by bringing 
in these Orders, because the result of past 
5essions has been that hon. members opposite 
-particularly those who have been in the 
habit of making very long speeches-have so 
taken up the time of the session that there 
ha.s not been an opportunity for members on 
this side, who are wishing to get business 
through, of vo-icing their sentiments. And 
they certainly have the right, just as well as 
members opposite, of voicing their opinions 
and speaking on behalf of the electorates 
which they represent. 

Mr. LENNON: Do you refer to this session 
or not? 

The TREASURER: These proposed Ses· 
sional Orders will give to every member of 
the House equal rights in putting their Tiews 
before the House. 

Mr. FOLEY: They have that right now. 

The TREASURER: They have not that 
right now, because members on this side, 
being in a majority, and wishing to get the 
business through the House, have frequently 
refrained from speaking, or, if they spoke, 
have had to drop different matters they would 
otherwise like to bring forward In their 
speeches, and thereby have had their rights 
curtailed. I say these proposals will curtail 
long speeches, and will give an opportunity to 
every member to speak, and there will be a 
proper chance for every member to get his 
views r.roperly befo-re the country, and busi
ness Will be facilitated. The people of Queens
land consider that it is only right that speeches 
should be reduced in this way, and this is em
phasised by the expenditure that has been 
going on during the last three or four days. 
We have been four days discussing the first 
item of these Standing Orders, and we have 
hardly got any further to-night than we were 
at the start. We ought to have been through 
them befo:t'e now. Look at the expenditure in 
connection with Hansard, the expenditure in 
lighting, and the general waste of time that 
has gone on during the last four days! 

Mr. FOLEY: You are responsible for that. 

The TREASURER: We have had nothing 
during the last four days but tedious repeti
tion of the same thing. Hon. members on 
this side have sat back for that reason. A 
great many have left the Chamber because 
they are tired of the tedious repetition. We 
on this side are protecting the rights and 
privileges of the people, and not members on 
the other side who have caused so much ob
struction during the last four days. 

Mr. MULLAN (Charters Towers): I did not 
intend to speak on thie amendment--in fact, 
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this is the second time I have spoken during 
the whole of the discussion-but I cannot 
allow the remark of the Treasurer to pass un
challenged. He states that he wished to get 
to business, and that the Opposition have 
wasted the time of the House. On the con
trary, I say that it is the Government who are 
wilfully wasting the time of the House and 
the country. _ 

The PREMIER: By sitting silent. 
Mr. MULLAN: By not adopting a reason

able method of dealmg with this important 
matter. It is well known to every member m 
the House that this party undertook that the 
whole of these amendments would be disposed 
of at 10.30 on Tuesday evening last, if the Pre
mier would only have agreed to go into Uom
mittee and deal with them in a proper way. 

The PREMIER: That is a great admission. 
And what have you been doing c'lince? 

Mr. MULLAN : We have been trying to do 
the best we could under the most difficult con
ditions, because everybody knows that there 1s 
not the same facility to dispose of matters like 
this in the House that there is in Committee. 
I challenge the Premier to get up when .1 

finish. 
The PREMIER: No; 1 shall not get up. 
Mr. MULLAN: I challenge the Premier to 

deny that this party undertook that we would 
see the whole measure through as far as we 
were concerned by half-past 10 on Tuesday 
evening, if the Premier agreed to go into 
Committee and deal with the matter in proper 
Parliamentary fash10n. That is my reply to 
the contention of the Treasurer. 

The PREMIER: If the Government allowed 
the Opposition to take control of the business. 

Mr. MULLAN: In the interests of the pro
per conduct of the business of this House, the 
leader of the Government should not be above 
meeting the leader of the Opposition, and 
dealing with him reasonably on all matters 
affecting the transaction of business. I say 
that if the time of the country is delayed the 
fault rests with the l:'remier. 

OPPOSITION MEMBERS: Hear, hear! 

Mr. MULLAN: The Mmister for Lands in 
dealing with this amendment, gave the strong
est arguments which could be advanced why 
there was no necessity for these Sessional 
Orders. 

The SECRETARY FOR l:'UBLIC LANDS: Ample 
opportumty Is given to discuss all questions. 

Mr. Jlii ULLAN: He tried to show that 
under the proposed restrictive measure 
fathered by the Government on behalf of the 
Standing Orders Committee there was un
bounded time at the disposal of every mem
ber. He gave a calculation showing that a 
member's compound time on the Estimates 
;vould go into something approaching a year 
If he used up the whole tune at his disposal. 
~f that ~e so, what on earth is the good of 
mtroducmg these proposals at all? His state
ment goes to show what 1 stated previously, 
that freedom of discussion in the House goes 
further in facilitating business than any 
restrictive measure which is forced upon us. 
It 1s proposed under the motion that we 
should have at our disposal ten minutes and 
two periods of five minutes-that is, three 
times to discuss earh item in Uommittee. 
What will that mean r Suppose I am discuss
ing the Mining Estimates. No one can rea
sonably expect t_hat on the first item of the 
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Mining Estimates I can say_ all I wish to say 
in ten minutes. The result would be that 
after I had spoken for. ten minutes I would 
have to sit down and allow someone to sand
wich his speech between that and my next five 
minutes. Then I would have to let another 
member jump up and sandwich a speech in 
again before I got my last five minutes. My 
speech will be divided by two other speeches. 
\Ve should have a series of disoonnected 
speeches on the Estimates. 

The Pm<.]IUER: And yet you would have 
settled it in one day. If only--

JI!Ir. :MULLAN: Yes; if the Premier had 
accepted the olive branch held out by this 
party in the interests of good government and 
economy. of time, the whole question would 
have been settled. I know he is very sorry 
for that now. 

The PREMIER : I am not. Make the same 
promise to-night that it will go through by 
10 o'clock, and I won't do it. 

Mr. MULLAN: I am quite aware that the 
hon. _gentle~an w~n't do it. Another aspect: 
of this questiOn whwh has been lost sight of is
this: Why should we impose, as these Stand
ing Orders seek to do, additional burdens on 
the Speaker? The Speaker, under this, will 
have to become a mathematician; he will 
have. to be .well up in double entry, and to 
makmg debt and credit entries, and later on 
he will have, to get an additional officer to 
keep the record, and sit by him. 

Mr. LENNON: It would require a calculating 
machine. 
. Mr. MULL_AN: As the. hon. member says, 
It would reqmre a calculatmg machine. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! I 
would point out to the hon. member that this 
has nothing to do with the question before 
the House. The matter under discussion 
deals with Committee work and not proceed
ings in the House. 

Mr. MTJI.LAN: I mean the Chairman of 
Committee~. 

The D:8PUTY SPEAKER: Will the hon. 
member make himself acquainted with the 
question before the House. 

Mr. MU.LLA~: With all ?eference to you, 
I was dealmg With the question under discus
sion. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! Every 
hon. member on both sides must admit that 
the hon. member for Charters To,wers was 
d.istinctl:y: out of order in discussing a ques
tiOn wh10h does not come within the four 
corners of the motion before the House. 

HONOURABLE MEMBERS: Hear, hear! 
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I called the 

hon. member to order. I think his last re
mark, whilst,_ not quite out of order, is cer
tamly unparhamentary. 

Hon. R PHILP: Very impertinent. 
Mr. Ml!LLAN: I am sorry if my remark 

appeare:d m any way to cast a reflection upon 
you, Sn·. I would be the last member to 
r:efl':'ct on _:zou, or anyone who occupies a 
similar position. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I accept your 
word. 

Mr. MULLAN: Because I hold that it is the 
duty of every member to respect the Speaker 
The Chairman of Committees was the maii. 
affected by my argument. However, the 
fact remains that somebody will· have to have 
handy by him a calculating machine. I do 
not rise to stonewall or transgress the rules 

Mr. Mullan.] 
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of the House, but merely to reply to what I 
regard as an impertinent accusation made by 
the Treasurer. I think the remarks I have 
made are unanswerable, although I have no 
doubt that t,he Minister for Public Instruc
tion, under instructions from the Premier, 
will now proceed to reply. (Laughter.) 

HoN. R. PHILP (Townsville): The hon. 
member for Charters Towers has given the 
whole show away. 
GOVERNM~mT :MEMBERS: Hear, hear! and 

loud Opposition laughter. 
Hon. R. PHILP: He has told this House 

distinctly that if they had their 
[9.30 p.m.] way with the Standing Ord<'lrs the 

debate would have been finish<ld 
on Tuesday evening, but because the Premier, 
rightly, would not allow the leader of the 
Opposition to take the business out of his 
hands, they are stonewalling. They are doing 
this because they could not get their own 

.way. They are like children. 
Mr. MULLAN: I rise to a point of orrler. I 

am sorry to interrupt the hon. member, but he is 
misrepre,~nting my statement. 

The PREMIER: What is the point of order? 
Mr. MULL AN: The noint of order is this : 

Is the hon. member for Townsville in order in 
misquotin!" what I said? 

Tbe DEPUTY SPEAKER: I did not under
stand the hon. member to misquote the hon. 
member for Charters Towers. 

HoN. R. PHILP: I would be the Ja.st man in 
the Honse to mi,quote anyone. The hon. mem
ber led the House to believe that if the proposal 
had been agreed to we would have finished the 
Sessional Orders at half-past 10 o'clock. 

Mr. MULLAN : I said if we had gone into 
Committee. 

HON. R. PHILP: If we had gone into Com
mittee they would have been .finished by half
past 10 o'clock-that is, if their proposals had 
been agreed to. Bat because the Premier, 
rightly, would not allow the Labour party to 
take the business out of his hands, they are 
stonewalling this question. Since I have been. 
in the House I have never known a man who 
understood parliamentary usage to make long 
speeches on the Estimates at all. We are here 
to criticise the Estimates and ask questions and 
sit down again. In New South \Vales I have 
known Estimates for millions of money to go 
through in twenty-four lwurs, and in the 
House of Commons they never take time to 
go through the Estimates. And the time will 
come here when we will have no more than 
twenty-four hours to consider the Estimates. 
These Sessional Orders will give younger mem
bers an opportunity of speaking, instead of the 
whole of the time being monopolised by three or 
four members while other members have no 
chance to speak. On many occasions I have 
wanted to speak, but, owing to the whole 
of the time being taken up by a few mem
bers, I have had no show at all. Under 
these Sessional Orders every one of the seventy
two members -will have a chance to say some· 
thing, and that is why I am cheerfuly supporting 
them. Besides, it is only for one session. But 
if the gentlemen opposite come back in great force 
they will not ,]tertheSta,nding Orders. Who pro
tested more than members on the other side when 
the guillotine was introduced? I brought it in 
with the greatBst of gravity; but when they 
made use of it it was more like a clown in a 
ci1 cm. \Ve have discussed t.hese Orders for three 
nights, and the same thing has been repeated over 
and over again. I have had more parliamentary 
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experience than any other member in the House, 
and I say that these Orders make for good 
government, keen criticism, and better speeches. 

Mr. HAMILTON (G1·egm·y): Tbe hon. gen
tleman who has just sp••ken says he does not 
remember long speeches being made in Com
mittee; but I can remember many instances in 
which it was necessary to make long speeches in 
Committee. There was the Port Alma Rail way 
Bill, for instance, when the hon. member made 
long speeches, and good speeches too. As far as 
the remarks of the 'l'reasurer are concerned, it 
was the same old gag about the Opposition wast
ing time. What is the Opposition here for 
but to criticise the Government and their 
actions? It is well known that if you want 
good go,'ernment you must have strong 
opposition. \Ve are not here to sit and 
take whatever the Government like to throw 
to us. A few years ago, when the present 
Premier was a member of the Labour party and 
the hon. member for 'l'ownsville was head of the 
Government, we had measures proposed which 
were obnoxious to the Opposition, and there was 
not a greater organiser of obstruction than the 
hon. gentleman, or a greater stickler for the 
rights of members, especially members of the 
Opposition. If we think these Sessional Orders 
too drastic, we have every right to criticise them 
and oppo>e them as long a" we like. As was 
pointed out by the hon. member for Cairns, if we 
want to ado[.>t obstructive 1 actics we can move 
amendment after amendment and take up un
limited time. 

The PREMIER : What are you grumbling 
about, then? 

Mr. HAMILTON: vVe do no want to resort 
to those tactics; but we want full and fair 
criticism. When measures are before the House 
every member does not speak. I remember 
when the Factories and Shops Bill was before 
the House Mr. :Frank McDonnell did nearly all 
the speaking for the Labour party; and I can 
remember other instance l of the kind. It does 
not say that because opportunities a,re given, 
every member is going to take advantage of 
them. Even in criticising the Estimates every 
member does not want to speak on every item. 
On the Mines Estimates, for instance, whatever 
cdticism is done is by hon. members representing 
mining communities. This proposal is woroe 
than what exists in :New Zealand, which 
is the only place under the British flag, as 
was said by another member, where they have a 
time limit. We have been told that the hon. 
member for Leichhardt did not object, as a mem
ber of the Standing Orders Committee, to these 
Sessional Orders. If I were the hon. member for 
Leichhardt or the hon. member for Ipswich I 
would resign from that committee rather than 
allow the Go\'ernment to make use of that argu
ment. I would have brought in a minority 
report. 

Mr. HARDACI\E : That is what I oughb to have 
done. 

Mr. HAMILTON : I think the amendment 
is a fair one, and the leader of the Government, 
in order to expedite business, ought to have 
adopted a more conciliatory method. 

The PREMIER : What do you mean by "adopt
ing a more conciliatory method " ? 

Mr. HAMILTON: The Premier admitted 
that he was not strung on this-he almost ad
mitted that the proposal WM unfair; yet,, sooner 
than accept an amendment from this side, he 
would get his majority to sit tight and reject it. 
He accepted one from a member sitting on his 
own side. 

The TREASURER: And one from a member 
sitting on your side, too. 
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Mr. HAMILTON: The one that was pro
posed by a member sitting on this side was 
tha least important amendment that has been 
proposed; but, when it comes to important 
amendments like that proposed by the hon. 
member for Bowen and one proposed on Tues
day mght, the Premier gets his back up, and 
will not accept them. 'I'he hon. gentleman is 
largely to blame. That is the attitude he has 
adopted ever since he became Premier, and 
it is an attitude that is not calculated to ex
pedite the business of the House. The Trea
surer said that we are wasting the time of the 
House. Well, while we are the Opposition, 
we are going to take advantage of every op
portunity to criticise any business brought 
before the House, and we are not going to ask 
any member sitting on the Treasury bench 
when we shall or shall not speak. I have 
much pleasure in supporting the amendment. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN
STRUCTION: The hon. member for Charters 
Towers, as the senior member for Townsville 
pointed out, has let the cat out of the bag, and 
now we have the hon. member for Gregory--

Mr. HA.'IIILTON: Putting the cat into the 
bag again. (Laughter.) 

The PREMIER: Chasing it round the roof. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN
STRUCTION: The hon. member has been 
doing something more than that. He has laid 
down the rule that it is the duty of the Op
position to waste time. 

Mr. HAMILT,ON: No. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN
'STRUCTION: The hon. member distinctly 
said in connection with the amendment and 
with the discussion generally that the duty of 
the Opposition is to waste time. 

Mr. HAMILTON: I rise to a point of order. 
'The hon. member is not quoting my remarks 
correctly. I said it was the duty of the Op
position to criticise. 'I'he Treasurer accused 
us of wasting time. 

The . SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN
STRUCTION: At any rate, the hon. member 
conveyed the impression that, in his opinion, 
it was the duty of the Opposition to waste 
time. I always thought that the duty of the 
Opposition was to help the Government to 
frame the laws of the country, ~;Lnd to govern 
the country, by givmg honest adv:ice and 
serious criticism. Yet hem' we have one hon. 
member following another on the other side 
getting up and saying that, if we had followed 
their advice. the discussion could have been 
finished in ·Tuesday night. The hon. member 
for Gregory said that the discussion could 
have been finished on Tuesday night if the 
Premier had adopted conciliatory methods. 
I would like to ask what the hon. member 
regards as conciliatory methods. It seems to 
me that w]'iat he would regard as conciliatory 
methods would have been if the Premier had 
ca:llowed the Opposition to assume the whole 
control of the business of the House. 

Mr. HAMILTON: I thought this was not a 
party question. 

The SECRETARY FOR. PUBLIC IN
STRUCTION: One is tempted to wonder 
what would have happened if we had gone 
into Committee. We have had it clearly laid 
down that the desire of the Opposition has 
been to stonewall. 

Mr. BOWMAN: No; to preserve our rights. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN
STRUCTION: If we had gone into Com
mittee, judging by what we have seen during 
the last three days, it would have taken the 
whole session to get these Sessional Orders 
through. There can be no question that in 
the main-there are one or two notable ex
ceptions-hen. member's on the other side are 
simply trying to block business, and by and by 
they will be crying out that the interests of 
the country are being jeopardi,sed, because 
what they profess they want to fight against 
must inevitably happen because of their own 
obstruction. But I am convinced that the 
community outside will recognise who are try
ing to carry on the business of the country, 
and who are trying to block it. 

Mr. HARD ACRE: It is remarkable that 
the only kind of argument by which members 
on the other side are endeavouring to sup
port this proposal is misrepresentation. From 
the very first, with few exceptions, the only 
argument they have used has been misrepre
sentation. First of all, they misrepresented 
my attitude in the Standing Orders Commit
tee, and I have seriously to consider between 
now and the next meeting of the committee 
whether I shall eVJer act again in the com
mittee. (Government laughter.) 

The PREMmR: It is entirely a matter that 
concerns you. 

Mr. HARD ACRE: I know it does, and I 
am bound to do it after my experience of the 
Premier on the committee last Wednesday, 
and after the continued misrepresentation of 
members on the other side of the stand I took, 
in spite of my repeated denials. I am bound 
to take some action to prevent myself being 
misrepresented in the country. ·when hon. 
members persist in their statements in front 
of my face, despite my denials, I know that 
they will go outside and repeat their misre
presentations. The next misrepresentation 
was when the senior member for 'I'ownsville 
got up and distinctly-consciously or uncon
sciously-misrepresented the hon. member for 

. Charters Towers. 
Hon. R. PHILP: I did not. You read 

Hansard to-morrow, and you will find that 
what I stated was exactly what he said. 

Mr. HARDACRE: The hon. member for 
Charters 'Towers said that if the leader of the 
Government had accepted the suggestion that 
was made on this side, we could have finished 
the discussion by half-past 10 o'clock on Tues
day night, instead of being driven into this 
prolonged debate. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC INSTRUCTION: 
That is what tlie hon. member for Townsville 
said. 

Mr. HARD ACRE: Instead of being able 
to discuss the motion in a parliamentary 
fashion, we have been driven to discussing it 
in an unparliamentary way, and it is that that 
has taken all this time. If we had discussed 
it in a proper way, under proper r·ules, we 
could have completed it by half-past 10 on 
Tuesday night. Then the hon. member for 
Gregory did not say that we were wasting 
time, as stated by the Secretary for Public 
Instruction. :He ask,9d the question, " What 
is an Opposition here for but to take all the 
time they think is necessary in criticising the 
administraLion of the Government?" 

Mr. BowMAN: We are not going to >:tsk 
them what time we shall take, anyway. · 

Mr. Harf!acre.] 
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Mr. HARD ACRE: I have not heard one 
solid argument in justification of the proposal. 
It is not now a ques.tion of a time limit. Of 
course we all want a time limit. 

Mr. RYAN: No. 
The SECHETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: A 

division in the camp ! 

Mr. HARDACRE: Generally speaking, 
members are agreed that a time limit is advis
able. The whole question is: What is a fair 
and reasonable time to do business in. I ask 
any hon. member who thinks that ten minutes 
is sufficient for a member of this House to dis
cuss the first vote on an Estimate to attempt 
to prove it. We usually take the general dis
cussion on the whole department on the first 
vote, and it must be apparent to everyone 
that it is an unfair restriction. 

The PREMIER: Would twenty minutes be 
sufficient? 

Mr. HARDACRE: My opinion is that it 
would not be sufficient. 

The PREMIER: Would you agree to twenty 
minutes? 

Mr. HARD ACRE: As better than ten 
minutes. 

The PREMIER : You would agree to some
thing that is not sufficient, and then after
wards you would disagree with it and move 
another amendment. 

Mr. HARDACRE: I do not think that 
twenty minutes is sufficient. At the same time, 
it i' better than ten minutes, and I would a.gree 
to it as the lesser of two evifs. We ha Ye been 
told that the rule in force in New Zealand allows 
ample time for discussion. Well, I have looked 
casually through the Hansa1·d reports for this 
session, and I find that it does not work out well 
at all. Here we have the Speaker constantly 
pulling up the memb~rs of the New Zealand 
Parliament, and chopping off their speeches at 
an important juncture by telling them that their 
time is un. Here is an occasion in the New 
Zealand Hansard where the Premier himself 
was speaking, and he was in the middle of a very 
important subject, and the Speaker comes in 
with the remark, "The hon. gentleman's time is 
up." (Oppositicn laughter.) 

The PREMIEI\ : That would suit you. 

Mr. HARDACRE: The Premier of New 
Ze:>land was speaking on an important matter, 
and he was pulled up. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC INSTRUCTION : 
You would like to see that happen here, wouldn't 
you? 

Mr. HARD ACRE: No; I would not. 
Mr. BoWMAN: He is not as unreasonable as 

you are. . 
Mr. HARDACRE: Here, again, is another 

place wherP a member is speaking in the New 
Zealand Parliament in connection with tbe 
Advances to Settlers Department-a very impor
tant department-and this is what the member 
says-

He hoped the Minister would look into the matter 
again, and see if he could not give some relief to 
these people, who were certainly entitled to every 
consideration at the hands of the State. I am 
sorry my time is up. 

Then, again, another member was speaking 
about the School G>mmissioners, and he was 
pulled up in the middle of his speech. Then on 
another occasion when a member was dealing 
with the Land Boards, he was pulled up by the 
Speaker at a very important juncture and told 

[Mr. Hardacre. 

that his time was up. Then there is another
case of a member dealing with a grievance in 
his own electorate, and he made these remarks-~ 

Had time permitted he would have liked to call 
attention to Question No. 15, which dealt with the 
analytical chemists of this country, but as his. 
time was up he would have to deal with it at 
another time. 

We find that in New Zealand it does not wmk 
well at all. All that it does is to stifle debate 
and tend to check criticism. 

Mr. BoWMAN : Yet we are only allowed one
half the time they allow in New Zealand ? 

Mr. HARDACRE: Just as a member begins 
to deal with an important subject and he reaches 
a critical juncture, he is pulled up by the
Speaker and told that his time is up, and he 
cannot get in what he wants to say on that, 
occasion. 

Mr. HAMII,TON: Yet they have double the· 
time that we have got. 

Mr, HARD ACRE: This Sessional Order, as I 
have already pointed out, is not going to prevent 
members from talking. It will not prevent a, 
waste of time. Under the time limit order· 
ib will drive them into making disconnected 
speeches on several occasions, instead of making 
a speecb in a clear way, as is provided now by 
the rules of the House. For example, this is 
what can be done, and I may be compelled to do 
it. In the past we have adopted a very economi· 
ea] practice-it is not a rule of the House, but 
we adopted it by general consent to save time, 
and it was this : That on the first Estimate of a, 
department the whole of the general discussion 
for the department is taken, instead of taking 
the discussion on every item in that department. 
Instead of having the whole of the discussion 
practica,lly on the first votR, e,s has been the rule
for years past, we will have to have the discussion 
in a desultory fashion, and abandon that practice 
which has been found to be so useful. 

Mr. MACARTNEY : \Vhen was that practice 
introduced ? 

Mr. HARDARCE : It has been in use for
years. 

Mr. MACARTNEY : Do y:m remember wha!J 
happened to me when 1 tried to have a discus
sion on the first vote? 

Mr. HARDACRE: No, I do not remember 
it. [ only know that it has been the practice of 
the House for years and it has been the means of 
saving the time of the House a good deal. 

The PREMIER : Did it save any time at all? 
Mr. LE!" NON: Yet, it saved a lot of time. 
Mr. BowMAN: 'rhe Minist~rs ought to know 

whether it saved any time or not. 

Mr. HARD ACRE : Why did the G1,vernmenn 
agree to it if it did not eave any time? It wa& 
not a rule of the House, and why was it carried 
out if it were not a useful practice? We came 
to recognise it, and we find it very useful to take 
the whole uf the discussion on the first item of 
the Estimates, instead of discussing every item. 

Hon. R. PHILP: And you objected to it at one 
time. 

Mr. HARDACRE: No. 
Hon. R. PHILP : Yes, you did ; and the hon. 

member for North Brisbane, who was then the
member for Toowong, was blocked by yuu and 
your party when he tried to do it. 

Mr. HARD ACRE: I do not remernbu it. 
Mr. MACAUTNEY : Don't you know whaf;; 

happened to me at that time? 
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Mr. HARDACRE: No, I do not remember. 
JY1r. MACARTNEY : You must have a bad 

::m.emorv. 
Mr. LESINA : Mr. Macartney was suspended 

Dn that occasion. 

Mr. HARDACRE : I do not think I ever 
voted for the " gag." 

The PREMIER : What is the question we ate 
<liscussing? 

Mr. HARD ACRE : The question that this .!s 
'llot going to prevent a waste of time. It w1ll 
not prevent members from g< tting up one after 
another and making the same speech O\er and 
over again. (Hear, hear!) A time limit wi)l not 
prevent that. And we w1ll be aband•m!ng a 
'USeful practice if we do not ha:'e all the d1scus· 
-si on on tbe first item of the Estimates. 

The PREMIER: We could intr• ducA a useful 
Standing Order for preventing waste of time by 
:providing that ten members shall speak on every 
question. 

Mr. HARDACRE : Some amendment might 
prevent waste of time, but this Sessional !)rder 
will not. After a man has spoken fc'r ten nnnutes 
he will h"ve to look over the Estimatts and eee 
the other items on which he can speak, and he 
will say "As I could not get in what I wanted 
{ln the' first vote I will sreak again on this 
item-say Central Railway division-and I will 
try to say here what I should have said on the 
'ii rst vote." DJ"d 

The SECRETARY FOR PvBLIO LAKDS : 
you present that phase of the que>ition to your 
eolleagues in the Standing Orders Cvmmittee? 

Mr. HARD ACRE :No, I did not. 
The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: You did 

not argue that question at all. 
Mr. HARD ACRE: No, I did not. I reported 

what happened in the Standing Orders Com
mittee and my own actJon there. This will not 
prevent a waste of time, because, as soon as 
-every member has spoken, some member will 
move an amendment and every member can 
speak ao-aio. We can all have twenty minutes' 
further discussion, and that is the only way we 
<:an do it if we are not allowed to do it in a pro
per, connected, fair, and orderly way accordin~ 
to our present rules. I do not wish to press my 
remarks further on the House, but I am sure 
that this will not save time. 

Mr. MACARTNEY (Brisbane Nurth) : The 
hon. member for Leichhardt has admitted that 
there is a general consensus of opinion that there 
should be a general limitation uf debate, and he 
practically admits that the Standmg <;>rders 
which we now have have been abused m the 
past. 

Mr. HARDACRE : I did not admit that. 
Mr. MAOARTNEY: The hon. gentleman 

must be taken to admit that if he admits there 
is a necessity for a time limit. It must be taken 
that he admits there has been some abuse in 
order to support the position which be takes up. 
I do not altogether agree with the Ses~ional 
Orders as they have been preoented to us by the 
Standing Orders Con1mittee, 

OPPOSITION MEMBERS : Hear, hear ! 
Mr. MAUARTNEY: I am very sorry that 

there io any nEcessity for them, as I would like 
to see full and unlimited discussion allowed in 
the House. 

OPPOSITION MEMBERs : Hear, hear ! 
Mr. MACARTNEY: But I came t? the same 

conclusion as the hon. gentleman who JUst spoke, 
that there muse be a time limit to stop the abuse 
from which we have suffered in this respect. 

Mr. HARDACRE: We are all agreed on that. 

Mr. MACARTNJ<JY: I quite reco;snise that 
there might be some administration of the Go
vernment that should be criticised, and that 
ten minutes would not be sufficient time in which 
to do it but in that case twenty minutes would 
not be' sufficient either to discuss it. I re
member one occasion, when I was a supporter 

of the Government, talking myself 
[10 p.m.] f,•r twn hours to elaborate a c,;se 

which I considered onght to have a 
clearing, and I did not think I luicl done it 
sufficiently. Since that time J have heard the 
hon. member for Clermont and other hon. mem
bers talk for more than an hour or an hour and a 
half; comequently I am inclined to think that if 
we had twenty minutes that would not meet the 
case on certain occasions. But if we make the 
limit twenty minutes we ohallmerely perpetuate 
the abu;;e which has given rise to this proposal. 
For that reason I am prepared to support the 
ten-minutes limit. I am sorry there is any neces
sity for it, but that necessity is admitted. 

Mr. HARDACRE : Why not make it half an 
hour? 

Mr. MACARTNEY: That is rather a strange 
position for the hon. member fnr Leichha~dt to 
take up. I was not pre,ent at the last meetmg of 
the St:.nding Orders Committee, but the hon. 
member with one or two other members on that 
side met the other members of the committee and 
fully and calmly discuese-J the whole of the 
8tandino- Orders anoi practically came to an 
agreeme~t. "fh~re was no diss:ntient report, 
and no rider to the Nport, and 1t seems to me 
very strange that the hnn. member shnuld now 
come down to this Chamber and suggest that there 
is an ulterior motive behind this proposal. I 
really wonder that the hon. member does 
not see the absurdity of the position which 
he has taken up in this matter. Whatever 
may be my personal opinion in regard to this 
proposal, there can be no get away from the fact 
that it is forced upon the House . by the. abt~ses 
which have taken place. Even m constdermg 
the proposed new rule 'Ye ~ave had amendme:'t 
after amendment, duphcatmg amendments. m 
some cases, though hon. members proposmg 
those amendments say there is no chance of 
carrying them. It has simply come to !his: th;'t 
those members of the House who dfsl!e to cl1s~ 
cuss the matter in a non-party spirit are pre
vented from doing so, by reas 'n of the fact that 
it has been made a party question on the other 
side a fact which is very much to be deprecated. 
If tlle other proposals in this Sessional Order are . 
worth considering-, let members give us an uppor
tuni~y of considering them. 

Mr. MULCAHY (Gympie): The hon. mem
ber who has just resumed his seat says he would 
like us to discuss this matter in a. non-party 
spirit. That such a statement is pure humbug 
may be taken for granted. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! 

. Mr. MULCAHY: The hon. member told us 
that we should discuss the matter in a non-party 
spirit and in the next breath said he was bound 
to vote the other way. His was a ye_s-no sor~ of 
speech. He poses before the pnbhc as bemg 
quite liberal, and--

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The 
hon. member has no ri~ht to in_1pute motives to 
any other member, and I ask h1m not to pursue 
that course. 

Mr. MULCAHY: 'What iR the use of the 
hon. member blowing hot and cold? He says 
he regrets the introduction of this proposal, ~~;nd 
then in the next breath says he has no opt10n 
but to do a certain thing. The other evening he 
said he wanted to liberalise the proposal, and 

Mr. Mulcalvy.] 
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felt inclined to move an amendment, and when 
a vote was taken on nu amendment liberalising 
the propos!tl, he disappeared. La'er on he came 
back, and said he was still liberal. 

Mr. MACARTNEY: That is just as true as your 
ordinary representations. 

Mr. MULCAHY: I think that the ten-minute 
limit is much too short. I well remember one 
occasion when, during a discussion on the 
Estimates, the hon. member talked about two 
hours in order to show that the present secretary 
of the Public Service Board was being used by 
the Premier--that he was very useful to the 
Premier. I am sure the hon. member could not 
in ten minutes get over all the ground he covered 
on that occasion, in pointing ont how the secre
tary of the Public Service Board had given 
certain information to the Hon. the Premier with 
regard to the Estimates, the financial posihon, 
and all that. Many hon. members now present 
recollect quite well the action of the hon. 
:nember at that time. \Ve recognise, too, that 
m this matter the Premier will not give way 
one inch. The hon. gentleman tells us that 
be is "not at all strong" on this matter. 
What is the use of saying that ? Why does 
he not tell us that he intends to put the Sessional 
Order through without giving us an opportunity 
of making an amendment in it? I have been a 
member of the House for many years. I was a 
member when the hon. member for Townsville 
was leading the Government, and I remember that 
in th_ose da_ys the Opposition always received some 
cons1derat10n. Bnt the bon. gentleman in charge 
of this Sessional Order has made np his mind that 
he is going to be a dictator. 'l'hat kind of thing 
is n~t going to he conducive to the passing of 
legislation through this HouBe. 

Mr. CoRSER : Anything we do on this side, 
you say you make us do. 

Mr. MULCAHY : I do not know that we 
ever made the hon. member who interjects do 
anything ·useful. .As far as I know, he has never 
done anything useful in the House yet. 

An HoNOURABLE MEmBER: He voted for the 
Port Alma Railway. 

Mr. MULCAHY: Yes; we know that on one 
occasion he was brought back from up the line 
somewhere at midnight to vote for the Port Alma 
Railway, which was a job. It is not fair to 
this side of the House for the Premier to take 
up the position that he will not concede any
thing. I again enter my protest against this 
procedure. It is no nse disguising the fact that 
the hon. gentlem~n has made np his mind. He 
says, "I am here; I am the Parliament of Queens
land; I am representing every constituency in 
O".eensland," and that is the position he intends 
oo maintain. He intends to give us what timE> he 
thinks sufficient for discussion, and be is to be the 
sole judge of what time is sufficient. I do not think 
the Sessi?nal Order be is now forcing through the 
House w1ll conduce to the passing of legislation. 
I think the Opposition would be more than 
justified in taking np a position of hostility to 
anything that he brings forward-at any rate, to 
such proposals as the Port Alma Railway, to the 
syndicate railways that are c<>ming later on, to 
land-grant ra1l ways, and to other things. There 
is something behind this proposal. There is a 
motive, and more than one motive, behind it. 
The hon. gentleman wishes to prerent reasonable 
criticism of the administration of the Govern
ment. He is here as a dictator; he has had a 
wonderful amonut of luck;· he has used every 
party he has been connected with, and he will 
nse the party with which he is now associated. 

Mr. PAYNE (Mitahell): If it had not been 
for the flimsy protest-the flimsy sayings of the 
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Treasurer-to try and make members believe 
that we were wa~ting time, I would not have 
risen at all. (Laughter.) The Treasurer went 
on to tell us that the Government was there to 
protect the rights of the people of Queensland. 

The TREASURER : So they are. 

Mr. P A YNE: Are the people of Queensland 
any different to t be people vf the other States ? 
Is this House different or in any way inferior 
to any of the other Houees of Parliament in the 
Commonwehlth? They try to make out than 
there is more obstruction in this House than 
there is in any other Parliament House in Aus
tralia. 

The PREMIER: Not more, but more foolish 
obstruction. 

Mr. P A YNE : The Treasurer said the Go
vernment were trying to protEct the rights of the 
people of Queenslanc! by bringing in these Ses
sional Orders to limit the length d speeches. I 
am in favour of a time limit of speEches. 

The PREMIER : What do you think would be a 
fair thing-two hours? 

Mr. P A YNE : I think twenty minutes is a 
reasonable and fair tbir·g. I honestly think that 
if we take into consideration that, apart from 
New Zealand, there is no time limit to sr eeches 
in any Parliament in the British Empire, one 
would think this is the most obstructive and 
most nnrnly House in the Commonwealth of 
Australia, and they are trying to get the busi
ness of the Government through in a way that no 
other Parliament in the C<•mmonwealth ha& 
adopted. For the life of me I cannot under
stand why this Government cannot get their· 
businese through this House the same as other 
Governments in the Commonwealth. I believe 
in a time limit of speeches; but what are we: 
getting in these proposals? 

The PREMIER : A time limit of speeches. 

Mr. P A YNE : I appeal to any fair-minded 
man in this Chamber or outside: Is this a fair 
thing~ 

The TREASURER : Yes. 
Mr. P A YNE : Is it a fair thing for a Go

vernment with a majority to try and cram this 
thing down the throats of Oppositinn members, 
who are representatives of the people and come 
into this Chamber on exactly the same footing· 
as the Premier? It appears to me to be a 
cowardly thing for a majority to cram these 
very stringeut Sessional Orders down our throat& 
in such a way. 

Mr. RYLAND : It is the act of a bully. 

Mr. P A YNE : I do not say that, but is it a 
wise thing~ I think the least the. Premier could 
have done was to take the New Zealand system 
in its entirety, and then he would have had the 
gag in addition, which they have not got inN ew 
Zealand. I think he would be perfectly right in 
using the gag if the Opposition insisted on 
moving amendments and obstructing the business 
of the House. In such a case I think any fair
minded person would say they had to do it to 
get the business through. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS : They say 
that now. 

Mr. PAYNE: Nothing of the sort. They 
have no right to say it. Hon. members have 
nothing to back up their arguments. Take the 
work of last session, or the work of the whole of 
the sessions for the last five years since I have· 
been here, and can any hon. member or the· 
Treasurer point out that there has been more· 
obstruction in this House than there has been in 
any other Parliament in the Commonwealth~ I 
say there has not been as much, and I say it is 
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not a fair thing to jamb this down the throats of 
the Opposition simply because they happen to be 
m opposition for the time being. I think twenty 
minutes is a fair thing. Under the pr<>posed Ses· 
s!onal Orders we are only allowed to speak three 
tunes on each question. That is exactly balf the 
time allowed in New Zealand. Members c,m 
speak forty minutes in the New Zealand Parlia
ment, and the Premi-r's propo>als limit us to 
twenty minute>. The Pr,•mier has told us, 
"These are not my proposals ; they are tbe pro
posals of the Standing Orders Committee." What 
has it to do with the Chamber if the whole com
mittee were unanim•.us? I listened to the 
arguments of ihe jnnior member for Brisbane 
North about the time taken up this session. 
vVhy, no Opposition with any grit in them at all, 
unless they were dead men, would sit silent and 
see their liberties taken away. I know the 
Premier fairly well, and I know thA action he 
would take if he were on this side of the House. 
I know the character of that hon. gentleman, 
and I know very well he would have obstructed 
tbis business Yery n,uch more than has been done 
by members on the Opposition side. Another 
point I would like to make is tbis: 'l'he time 
limit of speeches was passed in the New Zea
land Parliament by a Committee of the whole 
House. Why could not this Government pass 
these proposals in the same way ? I cannot for 
the life of me understand why they want to 
bring in such very drastic proposals. One would 
think that we were on the eve of a revolution, 
or that something was going to happen that 
the world has never seen before. ·As I pointed 
out previously, the motion to introduce the gag 
in New Zealand was defeated by 41 votes to 12, 
and the late Mr. Sed don voted with the majority. 
The action which has been taken up by hon. 
members opposite is 'nly exciting and agg-ra
vating the debate. The arguments used by 
members on the Treasury bench about members 
of the Oppo•ition wasting the time of the House 
last session is all nonsense. There is nothing in 
it, and it is not borne out by facts. "\V hat is the 
use of saying what is not true? What is the 
good of trying to mislead the people? I do not 
think any good will come of it. The least the 
Premier can do is to give due consideration to 
the rights and privileges of hon. members, even 
if they are sittin<r in opposition, and it seems to 
me there is nothing fair-minded about the pre
sent proposals. This is a matter that is not 
going to help the GoYernment at all. 

The PREMIER : Is that one of the reasons why 
you object to it? 

Mr. P A YNE : There is no common sense in 
this business at all. 

A GOVERNMENT MEMBER: That is a reflection 
upon the Labour party. (Laughter.) 

Mr. P A YNE: Ib is not going to help the 
Government in their business. 

The PREMIEI\ : Is that why you object to it? 

Mr. P A YNE: What has it got to do with me 
whether it is a good thing ''r a bad thing for 
the Government ? What concerns me is than 
I think it is a bad thing for the repre
sentatives of the people who are sent into 
this Chamber to look after the rights of the 
different districts. (Opposition Hear, hears!) I 
suppose the Government is not concerned a brass 
farthing as to whether it is going to burden us in 
the H<,use. My answer to the interjection is 
that I do not think it is going to get the busines'l 
through. I trust that the fair-minded mm on 
both sides of the House will consider the matter 
without any heat, and I feel certain that they 
will recognise that twenty minutes for the first 
speech is a reasonable thing, when we have also 

cut down the number of times when a member 
can speak to three, as compared with four in New 
Zealand. 

Mr. D. HUNTER ( Woolloongabba): I do not 
think anyone can say tnat one side of the House 
has <>nly fair men on it. Surely it is not con
tended that there are only fair men on one side ! 
We should di<cuss this question free from party 
bias. I am in the unfortunate position that if I 
veture to say anything against my friends on the 
other side it becnrnes almost a crime, as if I were 
insulting the Kaiser and were guilty of lese 
majesty. Anyone who dares to criticise the 
action of tbe I,abonr party is pot down as de
serving of every cast.ig,,tion pos,ible. Last ni:;:bt 
the bon. member for Gym pie went out of hi> way 
to attack my character and to nse the forms of 
the House in order to do it. Let the hon. gentle
man go outsideanclrep.nat the statement, and I will 
deal with him in the proper way. (Hear, hear !) 
That is the only thing I can eay to a member 
who is cowardly enough to use the form 1 of the 
House to attack any membet· in that manner. 

Mr. RYLAND : Wby all this heat? 

Mr. D. HUNTER: Th:1t is a 8ystem which 
the bon. member is very guilty of, and to-night 
he has adopted the same course by throwing 
imputations against the Government that they 
are anxioue, for some ulterior motive, to get 
these things through. He who excuses himself 
accuses himself, and the hon. gentlemen on the 
opposite side to-night have hen trying to excuse 
themselves for this waste of time, and they say, 
" If you had only adopted our course on Tuesday, 
the whole thing would have been through by 
half-past 10 o'clock." 

Mr. MANN (seated at the table): By inserting 
rea&onable amendments. 

The PREMIER: Not some of your own way, but 
all your own way. 

Mr. D. HUNTER: Hon. members on the 
other side are beginning to feel--

Mr. MANN again interjected from the table. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER : Order ! I 
pointed out earlier in the debate that interjec
tions are at all times dioorderly, and that tbey 
are especially disorderly when made from the 
table. 

Mr. MANN : Tbe Premier interjected to me, 
ami I was replying to him. (Laughter.) 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER : Order ! 

Mr. D. HUNTER : Hon. members on the 
other side are beginning to feel that the action 
they took one year in stonewalling and stop
ping all the business of the country was non 
endorsed by the people of the country, and they 
came back a very much subdued party. And I 
am confident that if thig stonewalling goes on, 
this waste of time will have the same effect on 
them as it had a year ago. What is this costing 
the country? What are we elected for ? We 
are elected to try and get on with th6 business 
of the country, and pass some of the Bills which 
the people want. We are paid .£284 every day, 
and what work are we doing for it ? 

Mr. ALLEN: We loaf six months in the year. 
Who is res~onsible for that? 

Mr. D. HUNTER: If hon. members opposite 
have no sense of decency for the country, I think 
it is time they were being taught a lesson. The 
Government have a great many measures coming 
on--

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order l (Oppo
sition Hear, hears !) The hon. member is not 
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arldressing him•elf t•J the question befor~ the 
House. He ie deH.ling with the general policy of 
the Government. 

Mr. D. HUNTER: I am going to connect my 
remarks by the fact that we are wa,sting time 
discmsing- this question of whether it •hall be 
ten or twenty nHnnte:::~, and the main argtur1ent 
which has been advanced has been that an the 
members when they are ;poalnng will be tripped 
up. Now, would they 'll<•t be tripped up if it 
was twenty minntrs? I am confident that.m~ny 
of the •peecheq would be cut short by the rmgmg 
of the bell or by the Speak er t· !ling them that 
thoy had taken np 1he time allowed; 'What is 
the whole syotem on the other s1de? They 
believed in immigration for a long time, but our 
sys:em was bad. 

Mr. BowMAN: Absolutely rotten-that i;~ your 
system of immigration. 

Mr. D. HUNTER: But you have changed 
yonr opinion. The attitucle they have taken up 
in wasting time will have a ve1 y IJaJ effect <~n 
the country, ~nd, if we do not get to bust!'ess, m 
the cour>'e of two or three months we wtl! bear 
them saying that there is no time to discuss B!lls. 
We h;we a great m my important measures before 
us. In the course of two or three months we 
will have a good many men out of work, •nd the 
measures will not perhaps be di-cussed as they 
ought to be, and yet we are fighting against 
limitations. The agitation of hon. n:em.be:·' ":ho 
are sitting on the other side 1s for the l~m1tat10n 
of the rights of the people-everythmg they 
support is limitation-and now they are not 
prepared to limit themselves to ten mmutes. 
\Vhen the question of increasing the p,,rlia
mentary Librarian's salary was before the House, 
member after member got up on that side of the 
House-like the members c,f a Salvation Army 
meoting-to give their testimony w~y .he. sh~uld 
get an increase of salary. Under tht~ hm1tatwn, 
the man who wants to speak will concentrate his 
efforts on one thing, and there will not b_e so 
much repetition as we have at the present t1me. 

Mr. NEVITT: I did not intend to Rpeak on 
this qnestion at all to-nigh•, but evidently con
science pricked members on the front_ Treasury 
bench t .. -night, because every one ut them ~t 
different times to-night have put up a fight m 
favour ,,f this reduction. 

The PHEMIER : It is not true. 

Mr. NEVITT: Y on may say it i< no! true, 
but that does not alter the fact. There IS only 
one member on the front Treasury bene':! who 
hns not sroken. (Government laughter.) The 
P1·emier said he did not feel very strongly on 
the matter, which showed t~at the times state.d 
in these Standing Orders are not a fa1r 
thing. It has been thrown across the Cham
ber tha.t we are not in favour of a fair limita
tion of speeche•, bnt we are. \Ve are in favour 
of fixing a limit instead of the present un
limited time. But I ask, when you have had 
unlimited time up to now, whether twenty 
minutes c~nnot be considered a fair limitation? 
I defy any man to say that twenty minutes 

would not be a fair limitation. The 
[10.30 p.m.] hon. member for Bri,bane North, 

Mr. Macartney, said he remembered 
the time he occupied two hours in making a 
speech, when in opposition, and he still had a 
good deal of ground to go over; yet he is going 
to favour a ten-minutes' limit ! I ask whether 
we have been treated in a reasonable manner 
during the past week on this question? The 
Treasurer says we have been deliberately wast
ing time. My answer is that our masters will 
tell us when we go before the country whether 
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we have been wasting time or no'. The hst time 
we weu t to tbe country we came back strouger 
than before, and next time we will come back 
eight or ten members stronger. 

The PREMIER : "Hope springs eternal in the 
human breast." 

Mr. NEVITT: Even if these Se•s'onal Orders 
go through, there will be an. <·pportunitJ.: _to 
v~:-nt.ilate ,some of the most s:enous rr1aladrrnn1s
trations in the different departments The hon. 
m ern ber for Leichhai dt referred to the length of 
time and the number of times a mEmber was 
allowed to speak under the New Ze11land Order; 
and the Pn·mier said it showed how it operated 
in New Zealal!d. But how does it operate in 
New Zealand? When the J'nmier tbere "as 
speaking on one ccca~ion-he was maki~g a very 
important statement-he had to apokg1se to the 
House and say be could not finis!>, owing to the 
Standing Ordef' cutting him ohort. .It operated 
against good gowrnu;ent. And tlie tnne allowed 
there is double what B proposed here. Another 
argument used by the Premier wa.s in ?onnection 
with the time we may occupy m discns,mg a 
Bill. Is that a fair analogy? As a rule the 
second reading of a Bill does not occupy more 
than one day'- sitting. If these .Ses;;ional Orders 
are adopted, they will be em.bodJed In the Stand
ing Orders for the next sesswn. . \Ve kn?w bow 
the Standin" Orders Committee 1s con,tltuteil
tbat there !;,.e eight n embers, ~ ve of whom are 
on the other >ide and three on tins side. Of those 
three two belong to this party, and they both 
took ~xception to these Ordus. 

The PREli!IEH : They permitted these Orders, 
as printed; to come to the House wichout pro
test. 

Mr. NE VITT: I admit that they did not 
brino- in a minority report, wbich they should 
have" done, but they distinctly state that t.hey 
were opposed to these Orders, and I certamly 
believe them before I believe the hon. gentle
man. The other one of the three sits on this 
side but votes with the other side on every gues
tion' propo'' d in conn<ction with these Sesawnal 
Orders. I think the least the Government can 
do, with any self-respect, is to agree to the 
amendment of the hon. member for Bowen. 

Question-That the word proposed to be 
omitted {llfr. Ferrioks's nmondment) stand part of 
the question-put; and the House divided:-

AYES, 27. 
Mr. Appel 

Barnes, W. H. 
Hooker 
Boucbard 
Brennan 

,, Bridges 
Corser 
Cottell 
Cribb 
Den ham 

, Forsyth 
, Grant 

Gunn 
Hawthorn 

Mr. Hodge 
, Hunter, D. 

Kids ton 
Lesina 

, Uacartuey 
, Mackintosh 
,, Paget 
,, Petr1e 
, Pbilp 

Ran kin 
Somerset 

,, Swayne 
Walker 

Teliers: Mr. Swayne and Mr. Walker. 

NoJ<:s, 20. 
Mr. Allen Mr. May 

Bowman " Mulcahy 
Collins Mnllan 
Ferricks " Nevitt 

,. Foley O'Sullivan 
Hamilton , Payne 
Hardacre , Ryan 

, ~~~~er, J. M. , ~~~~~~re 
Lennon , \l''"instanley 

Tellers: Mr. Ferricks and Mr. Nevitt. 
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PAIRS. 

Ayes -Mr. Wienholt, llr. G. P. Barnes, ~Ir. Robert", 
-:.\Jr. Thorn, )lr. Grayson, Mr. ·white, Jlr. :t'ol-rest, :Mr. 
;-Stodart, and .Mr. Tolrnie. 

Noes-::vrr. l\furphy, 1\fr. l\IcLachlan, Mr. Bhir, l!r. 
Coyne, Mr. Douglas, l1r. Barber, :llr. Bresliu, Mr. 
Jliaughan, and Mr. Crawford. 

Resolved in the affirmative. 

Mr. BOUCHARD: I beg to move the 
.adjournment of the debate. 

Question put and pa>sed. 

The PREMIER: I beg to mnve that the 
r.sumption of the deb~tte stand an Order uf the 
D.-y for Tmsday ne>.t. I have not u:temptHl to 
force this thing through, as I think it is much 
better that members should fully di cuos it 
without any compulsion, and because I think 
Dur fdends opposite are helring me to prove in a 
very conclusive way how very necessary it is that 
we should pass such a motion. I thmk it will 
be quite evident that, while for one day they 
were willing to make a protest against the limita
·tion of speeches, if they could have had their 
·Dwn way, yet, bec.mse they have n<,t got their 
.Dwn way, they have taken four dayF, a!'d I do 
not know that they may not take a fortmght yet, 
If it pleases them it p!eLtSCR me. I think we are 
<loing very well. 

Mr. BOWMAN : The hon. gentleman is try
ing to make this House and the country believe 
that he is not in any way concerned about the 
manner in which the Opposition are dealing 
with this question. I can tell him that we do 
not purpose asking him how we shall conducb 
-our busine's ou this &id e. 

OPPOSITION MEMBERS : Hear, hear ! 

Mr. BOWMAN: vV e made a fair proposition. 
As leader of the Opposition I went to him, and 
asked him to allow us to go into Committee, and 
the matter could then be fairly dealt with, and, 
I believe, much more efftctively. He refused to 
agree to the suggestion. Certain r"Basooable 
.amendments have been proposed. \Ye have not 
.asked for one unreasonable amendment yet. 
Except in one particular-that three-quarters of 
an hour should be allowed instead of half an 
bour-we ha' e only asked for what is contained 
:in the New Zealand Standing Order. 

The PREMIER : Two particulars. 

Mr. BO\VMAN: The Sessional Order ns in
-troduced by the hon. !l'entleman is much more 
Testrictive than the New Zealanrl Standing 
<Order. Whether he wishe8 to make the Govern
ment more desp0tic than the Government of any 
other State in Au-tralasia I do not know, but ho 
is cer•ainly doing it. \V e as an 0 ppo,ition are 
;going to take our own time in our attempt to 
secure a greater amount of freedom, not only 
for members on this "ide but for members 
generally, and we are not going to stand any 
.dictation, either. The hon. >'entleman cm do 
what he likes as leader of the Government; but 
I can promise him that he is not going to threaten 
us, nor induce us to take any other conree than 
the course we think is neces~arv for the conduct 
<Jf an Opposition. .. 

OPPOSITION MEMBERS : Hear, hear ! 
Question put and passed. 

The House adjourned at thirteen minute'! to 11 
-o'clock. 
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