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LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL.

TUESDAY, 22_ Avgusr, 1911.

The PresiDENT (Hon. Sir Arthur Morgan)
took the chair at half-past 3 o’clock.

QUEENSLAND NATIONAL BANK.
HALF-YEARLY REPORT.

The PRESIDENT announced the receipt
from the Auditor-General of a letter, dated
18th August, covering the fourteenth half-
yearly report, under the provisions of the

Queensland National Bank, Limited (Agree-
ment) Act of 1904.

Ordered to be printed.

AGENT-GENERAL’S REPORT ON S8AV-

INGS BANK SECURITIES IN LON-
DON.
CORRESPONDENCE BETWEEN PRESIDENT’S

OFFICE AND AGENT-GENERAL IN LONDON.

Hon. A. 1. BARLOW said: At the request
of the President, I beg to lay on the table
further correspondence relating to the Agent-
General’s report on the securities held in
London. I beg to move that the correspon-
dence ‘be printed.

Question put and passed.

PAPER.
The following paper, laid on the table, was

ordered to be printed :—Regulation under the
Navigation Act of 1876.

SUSPENSION OF STANDING ORDERS.

On the motion of Hon. A. H. BARLOW,
it was resolved—

‘“That so much of the Standing Rules and
Orders be suvpended as would otherwise pre-
clude the passing of Appropriation Bill No. 2
through all its stages in one day.”

METHODIST CHURCH BILL.
FIrST READING.

:On_the motion of Hon. A. 3. BARLOW,
this Bill was read a first time. The serond
reading was made an Order of the Day for
to-morrow.

POLICE JURISDICTION AND SUM-
_ MARY OFFENCLES BILL.
RESUMPTION OF COMMITTEE—CONSIDERATION
’ or PostroNeD Crauszks.

On clause 3—* Interpretation’’—
Definition of * Lottery.”
In the last paragraph, as follows:—

“The term does not include any lottery
which has obtained the sanction of the
Attorhey-General or Solicitor-General.”’

- How. A, J. THYNNE thought it would be
wise to make it clear that the Gaming Act did
not apply to building societies, and he there-
fore moved the addition of the words—

“nor any distribution by lot of the funds, pro-
perty, or benefits of any duly constitnted
bulidisg, Dbenefit, or frieadly scciety among«t
its members. ”

(Hun. 4..7. Thynue.
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Hox. A. G. 0. HAWTHORN suggested
that the words “ appropriation, division, or”
should be inserted before the word ¢ distribu-
tion.” * Distribution by lot” was an_entirely
new expression, the words in the Building
Societies Act and the Friendly Societies Act
being ¢ appropriation or division,” and it
would be safer to insert those words in the
amendment.

Hon, A. J. THYNNE asked leave to move
his amendment in the form suggested by the
hon. member.

Amendment agreed to in amended form.

In the “ QOceupter”  and
“ Owner”’—

Hon. A. H. BARLOW moved the insertion,
after the word ‘‘ property,” of the words—
“or any land held under any mining tenure.”

P

definitions of

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

On clause 17— Offences tending to per-
sonal injury”’—in paragraph (i), as fol-
lows :—

“ Leaves any hele, excavation, or dangerous
formation in, upon, or near auy public place
without {zncing or enclosing the same, or keep-
ing a light burning uposn such enclosure from
sunset to sunrise.”

Hox. A. J. THYNNE moved the insertion
at the beginning of the paragraph of the
words ““ Makes and.” The amendment would
render the man who made the hole responsible:
as well as the man who left it open.

Hon. M. JENSEN asked if it was not
preferable to leave the clause as it was. If
the amendment were agreed to, it would be
necessary for the prosecution to prove not
merely that a man left a dangerous excava-
tion open, but that he also made the hole.
The usual practice in connection with local
government work was for one special em-
ployee to go round every evening and put up
a red lamp wherever there was an excavation
or a heap of metal in a road or stroet. It
would be a defence on the part of the defen-
dant to say that he did not both make and
leave the hole.

Hon. E. J. Stevexns: Make it read ““ Makes

or leaves.” .
" Hon. A. G. C. HAWTHORN :aid that the
clause did not apply only to local authorities.
Other people might make holes that were
dangercus.

Hox. M. JENSEN: That was so, but there
was not the slightest danger of any injustice
being done by the clause as it stood.

Hon. A. J. THYNNE said it would make
the person responsible who was responsible.
Amendment agreed te.

Clause, as amended, put and passed.
On clause 26— Pilfering ship’s
cargoes, ete.”’— .
Ho~x. A. J. THYNNE moved that the
word ““ vessel’”” be inserted after the word
“any” on line 15, page 18. The clause as
drafted seemed to give people who broached
cargo on hoard ship an opportunity -to
escape punichment. The broaching of cargo
on board ship was a very serious matter,
and if the word ‘‘vessel” were inserted it
would give an opportunity of prosscuting a
man if he was guilty of that offence.

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

stores,
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Honw. A. J. THYNNE said it was neces-
sary to insert the word 4 such” before the
word ‘“person” in clause 27, subclause ().
The clause at present read:— Every person
shall be denmed’ etc. It was necessary to
make it “ Hvery such person® as it would
lead to the identity of the person.

Hox. A. H. BARLOW said clause 27 was
passed, bui he would have no objection to
recommit it.

Clause 28— Order for delivery to the
owner of goods unlawfully detained ’—

Hon. M. JENSEN moved the omission of
the words ‘“due mnotice of the claim’ on
line 8, with the view of inserting the word
“demand.” The clause was copied from the
existing Act and required a personal de-
mand ; then the complainant had to write to
the defendant inlorming him that he in-
tended to demand the goods. His object
was to make that unnecessary, and make the
ggocedure similay to that prescribed in clause

‘Amendment agreed to.
Clause, as amendod, put and passed.

On clause 38— Cinematographic picture
shows ”—

Hox. A. J. THYNNE: The Commissioner
of Police had suggested the omission of the
words ‘“*above the rank of sergeant’ in line
15, with the view of inserting the words
-‘“authorised by the Commissioner,”” so that
the clause would read—

.“{hly police officer zuthorised by the Com-
missioner may at any time enter an¥ premises
in which any show or display of cinemato-
graphic pictures or moving pictures is being
conqucted io¢ ga’n or reward.” -

He therefore moved that amendment.

Hon. A. H, Barrow: That is a valuable
amendment.

Hon. A. G. C. HAWTHORN suggested
that the words “or police magistrate” be
inserted after the word * Commissioner.”
It was quite conceivable that there would be
cases in remote parts of the State when it
might be difficult to communicate with the
Commissioner, and the police magistrate in
the district might be more easily communi-
cated with, and a reply got from him which
would be quite as satisfactory ag sending to
the Commissioner. Interference might be
required suddenly, and, if his suggestion wera
adopted, it would save delay.

Hon. A. J. THYNNE said it was not a
good plan to put a police magistrate in a
position to initiate proceedings, and*then to
subsequently adjudicate on the matter. The
facilities for communicating with the Com-
missioner of Police or an inspector of police
were very great, and it would be better, in
the long run. for the Police Force to have
their proper head and to bhe kept clear from
judicial officers as much as possible.

Amendment agreed to.

Clause, as amended, put and pasced

On clause 54, subclause (3)—¢ Racing clubs
must obtain permit ’—

~ How. A. J. THYNNE moved ths omission
of the words ‘““a police magistrate residing
at or near the town or place in which the
club is established,” in lines 22, 23, and 24,
with the view of inserting ‘“the Commis-
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sioner.”  That was another amendment
suggested by the Commissicner for Police.

Hon. A. H. BARLOW said that he had
no objection to the proposed amendment.

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

On clause 83— Ill-treatment and neglect
of children ’—

How. A. J. THYNNE moved the insertion
of a new subclause after line 7, as follows :—

“ (3.) Any person who calises or procires
any child to be in any road or in any licensed
premises, other than premiscs livensed accord-
ing to law for public entertainments, for the
purpose of singing, playing, or performing for
profit, or off¢ring snything for sale, betwéen
six o’clock in the evening and six o'cleck in
the morning, shall be liable to a penalty of
twenty-ilve pounds or to imprisonment for six
monthks.”

It was a good thing to prevent the employ-
ment of children at a late hour of the night.

Hon. A. H. BARLOW said a similar pro-
vision was included in the State Children
Bill, but there could be no objection to the
amendment being inserted in that Bill.

Hon. A, J. TuynnEe: It will make sure of it.

Hox. W. F. TAYLOR pointed out that the
amendment read “any child,” while, accord-
ing to the interpretation clause, a ‘‘child”
was any boy under fifteen years of age, and
any girl under sevenieen years of age. It
would be rather rough on boys to stop them
selling newspapers after 6 o’clock p.m.
the age of the child was stated, he would be
prepared to support the amendment.

Hon. A. H. Barrow: It might ke better
to say ‘“any female child.”

Hon. A. G. C. HAWTHORN said the
difficulty might be met by providing that
the amendment would not apply to boy
vendors of papers.

fion. A. J. THYNNE moved the insertion
of the word “‘female” before the word

“ghild.” That would exclude
[4 pm.] from the operation of the amend-
ment any girl under the age of

seventeen years.

Hon. A. H. BarLow: That is a very proper
amendment. ;
Amendment agreed to. .

Clause, as amended, put and passed.

On clause 88— Supplying tobacco to
youths under sixteen; smoking by youths
under sixteen prohibited ’—on which Hon.
. J. Stoevens had moved the omission of
the words—

“in any road, public place, or place of publie
ressrt, or in any public eonveyvance —

Hox. E. J. STEVENS said that it was a
common thing to see boys under sixteen
years of age smoking, and it could nob be
argued that it was not injurious to their
health. In the earlier part of the clause the
sale of tobacco to any person under the
are of sixteen years rendered the seller
liable to a penalty of £10. It was generally
ennsidored that the receiver wes as bad as
the thicf, and in this case, if it was wrong
for a person to sell tobacco to a young
person, it was wrong for the young person
to buv it. He need hardly point out the

Hon:E. J. Stevens.]
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bad effect of tobacco on youngsters. Any-  were responsible. Fveryone would admif
one standing in Queen street between 1 and  that smoking was very injurious to tne

2 o’clock could not help being struck with
the poor physique of a large number of
their lads, and many of them were to
be seen smoking cigarettes. He thought the
medical profession would bear him out when
he said there was hardly anything so con-
ducive to interfering with the growth of
young people as the use of tobacco. In his
opinion it was worse than drink. Drinking
was not common amongst youngsters, but
smoking was very common, and it pro-
duced a thirst which led them to get some-
thing to drink. It might be said that it
.would be an unpleasant thing to have young-
sters brought up in court, but there would
be very few cases. After one or two of the
most determined offenders had been dealt
with, he thought there would be very little
trouble from the others, and they would
give up smoking unless in some secret corner
where they were not likely to be discovered.
Offenders could be dealt with in a children’s
court, thereby avoiding publicity.

Hon. A. H. BARLOW quite agreed with
the hon. member that smoking was very bad
for young people, but he was afraid the
amendment would lead to all sorts of decep-
tion. It was creating a new offence. Boys
would go into all sorts of places to smoke,
and the amendment would lead to hypocrisy.

Honx. M. JENSEN hoped the amendment
would be accepted. It was true that children
could not be prevented from smoking in all
cases, but it was something if they could
be prevented in many cases. They impliedly
said by the clause asitstood that it wasright
for a boy to sit at a window in his own
house and scoff at the police, whilst it was
wrong for him to smoke in a public place.
With reference to what the Hon. Mr.
Barlow said about deception, the same held
good with regard to the penal code gener-
ally and to many clauses in the Bill. There
would be deception in a minority of cases.
The amendment would tend to preserve the
health of boys, who did not know the harm
they were doing themselves.

Hon. A. A, DAVEY agreed with the Hon.
Mr. Barlow that the amendment was carry-
ing things a bit too far. It was creating a
new offence, which was a very serious matter
indeed. While admitting the evils that
arose from children smoking, they should
not forget that the amendment would make
them criminals in the sight of the law.
Such amendments as this tended to uproot
the foundations of Anglo-Saxon civilisation.
The idea in British communities in the past
had been that, as far as possible, the liberty
of the subject should not be interfered with,
and that was a very proper idea. He was
not applying that to. the present case
specially, but it seemed to him that there
was a tendency in many of the clauses in
the Bill to interfere with the liberty which
belonged to every man. It was the duty of
parents to see that their boys conducted
themselves properly.

Hon. B. B. MoreroN: They smoke when
their parents cannot see them,

Hon. A. A, DAVEY: Neither would the
police see them, because they would skulk
in some shed and smoke there. If there was
to be any punishment for the offence, the
parents should be fined, as it was they who”

[Ton. E. J. Stevens.

health of boys, but they were undertaking a
big contract. He protested against this
wholesale interference with the fundamental
principles underlying manhood in civilised
communities.

Hoxn. 'A. NORTON was afraid that there
was very little manhood in a good many
boys. Boys who smoked wanted checking.
He would not call it a crime, however, but
an offence.

Hon. A. A. Davey: Taking them to the
police court?

. Hon. A, NORTON: Thelr fathers ought
to give them a good thrashing. When he
was a boy fathers used to do that. Example
was better than precept, and, if the fathers
would give up smoking themselves, they
would perhaps have no fault to find with
their bows. It was useless saying it was an
interference with a man’s rights to check
boys in the outrageous things they sometimes
did. They would see little boys going along
the streets puffing their smoke into ladies’
faces, as men did.

Hon. A. G. C. HawrHORN: The clause as
it stands deals with boys smoking in streete.

Hon. A. NORTON: He would certainly
vote for the amendment. At the same time
he felt that parents sometimes set their boys
a bad example. As to calling it an interfer-
ence with the rights of manhood, he won-
dered what happened to a boy at school”
when he was detected in such a thing. He
thought his manhood was interfered with
then in a particuiar spot. It used to be, but
he did not know what happened now. Any
amendment that would have the effect of
reducing what was becoming an almost
universal practice among boys was deserving
of support.

Hon. A. J. THYNNE was a confirmed
smoker, and he took every opportunity of

enjoying a smoke when he got it. He would
like to hear what some of their medical
friends had to say on the subject. He rather

thought that tobacco smoking gave many
people a certain immunity from infectious
diseases that affected many people who did
not smoke, such as influenza. The Hon. Dr.
Marks shook his head. He did not know if
the hon. member could speak from experi-
ence, but he thought there was a good deal
to be said in favour of the theory. The use
of tobacco was a matter of personal habit.

Hon. W. F. Tavror: A very bad habit.

Hon. A. J. THYNNE: It might be a bad
habit, but it might also be that the members
of the medical profession had yet a lot to
learn about it. It might be that there was
some need in the human constitution under
existing conditions which required some-
thing in the nature of tobacco to protect
health. He did not know that it would be
wise to pass such an amendment. He did
not know that it was even wise to pass the
clause as it stood, but he did not feel in-
clined to go any further in the matter.

Hon. A. G. C. HAWTHORN said the sub-
clause read—

“HEvery person under the age of sixteen
years who, in any road, public place, or place
of public resort, or in any public conveyance,
uses or smokes tobacco in any form or smokes
a cigar or cigarette, or any part thereof, shail
be liable for the first offence to a penaliy of
five shillings, and for the second or any subse-~
quent offence to a penalty of ten shillings.”
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That went far enough, and anything further
would be rather exceeding what was neces-
sary at the present time. They could see how
that worked in the course of a year or two,
and, if it had no effect cn the smoking of
cigareties and tobacco by children, it could
casily be remedied.

Hox. C. 8. McGHIE was of opinion that
the clause even went too far, but he did not
'object to it as it would help to keep the lads
in check. He would like to ask those hon.
members who smoked, if any of them had
smoked before they were sixteen years of age.
Like the Hon. Mr. Thynne, he was a con-
firmed smoker, and he smoked long before he
was sixteen years of age, and he did not
think it had affected his constitution very
much. The idea of a good many people now
was that they were getting worse—that their
habits were getting worse, but he did not
think the lads now were nearly such bad boys
as they were when he was young. He was
very certain that his own boys were not as
bad as he was. It was all right to prevent
boys smoking in public places, but it was
absurd to say they should not allow the boys
to smoke at all. Like many other hon. mem-
bers, he thought a great many of the clauses
in the Bill interfered very much with the
liberty of the subject.

Hox. B. FAHEY said the Committee was
under an obligation to the Hon. Mr. Stevens
for an amendment which had originated the
most interesting discussion they had had
on that Bill so far. One hon. member had
risen to sublime heights in opposing it; but
if they did not provide for those matters,
where would human nature lead them? Why
did they build gaols. hospitals, and bene-
volent asylums?  Because of the weakness
of human nature and their liability to err.
It had been stated that they were interfering
with the liberty of the youths, and that
ander the Bill they would make criminals
of them. They were simply to be punished
for a simple offence against society, not for
a crime. They would never be able to
agree as to whether the use of tobacco was
good or injurious to human beings. All
hon. gentlemen had to guide them was
their own personal experience. He remem-
bered at ome time belonging to a debat-
ing society, and he was called upon to take
the negative in a debate as to whether the use
of tobacco was good for man or not. He had
read as much as he could on the subject in
the books in the local school of arts library,
and he found that the opinion of medical
men in the years 1665 and 1666 was that the
use of tobacco tended to minimise and
render people immune from the effects of
the plague that then decimated London. They
could not account for it very well, as they
knew nothing in those days of microbic life,
but that was the general opinion of the medi-
<al men of that day. He was not condemning
the use of tobacco, but it had come under his
own personal knowledge, and he had also
read it in his researches, that the use of
tobacco by youths before they arrived at the
age of maturity was one of the most injuri-
ous and pernicious habits that they were
allowed to indulge in. It prevented the
maturing of the muscles and bone, and in
fact the whole human structure, and it also
tended to create a thirst that led boys into
bad company and into drinking beer. It led
from beer to other vicious things, and the
niind was weakened and they lost full control
of themselves. After the boys had arrived at

{22 Avgusr.]
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the age of maturity, if they thought it desirable
to smoke cigarettes or cigars, let them by all
means do it, but it was their duty to prevent
youths indulging in any habit that was injuri-
ous to their system and injurious to our race,
and for that rcason he should certainly sup-
port the amendment, and he hoped the Com-
mittee, in its wisdom, would agree to it.

Hon. P. MURPHY would like to ask why
boys smoked at all? . He thought they did 1t
because they saw older people smoking in
public and they liked to emulate their elders.
If they prevented boys smoking in public
they would be going quite far enough, and
there would be very little smoking in private
when there was noboedy to look on. It would
pretty well lose all its charms to the boys if
they could not smoke in public, and, notwith-
standing what the Hon. Mr. Fahey had said,
he (Mr. Murphy) was of the opinion that once
a policeman put his hand on a child, to some
extent, that child was branded as a criminal. -
He was inclined to think that the clause went
quite far enough at present. If it was found
ineffective in a year or two, it could be
amended. Hc was only twelve years of age
when he first took to the use of tobacco, and
he had used it,ever since, and he did not
think it had had any injurious effect on him.
At the same time, it was a good thing to
prevent young people from smoking in public
if they could, but if they went further than
that then they would be interfering with the
liberty of the subject. He was in favour of
the clause as introduced.

HoN. W. P. TAYLOR: It had been stated
that the amendment would create an offence.
As a matter of fact, the clause itself created
a new offence. It provided—

“(2.) Every person under the ag: of six-
teen years who, in any road, public place, ur
place of public resort, or in zay public von-
veyance, uses or smokes tohacco in any form
or smokes a cigar or cigarette, or any part
thereof, shall be liable for the first offence to
a penalty of five shillings, and for the second or
any subsequent offence to a penalty of ten
shillings.”

) Hon. A. J. Tuynvk: That is already the
aw.

Hon. W. F. TAYLOR: The amendment
only extended the clause so as to prevent
smoking altogether by boys under sixteen
years of age. Some persons thought it was not
a good thing to do that because it interfered
with the liberty of the youth, and tended to
brand him as a criminal. That was the risk
that might be run when they took into con-
sideration the good that would be done if
they could restrict in any way the use of
tobacco amongst their boys and girls—because
girls were taking to it, too. Tobacco was a
poison, and a very strong poison. Nicotine
was one of the strongest poisons known, and
the system had to become acquainted with the
poison before a person could indulge in smok-
ing. That ought to satisfy hon. members that
tobacco was foreign to the human constitu-
tion. It was not conducive to good. Tobacco
brought in its train many diseases, among
which were hemorrhage of the lungs, and a
tendency to blindness. In young children
under sixteen years of age, the nervous sys-
tem was very tender and very susceptible to
any poison, and the use of tobacco might lay
the foundation of a disease which would lead
to disastrous results. In young children an
infinitesimal quantity of lead introduced into
the system had dire results, causing paralysis
and blindness, showing the extreme sensitive-
ness of the nervous system in young people.

Hon. W.F. Tuylor.|
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8o from that view, if from no other, they
should be disposed to prevent, where pos-
sible, the use of tobacco by children. It was
a very wisec amendment, and he would cer-
tainly vote for it. He had had many cases
t> treat as the result of the use of tobacco,
and when he told the patients they would
have to stop smoking they stated they could
rot give up smoking, but he had told them
they had to choose between blindness and
. tobacco, and that if they did not give up
tobacco it was no use whatever coming to
him. Although some hon. members appeared
to think smoking was very harmless, and they
had escaped some of the effects of the
poison, still they might possibly suffer in
some other way. He did not intend to give
a medical dissertation on the effects of the
use of tobacco, but he had said enough to
show that there was roally some danger in
smoking tobacco.

Hon. A. A, DAVEY: Ho wanted to put
himsolf right with the Committee. He did
not wish hon. msmbers to think that he
considered smoking was a good thing cither

for young or for old pecple.

[4.30p.m.] When he said that there were
) many clauses il the Bill that
struck at the foundation of liberty. ne was
not  speaking particularly of smoking in
puhiic or anywhere else. The dyinking of
coffee and tea was said to Le injurious, and
50 were many other things: but there wero
iots of things far worse than smoking, or
than drinking tea o+ coffer. If children worn
untruthful, unfaithful. or solfish, those were
things that were likely in +imo to have a
serious result on their lives. The objection
he had to the amendment was that it woald
make a criminal : ° a child. He would like
to wipe ont ine whole c'ause. because the
multiplication of offences of that kind was
not a good thing. Tt was a serious thing for
a boy to be arrested and iaken before a
magistrate for such a thing as that. and the
cffect on bim was likely to be more injurious
than smoking. Tt was ssid by manv peomile

that smoking eloud~d the iniollect and im."

paired the phvsical health. hut he wauld
remind hon. members that. Thomas Carlyle,
one of the cearest intellects thov had anv
knowledge of, was an inveterate smolker.
The late Rev. (. H. Sourgeon was an in.
veterate smokor, yet his induaence wos world-
wide—as wide as the; o any Christian
preacher of 1he present dav. Tha late pont
laureate, Alfre . Tonnveor v as also sn n.
veterate smoker. and his “tellect did mot
seem to hava beon clonded.  He thouahs
they were taking too mnch nnon themunlyng
in dictating to others how they should con-
duct themselves, what thev should cat and
drink, and when und how thaw shou!4 pat
and drink. 8o long as an individual did not
injure others. it anpear~d fo him that sarh
legislation was unnecessarv.

Hon. A. H. PARNELIL intended to sup-
port the amendmont. Tt wns their dury tn
legislate in the infteresis of young eanle
nnder sixteen vears of age. He did not
think that anv nolies offieer was goina to
arrest a child.  His exnerisnce vwa :’fhatn *he
genorn ]y verv leninnt

nnlice
children. and eave thom enod advies.
the vouns peonle often followed. Tt
very good amendment.

Hon. B. FAHEY hoped that the Hon. Dr.
Marks would give them the benefit of his pro-
fessional experience. No human law had yet

[Hon. W.F.Taylor,

worn

[COUNCIL.]

Summary Offences Bill.

been devised which would eradicate vice, but
they could minimise it. If he had been op-
posed to the amendment before the Hon, Dr.
Taylor spoke, he would certainly have been
a convert to the hon. member’s views, Whlch’
were apparently the result of his professional
experience.

Hon. E. J. STEVENS: According io
what had fallen from the Hon. Mr. Davey,
anything in the nature of a breach of tne
law committed by a lad made himacriminal.
They could carry that argument to any
length, and say that, because a lad might be
branded as a criminal, he should be allowed
to break all the laws in the universzs. e
could not see any logic in that at all.

Hon., A. A. Davey: You are cieating a
new cffence.

Hon, K. J. STEVENS: It was oniy
partially a new offence. The Hon, Mr. Haw-
thorn had stated that the clausc as it stood
in the Bill had substantially been the law
for some years, and vet it had done no good.
The amendment was the only new nart
They all admitted that the Hon. Mr.
Murphy was a very fine and very healtany
looking man, and apparently a v active
man, and in full pessession of his uities ;
but if the hon, memher had not heen a con-
firmed smoker he might have been an even
finer man, so that his argument did nct
prove much. (Laughter.) In some of the
American States they had arrived at the
conviction that smoking, cspecially cigarette
smoking, was a serious menace to the raee,
and they had absolute’y prohibited the use
of cigarcttes. If they submitted the matter
to the people of Qucensland, he was conli-
dent that an enormous majority would he
in favour of the amendmenf. He was vers
glad it was receiving the sunport of hon.
members, but if he had not heen susvortad
by one hon. memher he would have divided
the Committee on it.

Question—That the words proposes] to bé
omitted (Mr. Stevens’s amendment) stand part
of the clause—put; and the Committee
divided :—

CoNTEXTS, 10.
Hon. A. H. Barlow Hon. A. G. C. Hawthorn

s W. V. Brown . C. 8. McGhie

» A, A.Davey ., P. Murphy

. H. L. Groom ,»  R. H. Smith

,»  T.M. Hall ., A.J. Thynne
Teller: Hon, A, G. C. Hawthors.

NoT-CoNTENTS, .
Fon. F. T'. Brentnall Hon. C. ™

.. A.J. Carter \

., J. Cowlishaw ,, AL Norton

,,» B. Fahey ,, A.H. Parnelj
., A.Gibson ,, H.J.Stevens
,» M. Jensen ., W.F. Taylor

Teller: Hon. M. Jensen.
Resolved in the negative.
Amendment agreed to.
Clauss, as amended put and passed.
On clause 97— Penalty ’—
Hon. M, JENSEN moved the ad:dition of
the following amendment to subelause {¢) :—

“ When any such cffender is the owner of
the arimal, the court may, in addition tn or in
substitutinn for anv penalty 2 which =an
offender is liable under this part, nrder such
animal to be forfeited to His Majesty.””

In a recent case a lady complained of tha
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cruelty of some shire council labourers inflicted
upon their horse, and afterwards, in her
prosence, they threatened what they would
do to the horse. It was possible that they
used those threats simply with the object of
insulting the lady, but it was just as likely
that they intended to take revenge on the
horse, as he was told that such scoundrels
did take revenge on the unfortunate animuls
afterwards. The amendment only proposed
that forfeiture should take place when the
offender was the owner of the animal, and,
as the power was discretionary on the part
of the magisirate, it did not follow that he
would exercise it in the majority of caswes,
while he might not exercise it at all. He
asked hon. members to ept the amend-
ment on the ground that it might do -ouie
good. It certainly could not do any harm.
because the magistrate was not bound to
put it in force.

Hox. A. Hl. BARLOW thought the amend-
ment was going teo far. Therc was no more
contemptibie wretch on the face of the earth
than the man who ill-treated a dumb animal,
but he would Hke to get at him through his
hide. It was going too far to forieit a
valunble animal.

Amendment put ansd negatived.
Clause passed as printed.
On clause 152—‘ Mode of sale ’—

_How, E. J. STEVENS moved the inser-
tion of the following provision at the end of
the clause :—

‘“ Provided the pawnbroker only «hall have
the right to protect himself by placing a re-
serve on the article to be sold to the amount
lent and aucticneer’s and advertising expenses,
with an addition of ten pounds per centum on
he money lent.

“1If an article is withdrawn from sale, any
person present may require the auctioneer to
state the amount of the reserve, and upsn
tender of the amount theresf such person shall
become the purchaser of the article.

“1t is further provided that when an article
has been cffered by auction three times, aund
not sold, it may be dizposed of by privaie sale.”

If an article was put up for sale and the
reserve was 51, and the hidding only
reached 15s., then it would be withdrawn
from sale unless some person present de-
manded to be told the amocunt due on it,
including the auctioneer’s and advertising
expenses, plus 10 per cent., when, having
ascertained that amount, h: could parchase
at that sum.

Hon. P. MURPHY quite agreed with the
amendment, but would like to draw attention
to the method of calculating the advertising
expenses. They were to be estimated.
There might be one article in a thousand
advertised, and what was the expense of ad-
vertising that one article? It should be borne
in mind that it was optional with the pawn-
broker. In the case of an article on which
he had lent a very small sum he might in-
crease the advertising expenses to an abnor-
mal extent with the object of getting that
article at his own price. As far as the
auctioneer’s expenses were concerned, it was
very easy to estimate them. He did not
think the advertising expenses should be in-
cluded, because the cost of advertising would
be infinitesimal. .

How. M. JENSEN: There would not he
‘the slightest difficulty in ascertaining the cost

[22 AveusT.]
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of advertising. As a rule there were two or
three hundred articles advertised at the same
ime, and the whole advertisement might
come to $£2, and if the pawnbroker put 6d.
on each article, it would be the maximum 1n
any case.

Amendment agreed to.

Clause, as amended, put and passed.

On clause 188—* Registration of motor
vehicles 7’—

How. A. NORTON said he was under a
misapprehension.  His amendment referred
to the licensing of drivers, which was dcalt
with in the next clause. As regards the re-
eistration of motors, he thought the registra-
tion should be for one year, an’d s.hould
apply all over the State. ‘A driver’s license
should also apply all over the State.

Hoxn. A. H. BARLOW: He was willing to
recommit clause 189 to allow the hon. mem-
ber to move an amendment.

Clause put and passed.

On clause 200—‘ Application to servants of
the Crown ’—

Hox. A. H. BARLOW said
move an amendment.

Hox. A. J. THYNNE :aid
omit the clause altogether. )

Hox. A. H. BARLOW: The Commissioner
of Police and the Home Office were stron1gly
in favour of the retention of the clf&use, but
they wished to amend it by adding the words
<< with the exception of members of the Police
Force while on duty.” He moved the addi-
tion of those words. Of course if the an.
Mr., Thynne succeeded in negativing the
clause, there would be no harm done.

Hon. A. J. Tuynye: I am quite satisfied
with the addition of the words you mention.

Amendment agreed to.

Clause, as amended, pub and pasied.

On oclause 209 (2)—Police may inspect
saleyards, ete.”’— o )

Hoxn. M. JENSEN moved the omission of
the words *“saleyard or” on line 15. As the
clause was drawn it only allowed a police
officer to enter places where animals were
kept for sale. It was just as necessary ﬁhat
they should have power to enter ommnibus
stables. Within the past few weeks there was
a prosecution of an omni]ous proprietor, an
in the course of the evidence the prosecu-
ton stated the proprietor objected to Lphe
inspector for the Society for the Provention
of Cruelty entering the premises, and that
he had no right to enter. If it was right
for a police officer to entcr a caleyard, it was
equally right that he should have power to

he wished to

he wished to

: o 1 a3 - v ar
entar the premises of a cab proprietcr 0¥ an

omnibus proprietor. Why have any restric-
tion? .

Hon. A. H. BARLOW was not In favour
of tha amendment, as it would amountr to a
coneral search warrant in favour ob the
police. With all respect to the Hon. Mr.
Jensen, he (Mr. Barlow) thought the amend-
ment was a little too strong. However, he
would leave it to the Committee to deride.

Hon., M. JENSEN: It would b noticed
that he did not give power to polic: officers

L g

fo enter any place. but only places where
animals were usually kept. )
TIon. A. H. Barwow: A sort of roving

commission.

Hon. M. Jensen. |
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Hon. M. JENSEN: The clause was most

defective as it stood, because it would not allow

the police to enter omnibus stables.

[5 p.m.] If hon. members would look at

the omnibus horses that camc

along George street they would ses the neces-
sity for inspscting the stables.

Howv. A, J. THYNNE: The amendment
would enable the police to go anywhere
where a cat or a dog was kept. So far as
cabmen and omnibus proprietors were con-
cerned, there was no necessity to visit
their stables, as their horses could be seen
in the streets. There might be isolated in-
stances of neglect, but he did not think it
would be wise even in those cases to take
the course suggested. The horses’ condition
would show the way in which they werc
treated. The amendment would subject all the
omnibus stables and omnibus proprietors in
Queensland {o police inspection, and every
place where there was a cow or a cat or a dog
kept would also be liable to police inspection,
and it would furnish a constable with a
splendid excuse for going upon private pre-
mises at any moment.

Hon. M. JenseN: Tt would be a peculiar
constable who went to inspect a cat.

Amendment put and negatived.
Clause passed as printed.

On clause 222—‘ Commissioner may appoint
special constables ”—

Hox. A. J, THYNNE: This was another
clause in which the Comumissioner of Police
had suggested an amendment. He moved
the omission of the following words at the
end of the clause:—

“ Notice of the fact of every such appoint-
ment and =uspension or determination of
service shall be forthwith sent by the Commis-
sioner to the Minister.”

There was no necessity to put a matter like
that in an Act of Parliament.

How. A. H. BARLOW : The Home Office
was against the amendment. They said that
the words should remain because expendi-
ture was involved, and the Minister should
know what was going on.

Hox. A.-J. THYNNE: The Commissioner
had referred to that aspect of the question.
Notice would be sent to the Minister as a
matter of course, because of the expenditure,
but to make a statutory thing of it was
going a little too far.

Amendment agreed to.

Clause, as amended, put and passed.

Clause 226—° Discontinuance of services’—
was passed with a similar amendment pro-
posed by Hon. A. J. THYNNE.

On Hon. A. J. THYNNE proposing to offer
an amendment on clause 229—¢ Duration of
license” —

Hon. A. H. BARLOW said that the clause
had been passed already, but he would have it
recommitted to enable the hon. gentleman
to propose his amendment.

On clause 245—* General vrovisions as to
regulations”—

Hon. A. J. THYNNE moved the omission
of the following paragraph :—

‘At least fourteen days before such regula-
tions are published in the Gazette, a notice
shall be published in such newspaper as the
Minister directs, stating—

“(a) The general subject-matter of such
regulations; and

[Hon. M. Jensen.

[COUNCIL.)
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“ (b)Y That a copy of such regulations is
deposited at some public office or
offices to be specified, and may there
be inspected by all persons con-
cerned ; -

and the same may be so inspected accordingly.”

It was necessary that there should be no un-
necessary delay in bringing regulations into
force, and there was no reason why there
should be any difference between those regu-
lations and ordinary regulations.

Amendment agreed to.

Hox. E. J. STEVENS moved the omission
of the following paragraph:—

““The regulations may empower the; Com-~
missioner, or any police officer authorised by
him fsr that purpose, to revoke or suspend any
licenwve, registration, or permit issued under
this Act for any breach cof this Act by the
holder thereof, after due inquiry by the Com-
missioner or such officer and hearing the de-
fendant or his counse] or solicitor. But any
such revceaticn of a license, registration, or
permit shall be subject to the prescribed right
of appeal.”

with the view of inserting the following:—

*“Any person committing a breach of. the
regulations shall be proceeded against in a
court of petty sessions before a police magis-
trate: Provided that, on the recommendation
of the police magistrate, the Commissioner of
Police shall have power to revoke or suspend
any license, registration, or permit issued under
this Act, or-refuse to renew any license to the
applicant.”

The clause provided -that there should be an
appeal, and many of the people who were con-
cerned in those matters would sooner forfeif
their right of appeal than go into court again
after a _police officer had decided against
them. He had a most profound belief in
the present Commissioner of Police. He
was a splendid officer, whom it would be very
hard to replace, and the police of Queensland
would compare very favourably with any
body of police in Australia. Still there was a
feeling amongst certain persons that there
would be perhaps an unconscious bias on the
part of one polics officer in favour of anothey.
To do away with that feeling and make it
perfectly certain that there would be  fair-
play in those cases, it would be better to have
cases tried before a police magistrate.

Hox. A. H. BARLOW said that the amend-
ment was contrary to the general scheme of
the Bill, which gave the Commissioner power
to regulate traffic and licenses. He did not
think anybody had any need to fear either
the present or any future Commissioner of
Police. He was sorry he could not agree
with the hon. member on the matter. It
would lead to litigation, and he would very
much rather trust himself to the Commissioner
of Police, and give him a verbal explanation,
fhan go before a magistrate.

Hox. M. JENSEN said the amendment
was a most destructive one. Supposing a
cabman was convicted by a court, was the
Commissioner of Police not to have the power
to revoke his license? Would not the proposed
amendment bring about a deadlock? If the
amendment were agreed to, a_ wrongdoer
would have an opportunity of continuing in his
wrong for another week or fortnight before
he could be brought before the court. Take
the case of a goldbuyer. The Commissioner
might want to immediately stop his license,
because he knew the man was buying stolen
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gold. Why give that man an opportunity of
going to a court and thereby causing delay?

Hox. E. J. STEVENS thought the argu-
ments of the Hon. Mr. Jensen were not
sound, because the Commissioner had to
empower a police officer to take action, and
it would take some time to get that power.

Hon. A. H. Barvow: The Commissioner
would give a general power to the police
inspector.

Hox. E. J. STEVENS said that during
the afternoon it was pointed out in connec-
tion with cinematographic performances that
a magistrate should not lay information,
because he would have to try the case after-
wards. The same thing occurred there—
the police took action and the police tried
the case.

Amendment put and negatived.
Clause passed as printed.
First Schedule agreed to.

On Second Schedule— Subject-matter for
regulations 7—

Hox. M. JENSEN moved the insertion of
the words “ prescribing the brakes to be
used upon tramways’ after paragraph 29,
page 97. At the present time the brakes
used on the tramways were not Westinghouse
brakes, and they involved a great deal of
work for the motormen. Hon. members
would have noticed that a motorman always
stood on one leg, and had to thrust the
whole of his body back, and he (Mr. Jensen)
understood his arms got black, and he was
subject to varicose veins through having
to stand a long time. On the Sydney trams
there were two brakes—the Westinghouse
brake and the vacuum brake—and the result
was that the men could sit down. In Bris-
bane it was utterly impossible for the motor-
man to sit down even if seats were provided,
because when sitting he could not apply the
necessary force to stop the car.

Hon. C. 8. McGHIE: All he has to do in
Sydney is to put bis thumb on a button.

Hon. M. JENSEN: In addition, another
brake was required for the safety of the
travelling public. At the present it took
five or six seconds before the brake could
be applied, while in Sydney a tram could
be stopped instantaneously, and the delay
might mean the loss of a life. Against
that he had been told that it was possible
for the motorman to reverse the current,
but he understood that was most damaging
to the tramear, and so the motormen were
not in the habit of doing it, whereas with
the Westinghouse brake action would be

almost automatic, and if a person got in ~

front of a car it would be possible to stop
the car much quicker that at present. Ie
did not think any argument would get over
the fact that the work of the motormen was
very hard, and that unless another brake
was supplied it would be utterly impossible
for those men to sit down. Even if the
amendment were carried, it did not require
the Tramways Company to supply another
brake. It left the matter to the Govern-
ment to make regulations, and if the Go-
vernment thought it unnecessary they would
not compel the company to supply two
brakes. IHe sincerely hoped the amendment
would be accepted.

[22 Avgust.]
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lIox. A. H. BARLOW: The amendment
was outside the scope of the Bill, and it
would be better to let it be put n in
another place.

Hon. A. J. THYNNE: It should not be
the duty of the Commissioner of Police to
decide what kind of a brake should be used
on the tramcars. )

Hon, M. JENSEN: The Tramways Act
did not state that the Secretary for Railways
should be in charge of those matters. His con-
tention was that the present brake was insuf-
ficient both in the interests of the motormen
and in the interests of the travelling publiec.
The Hon. Mr. Thynne said that the Commis-
sioner of Police should not have power to
make regulations. Of course, it would be
the Governor in Council who would frame
the regulations.

Hon. A. J. TuynNE: The Commissioner
will have to administer them.

Hox. M. JENSEN said the Commissioner
would seek the advice of experts, presum-
ably in the Railway Department.

Hox. A. H. BARLOW said that matter
had nothing to do with the Bill. He was
afraid it would Iead to trouble, and he
hoped the hon. member would not insist on
the amendment. Let it be put in in the
Assembly.

Hon. €. 8. McGHiE: To whom did the
Tramways Act give power to deal with those
matters?

Hox. M. JENSEN: The Minister charged
for the time being with the administration
of the Tramways Act, and the Minister
always had been the Secretary for Railways.

How. C. 8. McGHIE was very anxious to
see better brakes in the tramways. Whether
that was the proper place to insert the
necessary power he could not say, but it was
somebody’s business to attend to the matter.

Hon. M. Jensen: It will never be inserted
unless we insert it here.

Hoxw. C. 8. McGHIE: The hand brake was
too slow. If the Westinghouse brake were
supplied, a motorman could stop a tramcar
within 1ts own length.

Amendment put and negatived.

Schedule passed as printed.

The Council resumed. The CHAIRMAN
reported the Bill with amendments.

MoTION FOR RECOMMITAL.

Hox. A. H. BARILOW: I beg to move
that the Bill be recommitted for the purpose
of reconsidering clauses 13, 27, 189, and 229.

Question put and passed, ’

COMMITTEE.

On clause 13— Unlawful user of boats,
vehicles, cte.”’—

Hon. A. H. BARLOW moved that after
the word ‘“Removes” in paragraph (b) of
gsubclause (1) the words ‘““or does any act
which will cause the removal,” be inserted.

Amendment agreed to.

Clause, as amended, put and passed.

On clause 27—Paragraph (b) of subclause
(2), as follows—

‘“ Bvery person shall be deemed to have had

possession of the thing at the time and place
when and where the same was found or

seized.”
Hon. A. H. Barlow.]
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Hown. A. J. THYNNE moved the inser-

tion of the word ““such” after the word
“Hvery” at the commencement of the
paragraph.

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

On clause 189-—“Licensing of drivers”—

Hox. A. NORTON: This clause limited

a person to one license. If a license did not

apply all over the State, a com-

[56.30 p.m.] mercial traveller, for instance,

would need to take out a license

in other districts. The clause should be

amended to make it clear that a license
would apply to all Queensland.

Hon. A. H. BARLOW moved the omission
of the words—

“ A person who already holds a license shall
be disqualified irom obtaining another license
while his license is in force.”

with the view of inserting the words—

‘“ Such license shall be operative in all parts
of the State.”

Hox. C. F. MARKS thought the para-
graph which the hon. gentleman asked them
to omit was intended as a punitive measure
in the event of a man contravening the
regulations and his license had to be sus-
pended. If the provision were omitted, the
Commissioner would be obliged to grant him
a license under another clause, which pro-
vided that the Commissioner and his officers
should grant a license to drive a motor vehicle
to any person applying for it on payment of
the necessary fee.

Hon. A. H. Bagrow: If his license were
suspended, it would not be in force.

Hon. C. F. MARKS: It would be in
existence, though. That paragraph said that
he should not hold a second license.

Hon. A. J. TuynyE: While his license is
suspended, he is disqualified from holding
another.

Hon. A. H. Barrow: Unless the Com-
missioner chooses to give it to him.

Hox. C. F. MARKS: That seemed con-

tradictory and unnecessary.

Hoy. A. H. BARLOW: It appeared to
him that if a license was cancelled or sus-
pended 1t was no longer in force.

Hon. C. F. Maergs: If it is cancelled, yes;
but if it is only suspended it may be re-
turned to him.

Amendment agreed to.

Clause, as amended, put and passed.
On clause 229—“ Duration of license”’—

Hon. A. J. THYNNE moved that sub-
clause (4), which read—

“ The Commissioner shall cause to he entered,
in the prescribed form, in registers to be kept
at prescribed police stations, particulars of
every license granted, renewed, or revoked
under this Act”—

be amended by omitting the words *‘pre-
seribed police stations” with the view of
inserting the words ‘“ such police stations as
he may deem necessary.” The amendment
would obviate the necessity of gazetting
every change of stations which might take
place.
Amendment agreed to.

Clause, as amended, put and passed.

[Hon. 4.J. Thynne.

Personal Explanation.

Hox. A. J. THYNNE thanked the Minis-
ter for his courtesy in arranging for the
postponement and recommittal of clauses to
enable him to submit his amendments.

The Council resumed. The CHAIRMAN
veported the Bill with further amendments,
and the report was adopted. The third
reading was made an Order of the Day for
Tuesday next.

ADJOURNMENT.

Hox. A. H. BARLOW: I beg to move
that the Council do now adjourn. I hope
that we may have a quorum to-morrow. My
colleague will go on with the Methodist
Church Bill, and we may take the first
reading of some Bill from the other place.

Question put and passed.

The Council adjourned at twenty minutes
to 6 o’clock.





