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Qttsstions. [28 NOVEMBER.] Liquor Bill. 283~ 

LEGISL'ATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

THURSDAY, 28 NOVEMBER, 1912. 

The SPEAKER (Hon. W. D. Armstrong 
Lockyer) took the chair at half-past 3 o'clock~ 

TRADE COUPONS BILL-\VEIGHTS 
AND MEASURES ACT AMEND­
MENT BILL-PRICKLY PEAR DE­
STRUCTION BILL. 

ASSENT. 

The SPEAKER announced the receipt of 
messages from His Excellency the Governor, 
conveying his assent to these Bills. 

PAPER. 

The following paper, lai<l on the table was 
ordere<l to •be printBd :- · ' 

Annua! report o~ .the Registrar of 
Fnendly SoCietres on friendly 
soc:ieties, b';lilding societies, and trade 
unrons reg·rstered in this State. 

QUESTIONS. 

THURSDAY ISLAND JETTY. 

Mr. DOUGLAS (Cook) asked the Tree.-
1lurer-

" 1. Is he aware that several small 
fireec hav.e recently occurrBd on the East 
Jetty at Thursday Island? 

"2. I~ the wo'?dwork of this jetty in­
sured; rf not, wrll he take .steps to hav-e 
same covered to_ the fuJl amount of any 
damage that mrght arrse from fire? 

1912-8L 

" 3. \V ill he also .amend the regulations 
by providing that consignees of goods 
of an inflanunable nature, such .,s ben­
zine, kerosene, etc., be compelled to re­
move such goods on the day of arrival 'I 

'' 4. Will he consider the advisubilitv 
of arranging for the services of a night 
1vatchman, such expense"' to be a char,s·a 
on the r·,venue of the wharf?" 

The TREASURER (Hon. \V. H. Barnes, 
Bu1imba) replied-

" 1. Yes. A r·egulation h<.~s been issued 
prohibiting smoking on· jetty under 
penalty of £20. 

" 2. The jetty is not insured by the 
Government. The lessees are reoponsible 
for repair of all damage excepting that 
caused by flood, storm, tempest, and 

. GovBrnment veS3els. 
" 3. The removal of inflammable goods 

on the day of arrival might not alwa.ys 
be practicable, but any amendment of 
the regulation in this dir·ection should. 
I think, be made on a request from the 
·lessees. 

"4. The employment of a night watch­
man is a matter for the lessees' con­
sideration." 

LEPROSY AND DIPHTHERIA AT NA:I:!BOUR. 

Mr. GILLIES (Eacham) asked the Home 
Secreta.ry-

" 1. Is the recent case of le-prosy ·at 
Nambour the third of its kind at that 
place? 

"2. Is it a fact that the Ka.mbour 
State School was closed during this year 
owing to a.n outbreak of diphtheria? 

"3. Have the various recommenda­
tions and instructions of the Hea.lth De­
partment been strictly carried out? 

" 4. If the recommendations an-d in­
structions of the Health Department 
have not been carried out, will he insist 
on the council's immediate compliance 
with same to prevent further out­
breaks?" 

The HOME SECRETARY (Hon. J. G. 
Appel, A.lbert) replied­

" 1. y,es. 
"2. Yes. 
"3. The work of carrying out the re­

commendations of the Health Depart­
ment is in progress. 

" 4. Another inspection at an early 
da.te will be made, and further .action 
taken if necessary." 

LIQUOR BILL. 

CoNSIDERATION oF CouNCIL's AMENDMENTs. 

The HOME SECRETARY: Mr. Speaker, 
-I beg to move that you do now ·leave the 
chair. · 

The SPEAKER: Before I leave the chair, 
I desire to draw the attention of the House 
to an amendment in clause 58 of this Bill 
whieh, to a certain extent, is an infringe­
ment of the privileges of this House, as it 
V·&ries or alters the fees to be paid by or 
imposed upon licensees under the Bill. How­
ever, Standing Order :'i'o. 300 do0g not, in 
my opinion, apply. 

Question put and passed. 

Hon. W. D. Armstrong.] 
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On clause 2-" Short title and commence­
ment"-

The HOME SECRETARY: The first 
amendment of the Council was in clause 2 
in which they had omitted the word "Janu: 
ary" and inserted the word "April." It 
would be remembere-d that he had indicated 
that he was prepared to accept such ,an 
amendment, and consequently he moved tiF-.t 
the Legislative Council's amendment be 
agreed to. 

Question put and passed. 
On clause 3---:" Act~ repealed"-
The HO::\I[E SECRETARY: In clause 3, 

lines 39, 40, and 41, the Council had omitted 
the words "annual sittings of the iicensino­
court to be held in the yem·," and had i; 
serted the words "thirtieth day of June." 
There was an omission in the Bill as it 
w_e';lt to the 9ouncil, because, under its pro· 
nswns, the hcenses of clubs -and spirit mer­
chants would run out in April, and there 
would have bBen a kind of interregnu!ll be­
tween that date and the 30th June when all 
licenses expi~-e~:l. The amendment ~.vouJ.d put 
clubs and spn·1t merch;,nts on the same foot­
ing as other licenses ,-hich expired on the 
30th June, and which had to be ,applied for 
-or renewed at the annual sittings of th~ 
court hP[d in the month of April. He moved 
tnat the Legislative Council's amendment 
~H~ agreed tG. 

Question put and passed. 
A consequential amendment in a later part 

of the clause wa -, also agreed to. 
On clause 23-" Accommodation required 

on premises within city or town"-
The HOME SECRETARY: On line 44.' 

the Council had omitted the word "Be," 
and inserted the words "Have walls." That 
was for the purpose of providing that the 
walls of a room, and not the ceiling, should 
be 9 feet high. He was inclined to think 
that was a desira?le amendment, and ther,e­
fore moved that 1t be agreed to. 

Question put and passed. 
The HOME SECRETARY: The next 

amendment was in connection with the same 
clau&e, line 56, the Council having omitted 
'' fiv<' hundred," and inserted in lieu thereof 
" one thous,and," requiring that each person 
should have 1,000 cubic feet of air Bl1ace. 
The amendment inserted originally by the 
As>,~mbly was on <;he recommendation of 
the Commissioner for Public Health, who 
con,,idered that 500 cubic feet of air space 
for each person was sufficient and adequate. 
He was under the impression that if the 
Committee accepted th<e amendment of the 
Council they would be imposing \",n unneces­
sary hardship on houses alreadv licensed, 
be,;ause every house which came) up for a 
renewal of its license, at the annual sittings 
of the court held under the provisions of 
the Bill, would require to bave that accom­
mocl-Jtion. He t!-.erefore moved that the 
Council's <1mendment be disagreed to. 

Question put and p<issed. 
On clause 25-" Accommodation rr'quired 

on pre1nises out,_,ide eity or to"\vn"-

The HOME SECRETARY: The Council 
had omitted the word "Be" in subclause (a) 
and in,erted the words '• B:ave >valls." That 
"\Vas similar to the amendment which the 
Committee had agreed to in clause 23, and 
he therefore moved that the Council's amend­
ment be ag'!'ecd to. 

Question put and pai,sed. 

[Han. J. G. Appel. 

The HOME SECRETARY: In the same 
clause the Council had omitted the words 
"five hundred," and inserted the words 
"one thousand." That was similar to the 
amendment which the CommittFe had dis­
agreed to in clause 23; and. for the reasons 
alread}· given, he moved that the Council's 
amendment be disagreed to. 

Question put and passed. 
On clause 28-" Applicant for license to 

furnish testinlbnials "-
The HOME SECRETARY: On line 25 

the Council omitted the words " for the par­
ticular premises applied for," and inserted 
the words "to become a licensee," making 
the clause read that every applicant for a 
licensed victualler's license or wineseller's 
license "shall, with his application, deliver 
to the clerk of petty sessions testimonials ps 

to his character and 'uitability to become 
a licensee." After hearing the arguments in 
the Council advanced bv men who were con­
versant with the trade::_for he was present 
during the greater portion of the tin'le the 
matter was discussed-he thought the amend­
ment was a good one, and moved that it be 
agreed to. 

Mr. THEODORE (Chillagoe): Though the 
words proposed to be inserted might be an 
improvement, he could not agree with th_e 
proposal to strike out thP referPnce to t<:\Stl· 
monials regarding the premises for which 
the applicant desired to obtain a license. 

The Ho:>rE SECRETARY: The clam" only 
appliPs to the character of the applicant. 

Mr. THEODORE: If it did not apply to 
the suitableness of the premises, all he could 
say was that it was very faulty drafting. 

Mr. HARDACRE (Leiehhardt) liked the 
clause as it left the Chamber bettPr than he 
did the clause as proposed to be amended. 
because if the amendment was adopted a 
sort of roving Jicpnse might be granted to " 
person. A person becoming a licensee in one 
di~trict would be a licensee at large, and 
not a licensee for particular premi,es. 

Mr. LENNON (Herbert) took quite ;:< dif· 
ferent view of the amendment, which he re­
garded as an improvement to the clause. 
Previously, the clause dPalt only with the 
applicants for particular premises, and that 
was undesirable. The1·e were other pro­
visions in the Bill which dPalt with an appli­
cant's fitness, and the clause as amended 
was improved. 

Mr. THEODORE : Whilst the hon. mem­
ber for HerbPrt was correct in saying that 
other provisions in,,isted upon evidence 
being forthcoming respecting the fitness and 
suitablen.-,; of an applicant to becon1e a 
licensPe, it was also true that there was no 
provision insisting that a wineseller's pre­
mises should be suitable for his business, and 
he thought that some such provision should 
be made. He contended that the clause 
before them was the only provi,-ion in the 
Bill >vhich required a wineseller to staro the 
character of his premisfls. 

The HOME SECRETARY: Thi,, clause doe!' 
not refer to the prc>mises; it only refers to 
the personal charactc>r of the applicant. 

Mr. THEODORE: Whether that was the 
intention of the clauJe or not, he claimed 
that some evidence should be gi.-en by the 
applicant of the suitability of his premises. 

The H01IE SECRETARY: The bench will re· 
quire that. 

Question put and passed. 
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On clause 38-" Removal of license"­

The' HOYlE S~CRETARY: This clause 
1;rovided that a license for premises situated 
m one locality might be removed to another. 
In a town the license could not be rt>moved 
morB than half a mile, and in a shire not 
more than 1 mile. The Council proposed to 
omit the words "one mile," and insert 
" two miles," so that a license might be re­
moved 2 milf's in a shire ; and, in view of 
th'.' fact that shires in country districts com­
pnsed large areas, he saw no objection to 
the amendment. He moved that it be 
agreed to. 

Question put and passed. 

On clause 45-'' Temporary license in 
' special diFtrict' "-

The HOME SECRETARY: The Council 
proposed, _in line 27 of this clause, to insert 
the follo\vmg words:-" and even if a local 
option vote has decided in favour of new 
licensPs." Those words had reference t" 
·temporary licenses in special districts, and 
made it clear that, even if a local option 
poll had been taken, and the voting was in 
favour of new licenses, it should still be in 
the discretion of the licensing bench to grant 
<>r refuse an application for a license. That 
was what was originally intended, and he 
mO\·ed that the amendment be agreed to. 

Mr. ADAMSON asked if the amendment 
did not clash with the provision in clause 8? 

The HoNE SECRETARY: No; it has bee~ 
carefully examined. 

Mr. ADAMSON: It was very carefully 
w_orded, too.. Suppose the local option vote 
did not decide m favour of new licenses 
what would happen? ' 

The HO)fE SECRETARY : Then no license 
can be granted; that settles the matt-er. 

Mr. MAY said he had no objection to the 
amendment, but he thought it was entirely 
unnecessary. 

Question put and passed. 
:On clause 58-" Fees .payable for yearly 

licenses"-
The HOME SECRETARY: The Council 

proposed to insert, on line 48, the words " or 
part of fifty pounds." That was an omis­
sion from the Bill as it left the Assembly. 
·without the insertion of those words, a fee 
of £15 would be payable in respect of a 
house of the rental value of £99 per annum. 
It was undoubtedly the intention of the 
Committee that the fee should be £15 for 
the first £50 rental, and £5 every additional 
£50 or part of £50. He moved-

" That the Committee agree to the 
Legislathe Counc-il's amendment, because 
such amendment is in furtherance of the 
intention of the Legislative Assembly, 
and for this reawn they do not insist 
upon their undoubVod sole right to de­
tennine the rate•. and incidence of the 
fees to be imposed." 

Mr. THEODORE: The Council had a 
laudable intention to improve the clause, but 

·their amendm.cnt was an infringement of 
the rights and privileges of the A'sembly, 
and he asked the ruling of the Chairman 
as to whether it was competent for the 
Committe" to accept the amendment. Ac­
·cording to the dictum of the Sp-eaker, which 
thev could not ignore, he claimed that the 

.amendment could not be acc-ept-ed. 

The PREMIER fHon. D. F. Denham, 
Oxley) : The Speaker merely drew attention 
to the fact, a"' he was in duty bound to do. 
Similar things had occurred before, and the 
Home Secretary, in moving that the amend-

ment be agreed to, at the same 
[4 p.m.] time drew attention to the un-

doubted rights and privileges of 
the Assembly in relation to fees. This was 
not in the nature of a general assessment or 
tax; it was a fee for special concessions 
granted, and as it was clearly in further­
ance of the intentions of the Assembly, he 
thought that no:t only precedents but good 
common sense would guide the Chairman in 
coming to a conclusion. 

The CHAIRMAN ruled that the amend­
ment could be accepted, inasmuch as it had 
already been intimated that the acceptance 
would be accompanied by an assertion of the 
LegislatiYe Assembly's privileges. 

Mr. HARDACRE thought the amendment 
was an improvement; at the same time he 
thought they ought to insist on their rights. 
This was cl-earlv an infringement of the 
rights of the Assembly, but it could be got 
over by stating that the Committee did not 
insist on its rights and privileges in accept­
ing the amendment. 

The HOME SECRETARY: I move to that 
effect. 

Mr. COYNE (War1·ego) did not agree with 
the amendment, because he did not think it 
was a just one. The Home Secretary men­
tioned that without the amendment the 
annual value might be £99, and the license 
fee only £15, but with the amendment the 
annual value might be only £51, and the 
license fee £20. 

The HoME SECRETARY: It balances itself. 
Mr. COYNE: It did not. He contended 

that the increased fee should be proportional 
to the increased annual value. 

Question put and passed. 
Clause 63-" Duties of inspectors as to 

keeping up accommodation "-
The HOME SECRETARY: The Council 

had added to the clause the following para­
graph:-

" For the purposes of this section, the 
word 'owner' shall not includ-e -a mort­
gagee who is not a mortgagee in posses· 
sion." 

Without the amendment there would be 
considerable difficulty in obtaining a loan in 
ronnection with licensed premises, and a 
higher rate of interest WoJ.l.ld be charged. 
The amendment was only a fair thing, and 
he moved that it be agreed tCJ. 

Question put and passed. 
Clauee 68-" Re-use of labelled bottles, etc., 

prohibited"-
The HOME SECRETARY: The Council 

had added the following words to paragraph 
(a) of the clause:-

"unless such bottle or rccL' 1 )tacle bear.'-i 
in le~ible charact-ers his own name and 
address." 

This and following consequential amendments 
were agreed to by himself and the Attorn.;.y­
General, who hctd charge of the Bill in 
another place, to enable licensed victuallers 
who bought liquor in bulk to. dispose of 
that liquor in bottle. As the Bill w-ent to 
the Council, it would not be pvssible for a 
licensed victualler to sell over his bar any 
whisky or other liquor in bottle, except that 

Han. J. G. Appel.] 
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which was put up by a registered bottler. 
He maved that the C:ommittee agree to the 
amendment. 

Ur. LAND: DoPs that. apply to beer too? 
The HOlliE SECRETARY: It applies to every­

thing. 
Mr. MAY (FlindeTs) wished to know 

whether the manufacturer, or the distiller, or 
the publican became liable for the spirit 
which was actually in the bottle at the time 
it was sold? 

The HOME SECRETARY: That was sub­
ject to the provisions of the Health Act 
Amendment Act, which required that it 
should be up to a c?rtain standard; also to 
the provisions of this Bill relating to adultera­
tion. 

Mr. MAY: Has the bottler's name to be 
on the label? · 

The HOME SECRETARY: The amend­
ment was absolutely clear. \Vith the amend­
ment, the paragraph read-

" Uses or has upon his licensed premises 
any branded, labelled, or stamped bottle 
or other receptacle as a container a£ or 
containing any liquor other than the 
liquor actually supplied to him in such 
bottle or receptacle, unle·'S such bottle or 
receptacle bears in legible characters his 
own name and address." 

This matter was carefully consiaered by the 
Parliamentary Draftsman in conference with 
members in the other Chamber representing 
the liquor trade. and it was agreed to by 
those interested in the matter. 

Mr. WINSTANLEY (Queenton): The idea 
in framing the clause at first was to prevent 
licensed victuallers from putting bulk whisky 
into bottles belonging t" firms other than 
~he manufacturers of that whisky. 

The HoME SECRETARY: That is so. 
Mr. WINSTANLEY: With this amend­

ment the licensed victualler would be able 
to draw liquor from a cask and sell it over 
the bar in bottles, and he thought it would 
open the door to fraud much wider than the 
Home Secret£Lry suppo.sed. 

Mr. FOLEY (MundingburTa) : He took it 
that this was to permit the publican to sell 
liquor in bottles, and the fact that the bottle 
must bear his name and address was a hint 
to the public that the liquor was not manu­
factured by the person whose label was on 
the bottle. 

The HOME SECRETARY: There must be no 
label. 

M;r. FOLEY: Paragraph (b), as amended 
by the Council, read in this way-

" Sells or supplies any wine or spirits 
drawn from bulk in or from any bottle 
or receptacle other than a bottle either 
bearing no brand, label, or stamp, or 
bearing in legible characters his own 
name and address, or a decanter." 

He took it from the clause that a publican 
wou 1 rl be allowed to fill a bottle of whiskv 
out of a cask in his own premises. with 
somebody else's label on it, provided he 
had his own name on it. 

The HolliE SECUETARY: ?\o: the bottle must 
be clean, and he has to put his own name 
and address on it. 

Mr. FIHELLY (Puddington) cont,mdcd 
that it was necessary that the Home Secre­
tary should get away from legal verbiage, 
and state clearly what he wanted. Sub­
clause (b) was very important, ·and at f'l'e-

LHon . .J. G. Appel. 

sent they could not say exactly what it· 
meant. Any l2gislation they passed ought· 
to be clear and unambiguous. 

Mr. KIRW AX (Brisbane) asked whether, 
if persons came along with their c:wn _bottles, 
it would be necessary for the publrea!l to­
label them? 

The HolliE SECRETARY: Yes; undoubtedly. 

Mr. DOUGLAS (C.~,ok) thoug'nt there was 
something in the point made by hon. me;n­
bers opposibc, and suggested that the I;'· 
sertion of " only" after " addreos " wourd 
get over the difficulty. That_ would mean 
that a licensed victualler or wmeseller draw­
ing spirits or wine from bulk wodd. be able 
to sell liquor from a bottle or t'ecel_lt acle, 
provided the bottle or receptacle bore his own 
name and addre<,•; only. At ~resent _there 
was nothing to prevent a pubhc~n using a 
bottle with a label of some recogmsed bral}d, 
and putting his own name in an obscure 
place on some other part of the bottle. He 
would move that the word " only " be added 
after " address," on line 52. 

The HOME SECRETARY had no obje?· 
tion to the amendment as it might make It 
clearer, but it would be impossible then !or 
the licensed victualler to put on anythmg 
else save his own name and address-he 
might have some special brand of whisky 
which he would not be able to put on. Ho_n. 
members must realise that the licensed VIC­
tualler would be confined solely to ~he right 
to sell tlie liquor in a bottle without a 
label, with his own name and address only 
on it. He was quite willing to accept the 
amendment of the hon. member for Cook, 
and he amended his m.otion to the effect that 
the Committee agreed to accept the amend­
xnent of the Council, with the addition of 
the word "only_,.. 

Mr. HUNTER: What about a bottle with 
his name· blown on it? 

The HOME SECRETARY: It must be _a. 
clear bottle. The object was tha~ the pub~IO 
should not be deceived. Many lwensed VIC· 

tuallers had excellent whisky in bulk, and· 
there was no reason why they should not 
he permitted to sell a bottle of that draught 
whisky to their customers over the bar; and 
it wa> in order to permit them to do that, 
vvhich they were no.t permitted to do as the 
Bill stood that l1e agreed, after a conference, 
to accept the amendment which now appeared 
in the clause. 

Mr. MAY had at first thought that the 
amendment to add " only " should be ac­
cepted, but he saw that the brand of the 
vvhisky would still be on the bottle, and no 
:matter what brand it might be they .should 
let the name of th<tt bulk draught whisky be 
on the bottle; if it was a good whisky it 
VVould fetch ·a decent price. The name of 
the distiller, as well as the licensed ..-ic­
tualler or wineseller, should be on the label. 

Mr. McCORMACK (Cairns) thought there 
'I."Vas a goad deal in the contention of the hon. 
:member for Flinders and that it was not 
-w-ise to add " only " { the licensed victualler 
should be forced to :put the name of the 
d:r.aughl hiskv on the bottlP. He knew a 
traveller who· went round the North for 
Usher's, who caid that out of fifty samples 
he examined, which were supposed to be 
U:;,her's whisky, a great maJ.Y \vere draught 
w-hisky. If the publican was fo~ced to put 
the na.me of the whiskv on the bottle it would 
be a gvod thing. • 
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The HOME SECRETARY: What the hon. mem­
c'iber says would be no gnarantee at all· it 
would be encroaching on the rights of 'the 
.bottlers, who have to be registered. 

Mr. McCORMACK : By putting " onlv " 
in, so long as a man sold whisky which 
would stand analysis, he could sell any 
whisky he pleased. 

The HoME SECRETARY: The public knows 
it is draft whisky. 

Mr. McCORMACK : If a customer asked 
for a certain class of draught whisky, and was 
given another class altogether, he ,;ould have 
no protection at all. 

The HOME SECRETARY: Yes, if the whisky 
was adulterated. 

Mr. McCORMACK: They could be given 
different classes of whisky, and they would 
not know the difference. 

' :\Ir. DOUGLAS was so,rry he did not get 
the support of the hen. member for Cai'rns 
and the hen. member for Flinders when he 
moved an amendment while the Bill was 
previously going through the House, to alter 
"in," on line 50, to "with," which would 
have met the intention of those hon. mem­
bers. H~ thought the ,addition of " only " 
,would grve the protectiOn they wanted; it 
would prevent the refilling of bottles with 
reputable brands of whisky. He wanted to 
see that the public got what they asked for. 
He had got no support when he desired to 
alter " in " to " with." 

:Mr. THEODORE: It would haYe made no 
difference. 

Mr. DOUGLAS: It would have made a 
,difference. Certain makers supplied decan­
ters free to the people who bought bulk 
whisky from them, so that the bulk whiskv 
should be sold in the decanters bearing that 
name, and his object in moving the amend­
ment was to enable that to be done. Now 
the publican could not sell bulk whisky i~ 
a decanter, except in a plain decanter, with­
out any label at all. He moved the amend­
ment in the interests of the public. 

The CHAIRMAN: Do I understand that 
the han. member moved an amendment ? 

The HOME SECRETARY: I amended my 
motion by moving that we agree to the 
amendment of the Legislative Council, with 
the addition of " only " after " address." 

Mr. THEODORE was of opinion that this 
would not accomplish what was desired 
which was to prevent a dishonest publica~ 
,or wineseller from selling whisky or other 
liquor, and representing it to be of a dif. 
ferent brand to what it actually was. The 
,clause as it stood provided that any licensed 
Yictualler or wineseller who used labelled 
bottles containing any liquor other than, 
liquor actually supplied to him in such bottle 
or receptacle, unless such bottle or receptacle 
bore in legible characters his own name and 
address, was liable to a penalty. He could 
,evidently use such bottles containing liquor 
not supplied with such bottle, so long as his 
n<)me and addres' was on thGm, and if thev 
put in the word "only," they _nerely said 
that any person could sell liquor in a labelled 
or stamped bottle c011taining liquor rwt sup­
plied with su,:h bottle originally, if his own 
name and address only was on it. 

The HmiE SECRETARY: Read tbe two sub­
clauses in conjunction. Subclame (b) refers 
to the selling. 

::\1r. THEODORE said theY were both 
offences. Subclause (a) made -it an offence 
to use such bottle, and subclause (b) made 
it an offence to sell in such bottle. Each 
were offences and each could be read 
separately. "Under the clause as it came 

from the Council, a publican, so 
[4.30 p.m.] long as he put .. his own name 

and address on It, could use any 
bottle, and if the word "only" ":'ere added 
it would render the clause contradrctory, and 
a publican would not know .what to d?. The 
object could be better attamed by drsagree· 
ino· to the Council's amendment. By addmg 
th~ word "only" they would increase the 
difficultv and render the c:ause hard to 
underscan d. 

11r. E. B. C. CORSER said he could see 
the necessitv for the amendment. Take, for 
instance, a "brand like Hennessy's thr"ee-star 
brandv. If it was only necessary ror an 
unpri{!cipled hotelkePper to put his own 
name and addreos nn a bottle, he could pu" 
it on the bottDm or a;; thL back of the 
bottle, and put other brandy in the ~ottle, 
and if anyone asked. for that par~ICular 
brandy he could put Ius hand mer h1s o,wn 
brand, and the pub:ic might not get the 
genuine article ; but if he ;'-" '· compeped to 
remove any brand and on1y h~ve hr~ own 
brand on the bottle, the pubiw wou,d be 
protected. 

::Vlr. :UcCOR:YfACK drew attention to 
clause 102, \Vhi..:h l)rovided-

" ... ~ny person who has in his possossi.on 
or under his control any bottles wnh 
labels affixed thereon, other than bottles 
bearing ,his o\Vll name and address, nn·d 
without destroying such labels make~ 
use of such bottles for the purpose oc 
bottlino' liquor for sale, shall be liable 
to a penalty oi not less than twenty 
pounds nor more than two hundred 
pounds/' 

That would meet the case. 
The HoME SECRETARY: That is so. 
Mr. COYXE: The object of the AssemJ:>ly 

when they passed the clause, was to g~ve 
some protection to the publrc purchas~ng 
liquor, and to see that they were supphed 
with the liquor asked for, but the amend­
ment of the Council entirely nullified that 
object. He thought the hon. members for 
Marvborou"'h and Cook were both wrong, 
beca'i.1se it ~he! not maW"r how th''Y twisted 
the words, a publican could u " "' stamped 
bottl<' a branded bottle. or a ,J,abelled 
bottle: so long as he put his own name and 
address on it. 

Mr. E. B. C. CoRSER: ::\ot if we add the 
"\\~ord '' onlv.'' 

:::Vfr. COY~E: The clause provided that 
" an-r licensed victualler or \vincE{!ller 1vi;o 
uses' anv branded labelled, or stamped bott,e 
containing an~' liquor other than the liquor 
actually supplied in such bottle or reccptacl':', 
unless such bottle or recept<tcle bears hrs 
own name and address, etc.'' 

The H01IE SECRETARY: Read all the clauses 
in conjunction. Read clause 102. 

:Mr. COY::--:E : If a case went to cm~rt, 
thev would have one set of lawvers argumg 
that it cmne under clause 102, ~and .another 
set would argue that the case came under 
clause 68. \Vhv not make the matter dear? 
The clause was fairlv clear when it left the 
Ass,•mbly, and the difficulty was. caus.ed h,, 
the Council's amendment. The msertron of 

Mr. Coyne.] 
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the word ."only" 'vould n1ake no differencP­
a~ all, as It meant that there should be on;y 
his name and addrc"s on the label which h;, 
attached to the bottle, and the bott:e mig-, 
be a bottle bearing the b:own nanw of tho 
manufacturer of tho spirits. Take ·wolfe's 
schnapps. A ;mb:ican could fill one of those 
bottles with another spirit, so long as he 
attached a label bearing his own name and 
address. 

The HmrE SECRETARY : I would not adYi"" 
him to try it if this Bi:l becomes Ia w. 

Mr. COY::\E: All the clause asked was 
that he should put his own name and gddress 
on the bottle. 

The Hmm SECRETARY: "Will thG han. mom­
her read clause 102? 

:Mr. COYXE: Clause 102 proYided that no 
person should put any liquor into a bottle 
except the brand of liquor originally in the 
bottle; and that he must not use a stamped 
bottle for any other purpc•-e than that for 
which it was originally intended-that it 
~hould _only hold the brand of liquor which 
It ongmally contained. What "as the use 
of saying a publican could do somethin~ 
different in another clause? "' 

The HmrE SECRETARY: ·we do not say he 
oan. 

Mr. COYXE: The han. gentleman could 
not say that a publican could not use a 
stamped bottle or branded bottle so lanD' as 
he attached his own name and a-ddress to it 
and put any liquor he liked into it. 

Mr. HU:!'\TER (.Maranoa): The addition 
of the 11ord "only" would make the clause 
absolute nonsense. It W'11S quite clear before 
the Cot!ncil'' amendment was inserted th.'l t 
a contamer could not be used if it contained 
a branc! or labPI, hut without the addition of 
the wor-d "only" to the Council's amend­
nwnt- any bottle could be used with anv 
b!'and, stamp, or name on it so long as tli"c­
name of the person selling the liquor was 
also there, and if they added the word 
"only" to the Council's amendm8nt thev 
got back to the '•arne thing; again-that ther~ 
was to be nothing els0 on the bottle but the 
name of the person selling it. That was a 
direct contradiction of the first part of the 
clause. The only thing was to provi-de th ~ 
sam0 as was provided in clause 102-that a 
publican could use no bottle without first 
destroying the label on the bottle. If the 
claus" was paoscd ·as was now proposed. a.. 
publican could not use decanters supplied 
hy the various distilleries to their customers 
to S8J:Ve their own particul-ar manufacture. 
Those decanters must be swept off the 
counter entirely, because the containers must 
have no name on them but the name of the 
person supplying the liquor. 

Mr. DouGLA~: That is all we want. 

Mr. HUNTER : If the han. member -did 
not wish the d-ecanters that were sent out to 
be used, it was as well that that should be 
understoo-d. 

Mr. HARDACRE had come to the con­
clusion that the addition of the word 
" only" would make the clause contradic­
tory, and it would not carry out the object 
of the clause if they accepted the Council's 
amendment. The first part of the clause 
proposed that no one should use bottles 
unless they contained liquor according to 
the original label, and then the Council 
said, " Oh, yes : you can use those bottles 

fMr. Goyne. 

if the user's name and addres' is attached."" 
That was obj-ectionable, as it ·,yould lead 
to evasion. The idea of addmg· the word 
" only" was to make it possible for a puJ;>­
lican to use the bottle.s pronded onl.v his· 
own name; and address was on the bottle. 
That was a contradiction. ·what should be 
done was to omit the Council's amendment 
and, if poSBible, redraft the whole clause. 
or provide in a separate paragraph for the ~1se 
of bottles or receptacles "or containers whicf> 
had nothing on the bottle except_ the user s 
own name and address. Accordm!l' to the· 
clause as it left the Assembly, a man could 
not take a Dewar's whiskv bottle and use 
it for another brand of ~' hisky which he 
was selling, but under the amendment PL'O· 

po.e-ed by the C\mnfil he could . uee . that. 
bottle for a different brand of whisky If he 
DUt his own name and address on the bottle. 
The two nrovisions were contradictory. and 
some am~ndment was required to remove 
the contradiction. 

Mr. FORSYTH: Mr. Stodart-­

The CHAIRMAN : Mr. Forsyth. 

Mr. CRAWFORD rose to a point of order. 
He had risen four times before each sue-_ 
ceedin~ speaker and had not been called 
upon by the Chairman. 

Mr. FORSYTH : Go on. 

Mr. CRAWFORD: No; I do not intend 
to say anything now. 

:Mr. FORSYTH thought the cl~use was­
somewhat complicated, and that It. should 
be read alono· with clause 102, which pro­
vided that- ~ 

" Any person who has in his posses­
sion or under his control an:v bottles 
with labels affixed thereon, other than 
bottles bc,aring his own ~ame and ad­
dre's, and without destroymg· such labels 
makes use of such bottles· for the pur­
pose of bottling liquor for sale, shall be· 
liable to a penalty," etc. 

That showed that a man could not use the 
sn.me bottle twice with the same label _affixe,d. 
But he might have bottles in whrch tn0 
stamp was blown into the bottle, and he 
could not take that stamp off. 

Mr. LEN~ON: He cannot use that. 

:\Ir. FORSYTH: No; he could not use· 
ths bottles in that ca:se. If a man sold :tll 
the liquor in a labelled bottle, and wished to 
use that bottle again, he should ta~e t~e 
label off, and put on a label beanng m 
legible characters his own name and ad­
dress. If the clause, as amended, meant that 
when the contents of a bottle were disposed 
of, and the licensee wished to usc. ~hat 
bottle again, he must destroy the ongmal 
label, and put. on his own name and addr~~s, 
that would be a protection to the pub.Ic, 
but it was not at all clear that the clause 
meant that. 

Mr. LE:\KON: Members were well aware 
that clause 102 was perfectly cl·'ar. but that 
was no reason why clau>>e 68 should not 
also be made perfectly clear, as a person 
reading the Bill might fall into an error 
if he did not read further than clause 68. 
He sugge;ted that thev mir:ht meet the clrf­
ficultv bv insertin o- aftN· tl1'' woi'Cl " recep­
tacle'" the word:~·"" from which tlw labels 
shall have been removed." so as to make· 
it read, "unless such bottle or receptacle,. 
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from which the labels shall have been re­
moved, bears in legible characters his own 
name and addr0ss." 

The HOME SECRETARY: That would 
really be repetition of the provision in clause 
102, but he was anxious to get on with the 
work, and was prepared to accept the sug­
gestion of the han. member for Herbert. 

Mr. FORSYTH: That does not apply to 
stamped bottl0s? 

The HOME SECRETARY: No; only 
labelled bottles. Stamped bottles could not 
be used under any circumstances. 

Mr. HARDACRE thought the matter could 
be dr·alt with in a much simpler way, and 
that was by substituting the word "a" for 
"such" before the word "bottle." The 
clause would thBn read, "unless a bottlB or 
receptacle bears in legible characters his 
own name and address." 

The HOME SECRETARY: On reconsid­
eration, he was afraid that, if the amBnd­
ment was amended in the way suggested by 
the han. mer.1ber for Herbert, the phrase­
ology of thB clause would become very much 
mixed, as it would then read a " labellBd " 
bottle "from which the labels shall have 
been removed." If they added any words 
to make the clauH•~ clear, they would have 
to come at the end of the paragraph. They 
could make it clearer by saying " prior to 
the use of which the labels have been re­
moved.'' 

Mr. LEKNON: The discussion which had 
taken place was sufficient proof that the 
clause was a very involved one, and that it 
would cause a great deal of doubt and un­
certaintv in the minds of those concerned. 
Perhaps it would be a good thing if they 
added the note-" Nota bene.-Read this 
clause along with clause 102." 

Mr. FIHELL Y suggested that the Home 
Secretary should insert a clause interpreting 
this clause, and if that interpretation was 
not clear, add another clause interpreting 
that one. 

The CHAIRMAN : Order ! The hon. 
member is indulging in frivolity. 

Mr. FIHELL Y claimed that he was act­
ing within his rights. The clause was in­
volved and complicated, and he had a per­
fect right to point that out to the Commit­
tee and suggest a way out of the difficulty. 

Mr. LAND (Balonne) quite understood the 
clause as it left this Chamber. If a licensed 
victualler retailed any bottled grog to tho 
public, it was perfectly legal; but if he filled 
any of those labelled bottles with any othez 

grog he would be liable. With 
[5 p.m.] the Council's amendment he 

could sell any grog he liked in 
those bottles as long as he has his name and 
address in legible characters on those bottles. 
The word " only " would compel the 
licensed victualler to sell only in a . bottle 
that had no other label on. The obJect of 
the Council's amendment was to allow the 
licensee to bottle grog in his own cellar. 
Any amount of licensees got grog in bulk, 
and broke it down and bottled it themselves. 

The HOME SECRETARY: In order to 
meet the views of hon. members who thought 
the clause was not sufficiently clear, he pro­
posed to withdraw his motion so far as the 
addition of the word " only" was concerned, 
with the view of inserting the words " only 

and without any other brand, label, or 
stamp whatever thereon." He moved ac­
cordingly. 

Mr. HARDACRE : The difficulty lay in 
the use of the word " such," which implied 
that it was a bottle already branded 
labelle_d, or stamped. As amended by th~ 
Counc~l, the clause provided a penalty for 
a_ny licensee who used or had upon his 
licensed premisPJ " any branded, labelled, 
or st~mped bottle or other receptacle as a 
conta_mer of or containing any liquor than 
the h'1;wr actually supplied t~ him in such 
bottle. What was the meanmg of "such 
bottle"? It meant " any branded, labelled, 
or stamped bottle." 

The Hmm SECRETARY : It means the bottle 
containing the liquor. 

Mr. HARDACRE: Then it said " unless 
·Such bottle or receptacle bears in legible 
characters his own name and address." 
There again " such bottle " meant " any 
branded, labelled, or stamped bottle " ; but, 
with the amendment just proposed by the 
bon. gentleman, " such " bottle must bear 
the name and addre's only, without any 
other brand, label, or stamp. That was to 
say, it must be a branded, labelled, or 
stamped bottle, and it must not bear a 
brand, label, or stamp. It could not be 
branded or stamped, and at the same time 
not bc·ar a brand or a stamp. · 

The PREMIER : The contention of the 
han. gentleman was a very frail one. A 
customer went into an hotel for a bottle of 
a particular brand of whisky, and the 
licensed victualler, according to this clause, 
was required to supply the actual distiller's 
whisky required in. that bottle. If he was 
asked for Usher's whisky, he must deliver 
l!sher's whisky in that bottle. It was pos­
Sible for him to supply liquor in a bottle 
without any label, his own draught whisky, 
or he might ha,·e such a conceit of his own 
bottling that he might deliver whisky he 
had obtained in bulk with his own particular 
brand on the bottle, but he was not per­
mitted to falsely supply liquor under a 
wrong name. He thought that, with the 
added words, it was clear that the licensed 
victualler might deliver to his customer his 
own bottling of draught whisky, provided 
such bottle bore in legible marks his own 
name and address. The bottle must contain 
Usher's or Buchanan's whisky, or whatever 
it was represented to be. He thought that 
if the Committee ac~epted the amendment 
it would protect the customer, and ensure to 
th~ licensed victualler the privilege he now 
:>nJoyed of bottling the whisky he obtained 
m bulle 

Mr. THEODORE: It seemed that mem­
bers were all agreed as to the necessity for 
making some such provision as was at­
tempted to be made ; at the same time, he 
was convinced that the contention of the 
bon. member for Lelchhardt was correct. 
The word " such " was a pronoun used i•1 
place of "branded, labelled, or stamped 
bottle," and if those words were put in the 
place of " such" it would read in this way : 
"Unless the branded, labelled, or stamped 
bottle or receptacle bears in legible char­
a~to.rs his own name and addres" only, and 
w1thout any other brand." 

The Hmm SECRETARY : It must mean the 
bottle containing the liquor. 

Mr. Theodore] 
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::Vlr. THEODORE : The clause was in­
serted to meet the difficulty in regard to 
the re-use o£ labelled, stamped, or branded 
bottl_es. \\'ith the amendment it was con­
tradiCtory. It was clumsily worded and the 
clause would be better "·ithout th~ amend­
ment. 

::\1~·· STEVENS (Rosewood): It appeared 
!o him that the intention of the subclause as 
It left the Assembly was clearly to prevent 
the use of branded, labelled, and stamped 
bottles, for the purpose of selling any liquor 
other than that originally contained in those 
bottles. The object of the Council was to 
allow such bottles to be re-used provided 
that, in addition to the brand,' label, or 
stamp, the name and address of the licensee 
was shown in legible characters. He 
thought the meaning of the clause might be 
made clearer by using the word " also " in­
stead of "only." In his opinion, they 
Wished to allow these stamped bottles to be 
re-used, and tl1e stamp could not be washed 
off--

The HOME SECRETARY: They cannot be 
Used under my amendment. 

:\Ir. STEVENS: Here the re-use of a 
·stamped bottle \Vas clearly provided for. 
. ~he HmrE SECRETARY: Yes; that is where 
It IS filled by the original bottler. 

.Mr. STEY~NS : They were not dealing 
With the origmal bottler here, but with the 
re-use of bottles. As the clause left this 
Cham~er the re-use of labelled bottles was 
prohibited, but the Council had provided 
that these labelled stamped bottles might be 
used. provided the licensed victualler placed 
his own name. and address in legible characters 
on th<> bottle abo. 

The HoM_E SECRETARY: Then my amend­
ment provides that-" without any other 
brand or label or stamp thereon." 

.Mr. STEVENS: It was a clear contradic­
,ti_on of terms, in his, opinion. If they 
Wished that these bottles should not be re­
used, they should disagree with the Council's 
amendment, but if they were willing that 
they should be re-used the word " also" 
woul? make it perfectly clear. Clause 102 
p~ovided a penalty for the re-use of bottles 
With lab~ls or stamps, and this clause, if it 
;vas reqmred at >:ll, was either, as originally 
mtend~d, to prohibit the use of these. bottles 
or, as It had come back, to provide that t.hev 
nnght be used provided thev had the name 
and addr.es_s of the licensed ~:ictualler as well 
as the ongmal seller. 

Mr. SOMERSET (Stanley) thought it 
would be better to eliminate the whole of 
subclause (a), and substitute a provision to 
the effect. th!lt if a wineseller who used or 
had on his hcensed premises any bottle or 
receptacle, etc., bearing anv brand label or 
stamp other than his ow"n nam~ and 'ad­
dress--

The HOME SECRETARY: He must have 
bottled stuff. 

Mr. CORSER: He is selling other brands 
too. ' 

Mr. SOMERSET: The Home Secretary's 
ame"!dment was. rather confusing, because it 
reqmred that original brands and labels had 
lO be removed. 

Question-(21fr. Appel's motion, as amended) 
-put and passed. 

The HOME SECRETARY: The Council 
had made a consequential amendment on line 

[Mr. Th~Jodore. 

55, inserting " either." In the following: li_nes 
it would be necessary to make a Similar 
addition after " address " if this was adopted. 
He moved that they agree to the amendment 
of the Council. 

Question put and passed. 
The HOME SECRETARY moved that 

the Council's amendment in the same sub­
clause, on lines 56 and 57, with the addition 
after " address " of "only, and without any 
other brand, label, or stamp whatever there­
on," be accepted. 

Question put and passed. 
On clause 70-" Wineseller to sell only Aus­

tralian wine ,:_ 

The HOME SECRETARY: The Council 
had added a new subclause, as follows :-

" (3) Every wineseller shall enter upon 
every cash sale slip, or bill of parcels, in­
Yoice, or account, delivered or rendered 
to a person purchasing wine from him, 
correct particulars and the designation 
of the wine purchased, and for any failure 
so to <:'lo shall be Iiabl~ to a penalty not 
exceedmg ten pounds. 

It had been represented that it had frequently 
happened that winesellers had supplied wine 
under the designation of groc~ri~s ~r go~ds, 
and the object of the Council m msertmg 
this new subclause was that that should con­
stitute an offence, and that the actual goods 
and their quality and nature shonld be de­
scribed in the invoice. He moved that the 
Committee agree with the amendment of the 
Council. 

Mr. :YIURPHY: Under the Council's 
amendment the wincseller would have to: 
give everyone who went in for a threepenny 
glass of wine a cash slip. 

The HOME SECRETARY: I do not think 
it means that. 

Mr. MURPHY: As far as he could see, 
this amendment was prepared in the Council 
for the purpose of dealing with w~ne and 
spirit merchants _who" so~d grocerr~s and 
other things, but 1t got mixed l_lP With .the 
winesellers' licenses. The ordmary wme­
seller did not sell groceries. He did _not 
know am· case in Queensland where a wme­
seller sold groceries. 

Mr. "WINSTANLEY: There are numbers of 
them. 

Mr. MURPHY : It was . absurd that . a. 
wineseller should have to give a. cash shp 
with every glass of wine he sold. 

:Mr. MAY: In country .districts, grocers 
sold wines, spirits, and tobacco, as well as 
groceries, and took out licenses for saJ:?e, 
and it was only right that they should give 
the slip which was required. The clause 
affected the retail wine"e1ler in towns where 
they had no spirit license, but simply . a 
wine license. He would like to know If, 
when thev were going along Brunswick street 
to catch a train late at night, and went into 
a shop for a sixpenny glass of wine, the 
dealer would have to· give a slip? Would 
thev have to wait for it, and run the risk 
of losing the train? (Laughter.) 

The HoME SECRETARY: No. If the 
article- is delivered, a slip has to be given 
stating the nature of the goods. 

11r. MAY agreed that if it was delivered 
to one's private house there should be a 
slip. 

Question put and passed. 
On clause 81-" Hours of selling on licensed 

victualler's or wineseller's premises"-
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The HOME SECRETARY: The Council 
had omitted on line 25 the words " or Christ. 
mas Day," and inserted " Christmas Day or 
polling-day." That was for the purpos~ of 
givir;g_ the priyilege. to a resident lodger of 
obtammg a drmk with a meal in the speci­
.fied hours on polling-day, as well as on any 
-other prohibited days. That was a reason-
-able amendment, because it was not desired 
that polling-day should be the only day on 
which the resident lodger could not obtain a 
·drink after a meal. He moved that the 
'amendment of the Council be agreed to. 

Question put and passed. 

The Council's amendment in clause 102 
-consequential on amendment on clause 68: 
was agreed to. 

On new clause 105-" Penalty for refusing 
to pay for meals," etc.-

The HOME SECRETARY: The Council 
had inserted a new clause to follow clause 
i04, as follows:-

"If any person supplied with meals 
or accommodation on licensed premises 
on d~mand of payment b_eing made by 
the licensee of such premises, or by his 
servant or agent, refuses to pay a rea­
sonable sum for such meals or accom­
modation, he shall be liable to a pen-
alty not exceeding " 

·to which he proposed to add the words "five 
pounds." When the Bill was previously before 
·the A,sembly, an amendment was proposed 
to provide that in case of such refusal the 
Tefuser should be ;tigmatised as a ;ogue 
and vagabond. He had declined to accept 

that amendment, but he was in­
[5.30 p.m.] clined to think that the amend-

ment inserted by the Council was 
.a reasonable one, as some protection should 
be given to licensed victuallers. The Bill 
imposed a number of obligations on the 
licensed victualler, and required him to pro­
vide accommodation and keep his premises 
in a certain condition, and it was only rea­
sonable that, if any person took advantage 
of such accommodation and refused to pay 
for ,,arne, he should be liable to a penalty. 
He therefore moved that the new clause in­

·;;erted by the Council be agreed to, with the 
addition of the words " five pounds." 

Mr. THEODORE contended that it was 
.a wrong principle to put in such a di·astic 
penalty for such a case, as there might be 
no dishonest intention on the part of a per­

'son who secured a meal at an hotel and 
was then unable to pay when payment 
was demanded. Persons looking for work 
in a new district or town immediately went 
to the hot-el and asked for accommodation 
perhaps not having any means to pav fo;. 
me.als, but with the intention of looking 
for work and settling up at the usual time. 

Mr. FoRSYTH: Suppose he gets no work? 

Mr. THEODORE : In that case, he would 
make other arrangements. Those arrange­
ments were made every day in the year. 
'There were scores of people not able to 
pay for a meal who were not dishonest. It 
often happened that a publican would not 
give accommodation unl8~s it was paid for 
in advance, but VBry often they gave ac­
commodation to men looking for work, and 
if the ciause were agreed to, an unscrupu-­
lous licensed victualler, if he got a set 
a<~:ainst- a. man residinv in the hotel, could 
demand payment, m1cl if the unfortu­
:nate individual was unable to pay, he 

would be ·handed over to the police. The 
clause imposed a drastic penalty for a minor 
offence and for an action which was no 
offence at all. In mining and other dis­
tricts, where the population was nomadic, 
is was the usual thing for a man to go to 
the hotel, knowing that the publican, if he 
was a reasonable person, would not look 
for payment until the Bnd of the week. That 
was the usual practice, and if the publican 
liked to be nasty, after the man had had 
one meal he could demand payment, and 
the man 'might not have a shilling. 

:Mr. DouGLAS: He would not refuse to 
pay; he would say, "I cannot pay." 

Mr. THEODORE: If such a man could 
make arrangements to pay, he :vould have 
no objection to the clause. but It would be 
an offence if he did not pay at once, and 
the man would, perhaps, be cast into. pris~n. 
The clause was altogether wrong In prm­
ciple, and he would vote against it. 

}lr. ::Yll:RPHY opposed the clause, on the 
ground that they had no right to p~ace a 
licensed victualler on a different footmg to 
anyone else. The Home Secretary had re­
ferred to the number of obligations placed 
or licensed victuallers bv the Bill, but they 
pl'aced no obligation on "a lice;1sed victualler 
to give board and residence to any person 
who could not pay for it. If a man went 
to an hotel for a drink, he could be told 
that he had to pay strictly in advance, and 
when the licensed victualler was on the same 
plane as any other business man, it would 
be wrono- to insert such a clause as that. 

The H';J\!E SECRETARY : Let the Committee 
vote on it; I am not pressing it. 

Mr. MURPHY: The Home Secretary in­
troduced the clause as a vei'Y desirable 
amendment. 

The HOME SECRETARY : I am not anxious 
about it. 

Mr. MAY p<Jintcd out 'that p:ople knock­
ing about out West mig;ht have no, work_ to 
do but might have a prospect o, gettmg 
wdrk, and they went to an hotel and put up 
there perhaps for five or six weeks, with. the 
intention of pavino- afterwards. There might 
be a few loaf,";rs '"who did not pay, but the 
bulk of the people, if the;r got credit from 
a publican, invariably paid up as soon as 
they started work. 

New clause put and negatived. 
On clause 121-" Liauor not to be soid by 

wholesale except in places proclaimed"-

The HOME SECRETARY: The Council 
added " registered distillers " to those men­
tioned in the clause. As there was no reason 
whv a registered distiller should be excepted, 
he-moved that the Council's amendment be 
agreed to. 

Question put and passed. 
A coneequpntial amendment in clause 122 

\Yas also ao;re .. ed to. 
On c:ause 126-" Registration of bottlers"-

The HOME SECRETARY: The Coun~il 
had omitted the words " as an agent " m 
that clause which was consequential on the 
amendments agreed to in clause 68. He 
ther<Ofore moved that the Council's amend­
ment be- agre,_,d to. 

Question- put and pa&sed. 
A further consequential amendment on 

line 4, page 54, was also arrreed to. 

Han. J. G. Appel.] 
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The HOME SECRETARY: In line 6, the 
Council had omitted the words " a bottler " 
and inserted the word " he." That was also 
a consequential amendment, and he moved 
that the Council's amendment be agreed to. 

Mr. HARDACRE pointed out that that 
amendment showeJ the noce'ssity of using a 
different type for amendments inserted by 
the Legislative Council. The words " a 
bottler he" were printed in ordinary type, 
and he suggested that in future a heavier 
type be us8d for amendment>. 

Hm;ouRABLE ME)JBERS: Hear, hear! 
Question put and passed. 

Further consequential amendments m lines 
27 and 28 were also agreed to. 

On new clause 152, as follows :-
" If upon the application for registra­

tion of any club it is proved that such 
club was in existence at the time of the 
passing of the Licensing Act of 1885, and 
\Yas registered under the R0gistration 
of CluL< Aat of 1904, or that such club 
was registered under the last-mentionul 
Act on or before the first dav of J anu­
m·y, one thomand nine hundred and 
seYen, the provisions of this .part shall 
rot app!y other than those providing for 
regi,;tration and the payment of an 
annual registration fee an I section one 
hundred and twenty-nine. 

" Section one hundr·ed and thirty-seYen 
shall not apply to any such club." 

The HOME SECRETARY: This clause 
vro.-ided that the provisions of this part of 
the Bill should not be applicable to clubs 
which were ·in existence at the time of the 
pa,sing of the Act of 1885 and were regis­
tered on or before January, 1907. The 
original Bill ~xempted clubs which were 
registered prior to the passing of tho Act 
of 1885, but the Assembly refused to accept 
that provision. The Counail had reiuerted 
it, and proposed to exmnpt all clubs regis­
tered up to the yea" 1907 from the opera­
tion of the provisions of the Bill. That 
would practically mean eYCQ' club reg·is­
tered in the State. and he did not think 
there >vas any justification for such ,an 
,amendment. He moved that the amend­
ment be disagre.ed to. 

Mr. FIHELLY wishnd to say a word or 
two in support of the Council's amendment. 
It was all nonsense to say that there vms 
some reason to ·e"empt four clubs, and bring 
all others' under the O'peration of the pro­
visions of the Bill. Those four clubs wer·e no 
more entitled to exemption than were other 
club'. For many years he had been a mem­
,ber of the Irish _\ssociation Club, which was 
registered under the law. They had a 
library and debating society, and the en­
vironment at the club was elevating and 
edifying. He did not know of any better 
educ4J,tional institution for young men than 
that club, and he should be very sorrv to 
see it crippled in its operations by this ·Bill. 
He had se"n the Premier there. 
. '.rhe PREMIER: And I had a Yery pleasant 

tnne. 
Mr. FIHELLY: He knew from what took 

place among the cheerv multitude who were 
present that the hon. 'l'entleman was satisfied 
with his retPption. The only club in Aus­
tralia that was Yisited bv the Ri!Yht Han. 
Mr. Bryce was the Irish" Association Club, 
and he expressed in most eloquent and 
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fe:icitDus tern1 his {1pp:-eciatio1~ ;A t:le valu_e 
of lc1e institution. The proYlswns of t.ns 
Bill would practically abolish that club. 

Mr. TRol'T: How ,, ill this Bill abolish it? 

:Mr. FIHELL Y: Every member of the 
Irish Club was not a " wowser" sort o.f person 
who stopped at home on a Sunday af~ernoC!n; 
he liked to go to the club and enJOY him­
self in a rational ·nnd intellectual mannerc. 
As it was a working-man's club1 he hoped! 
the Committee ,,,auld not knock It out. :Che 
Queensland Club, the Johnsonian Ciub, and 
a cDuple of other cluus were. t,o ?" <;>xempt 
from the provisions of the ongll a, Bill, but 
working-men's clubs were afiordecl no such 
consideration-they would be crushed _by the 
operation of the Bill. H~ wa, gomg to 
di.-ic!e the Committee on this new clause. 

Mr. MORf'cA::'\ (:1[u,·i1la) : He was ple:'sd 
t;1at it was the intention of the C'onmntteP 
tD reject the now clause in>.rted by the 
Council. If a club was properly conducted 
and der,,erving of .a license.. its In.s1nbers. 
should not object to its bemg ~mder the 
supervision provided for by the, B1ll. Hotel­
keepers, "~ho conducte·~ equa_1ly as . f?O{,d 
places as clubs, were subject to 1ts prDviswns. 

:Mr. FrHELLY: Clubs are co-opNative insti­
tutions, and are not run for profit. 

::\:Ir. MORGil~: There were clubs at ::\Iii­
dura, in ·victoria, "'\vhcre there ·was Inore 
drinking going on than there was \n ]10tels. 
and as far as he was concerned. If 1t was 
a q;IPstion of wiping out clubs ?r hotels, hP 
woul·d vote for wiping out c.ubs. Ther<'" 
11 ere a number of club~ in this State whi<;h 
vve:~e a disgrace to the country. and he h • rl 
that it was the dutv of the Committee to 
se.e that all clubs were placed under jlrOjlC:· 
supervision. 

Mr. WILLIAMS (Charters 'J'ou•er:<) sup­
ported the Council's <tmendment. The:· 
ought not to be guided in this. mat~cr by 
the fact that the:e w·e~·e clubs m 2\illldure., 
which was in ,uwther State, which were 
1nere drinking placPs. Clubs in Queons~and 
were well conducted: they were not run for 
profit. and they were p1·actically th~ home 
of many of their members, partlCl!larly 
bachelor' members and it would be mtro~ 
clueing a wrong 'p~i~~ipl·e if the:v- place« 
them in the k:lme pos1tlon as hotels. 

:Mr. WHITE (Jiusgrau) regretted to hear 
the exnerience of the hon. membPr for 
Muriila· in connection with clubs. He be­
longed to sewral chibs,_ and he ~ad ne\·er 
seen excessive drinking m them: m fact, he 
belono·ed to one club where there was abso­
luteh;? no drinking·. Clubs were quite nec.os-, 
5arv • for men like himself, who had no 
homes of their own, but were among th<>­
homcless pom. (Laughter.) Members cou!d 
be just as comfortab:e there as mry nran m 
his own home and he sincerelv hoped tl>ct 
clubs would n'ot be unnecessaril:~· interfered' 
with by the operation of this Bill. 

lYlr. vVIXSTAXLEY did not see why thor& 
shou~d be any class legislation in this matter, 
and thought that clubs should cvme m;det 
the operation of the Bill. _vVhatewr r~:ng-ht 
be said about clubs in Bnsbane. he kne· 1

· 

that in sonoe towns in Quccn,land clubs,":,.,, 
formed for the express pnrpoc,- of en a 11Ir;g 
tlwir members to do what they could not au. 
otherwise. As c:ub' dispensed liquor. the_, 
should be under the same rules and regul<t­
tions as hotels. 
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Mr. GRAXT (Fitzroy) : The hon. member 
who l1ad just sat down .'aid this was c:a's 
legislation. Did not the hon. meinber know 
that \Vorking nH::ll had clubs? ~-\..nd 1vhv 
should working 1nen not han~ clubs where 
they could meet together for social ·enjoy­
mont? He understood that the majority of 
the members of the Irish Association Club 
1vere 1vhat w<~re ealled working n1-en. ~·: 
number of such institutions were residential 
clubs. and bach"lors made them their home. 
Sevei·al of the members of the R<X:khttmJnon 
c:ub lived at the club-it wa, their honw. 
If a man lived in a boarding-house he COllld 
take drink in there on •a Saturday and 
drink .as much as he liked on the Sunday, 
but if he lived at a club he wou'd not enjov 
that advantage under this Bill. It W.lS a 
Inistnkn to i1nagine that clubs were only for 
the well-to-do, and he held that it wcn!ld be 
a good thing if there 1YPre 1nore ~oci al 
clubs for working men. As had be .·n pointed 
out, clubs were co-ope1 ative srcieties, and it 
was not to anyone'& advantage that th€ 
members should drink at the club. 

Mr. E. B. C. CORSER (Jiaryborough) 
noticed that the application o£ the amend­
ment was restricted to any clubs r€gistered 
up to 1907, and that would be' unfair to 

some clubs which registere 1 sinee 
[7 p.m.] that dat<>-on€ was a club in 

;}Jaryborough, which had a brg€ 
membership. and there might be others. 
Provision should be made to include all 
clubs which ·wer,, r,::-gistered up to 1_912, if it 
'Nas thought wi:·e to include <tny. 

Mr. HARDACRE: Past, present, and future. 
Mr. E. B. C. CORSER: H€ would not go 

.so far as future. becaus-3 thf':-e 1night be a 
different kind of dub brought into exist€n<:e 
to evade the Licc·nsing Act. H0 mm·<>cl the 
omission of '"seven.'' on line 26. \Yith the 
object of inserting "twelve.'' 

The CHAIRMAN: I must remind the 
han. member that the question is that the 
new clause be disagreed with. 

Mr. HARDACRE .did not know whether 
members who were supporting the Council's 
amendment knew what they were doing. 
{Laught€r.) The clubs included under the 
amendment could s€ll liquor at any time they 
liked, and also sell drink to outsiders. • 

HoNOURABI"E MEMBERS: No, they cannot. 
Mr. GRANT: Even strangers are not ·ad­

mitted . 
Mr. HARDACRE: Under clause 149 there 

was a special prohibition against clubs selling 
to people outside. 

Mr. BERTRAM: The rules of the clubs pro­
vide that they can only sell to members. 

Mr. HARDACRE: Under the Council's 
amendment, they would be able not only to 
sell at all hours of the clay and night, but to 
outsiders as well, because they would be 
exempted from the provisions of section 148, 
which prohibited them from selling to out­
siclers-thev would be able to do as thev 
liked, without any supervision by the police, 
or any other limitations. It was simply 
going to bring chaos. 

Mr. FIHELL Y thought that old members 
of clubs, like the hon. member for Leich­
hardt, show€d themselw·s too well informed 
about the business carried on in clubs as a 
rule. There was a vast difference between 
the op0rations of a club and the operations 
of an hoteL An hotel. in tlw first plac€, was 
run for individual gain, but the club was a 

purely co-operative concern, ar:cl if there 
was a credit-balance, it went to 1mprove the 
surroundings of the members. Not only the 
clubs of the well-to-do, but the ~lubs of the 
working men, had become essentially a. pa:t 
of our social life, and it would be a p1ty 1f 
they were brought under a looal option Act 
-for this was a local option Act-because 
they could then be wiped out. They could 
also be made to close at 11 o'clock .. The 
Irish Club, to which he belonged, was ~n the 
babit of running till about 12. Durmg a 
lecture or an €ntertainment of any sort, the 
bar was always closed. vYhy should thr:t 
club be closed down after 11 o'clock, a~ 1~ 
would practically have to be _under the B1ll. 
The club was a co-operative concern-an 
extension of the familv life, ar.cl he hoped 
the Committee would do nothi:1g to jeop!'r­
clise the existence of a club hke the Insh 
Club in connection with which there was a 
debating society and a spl€nclid library, and 
v:her<' periodical scientific lectures were 
given. 

Mr. MoRGA~ : This Bill won't stop them 
from doing that. 

:iYlr FIHELL Y: He intended to put the 
hon. ·member for Murilla on the visitors' 
list so as to show him how differently cl nbs 
we{.e conducted in Brisbane to what they 
were in the countrY from which he had come 
so rec-ently. ~ ' 

Mr. MAY : That is a reflection upon the 
vV estern cl nbs. 

Mr. FIHELL Y: The clubs were w€ll con­
ducted, and the secretary generally did the 
·work gratis. 

Question-That the Council's new clause 
152 be disagreed to-put ; and the Committee 
divid€cl:-

l\Ir. 
AYES, 38. 

Adamson 
Appel 
Barber 
Barne>~, G. P. 
Barnes, VV. H. 
Bebhington 
Bertran1 
Blair 
Bridge~ 
Denham 
Foley 
Gilday 
Gillies 
Grayson 
Gunn 
Hardacre 
Hunter 
Huxham 
Land 

Mr. "Larcombe 
Lennon 
Luke 
l\Iaeartney 
l\icCornlaCli:: 
}forgan 
Murphy 
Paget 
Payne 
Petrie 
Son1erset 
Stevens 
Swayne 
Theodore 
Tolmie 
Trout 
Walker 
Wienholt 
Winstanley 

'l'ellers: 'Jrir. Bertram and Mr. :Morgan. 

NOES} 10. 
:\Ir. Bonchard Mr. Kessell 

Coyne May 
Fihe!ly Vowles 
Grant White 
Hodge 'Williams 

Tellers: Mr. Fihelly and 1\Ir. Vowles. 

PAIRS. 

Ayes-~Ir. Booker and :.VIr. Fox, 
Noe--C.Ir. Ryan and Mr. Hamilton. 

Resolved in the affirmative. 

Claw;e 153-" Exemption in case of out­
door gan1es ''-

The HOME SECRETARY: The Council 
had amended th<' proviso J:y omitti:'-g t.hG· 
words .. iortv-sev2n" and lnF'rted In heu 
thereof the ·words ' " forty-<'ight." As the 
As•.emblv had omitted the new clause to· 
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follow clauOB 104, that amendment was not 
neceS>ary, and he therefore moved that it 
be disagreed to. 

Question put and passed. 
Clause 167-" \Vhen first loeal option vote 

may be taken"-

The HO:\lE SECRETARY: The Council 
had inserted a new subclause (g) as fo]. 
lows:-

" (g) In lieu of the form of ballot­
paper prescribed by Form ~o. 1 of the 
Eighth Schedule to the said Act, the 
form of ballot-paper prescribed in For:n 
No. 41 of the Second Schedule to this 
Act shall be used with such modifica­
tions as are necessary:"' 

·The form of ballot-paper referred to was 
much simpler than the one under the IocaJ 
option clauses of the present Act, which wa,; 
somewhat misleading. It was a very good 
alteration, and made the matter quite clear ' 
for those likely to use it for voting pur­
poses. He therefore moved that the Coun­
cil's amendment be agreed to. 

Question put and passed. 
_Ciauoe 171-"Vote on prohibition"-

The HOME SECRETARY: The Council 
had imerted, in lines 7 and 8, the words 
"or at anv S••nate election thereafter." As 
bon. n1e1nbers ''n~re aware, in 1925, a Yote 
may be taken on R, .olution D, and the 
amendment had been in•.erted to make it 
absolutely certai·1 that at any Senate election 
thuc>after a vote could he taken on that 
rc>so!ution. Hc> consequently moved that the 
Council's anwndment be agreed to. 

Que.otion put and passed. 
A consequential amendment in clause 11 

\Yas also agreed to. 

Clause 176-" \Vhen a rc>so!ution is car· 
1·ied "-

The HO:dE SECRETARY: The next 
amendment of the Council's was in clau;;e 
176, which was a very important portion of 
the Bill, and was one in which provision 
"as made that any resolution could be 
carried if at least 25 per cent. of the electors 
in the local option area had voted at the 
poll. The Legislative Council had omittBd 
the words .. twenty-five per centum" and 
inserted the words " one-half." It was need­
less to point out to those hon. members who 
had to do with the various debates that 
took place in connection with the passage 
of this measure through the Assembly last 
session that the Council, having insisted' on 
certain amendments which the Assemblv 
declined to accept, the Bill was lost. and 
that important measure of liquor refoxm 1'as 
delayed. 

An HONOURABLE MEMBER: All the better. 
The HOME SECRETARY: He did not 

follow the hon. member who intBrjected "All 
the better," because the administrative 
clauses alone were of snch a reform char­
ncter that they were absolutely necessary for 
the proper administration of the liquor 
legislation. Those members who were ani­
mated with a desire to see that reform 
lPgislation come into operation must realise 
that if a similar happening was not to take 
place again. it would be nece>sary for them 
t<> endPavour to. compromise the matter with 
the Legislative Council. Whatever their 
personal opinions on the subject might be, 
or howc>Yer they might desire that their own 
personal opinions in that matter might be 
carried into effect, experience had shown 
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that, if they desired to s·sc that. legislation 
come into effect on the datB mentioned, the.y 
\Yould han' to give something more. than It 
wn.s proposed to give in the first Ir:stan.ce, 
and endeavour to meet the Legislative 
Council on the matter. 

:Mr. THEODORE : \Yhy back down ? 
The HOYJ:E SECRETARY: The hon. 

member could call it backing down o.:: what­
ever he liked; his (Mr. Appel's) de~ue was 
to see the Bill become law, and ':"Ith that 
desire he was prepared to .co.mpromise m the 
matter by moving the omissiOn o~ the wor~s 
"one-half " and that there be Inserted m 
lieu there~£ the w01·ds " rhirty-five per cen· 
tum." The clawe would then read-

" Any resolution shall be carried if at 
least thirtv-five per centum of the elec­
tors of th~ local option area ha >:e voted 
at the poll." . 

:\lr. LEXNON: Will a simp:e majority carry It? 

The HO:Y1E SECRETARY: H;e proposed, 
in this connection, as a cornprornr~e, to .rnove 
at the proper time that in connectiOn With all 
rednction resolutions the maJ_ority. must be 
a simple one; but in c~mnectwn \nth ~e~o­
lution D and ResolutiOn E the maJority 
must LE' a three-fifths one. He, therefore, 
moved that the Commit~ee disagree t'? ~he 
Legislative Council's amendment, or;;Ittmg 
the words "twenty-five per ccntmn " and 
in.<erting in lieu thereof the w'?rds. one­
half" and offer them in uubst1tunon the 
words "thirty-five per centum." 

Mr. WINSTANLEY (Charters Towers) 
was surprised at the attitude of the Gove~n­
ment with regard to this amendment. \Vhiie 
he was prepared to hear that some c~~­
promise would be propo~ed, h<: never antiCI· 

pated arlythmg like that . now 
[7.30 p.m.] submitted to ~h':' Committee. 

The provisions givmg the people 
the right to decide whether the number _of 
licenses should be reduced were not worth 
the naner they were written on, because 
the ~ost ardent reforiners in the State recog­
nised that, in forcing some people '?ut '?£ 
the trade they would be only makmg It 
better for' those who were left in. Only _last 
Saturday, a local option poll was taken m a 
certain town, and there was ,an .over::vhelm­
ing majority against a reduction m the 
number of public-houses, for the reas~n he 
had just stated. With regard to allowlllg a 
35 per cent. poll, he thought that was a 
mistake, because all that would be necessary 
in that case would be to tell people not to 
trouble their heads about the vote, but to 
keep away, and the whole .thing would be 
defeated. The proposal with I:egard to .a 
three-fifths majority was nonsensiCal. If this 
Bill was not better administered than the 
existing Act had been, it would not effect 
much reform. 

The HOME SECRETARY: Yon know abso­
lutely nothing about the matter when you 
make that statement. 

Mr. WINSTANLEY: He knew that. t~e 
existing Act had not been properly admims­
tered. As for the measure now before them, 
it gave the people privileges with one hand 
and took them away with the other. He 
regarded the proposal just made by the 
Minister as a considerable backdow':', after 
the statements made by the Prenuer :>nd 
the Home Secretary on a previous oc_caswn, 
and he hoped the Committee would drsagree 
with the Council's amendment, und leave 
the clause as it was when it left the Assembly. 
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Mr. MURPHY (Burke) thought it was 
generally recognised that if the Bill was to 
become law there must be some "'nn­
promise. He was a member of the con­
ference of last sesFion to which the Home 
Secretary referred, and he thought that if 
there had been a little sweet reasonableness 
shown by the han. gentleman and his friends 
the Bill would have been passed last session; 
but they were determined not to give way 
on any point, but to have the whole Bill and 
nothing but the Bill. If the Council threw 
the Bill out again there would have to be 
a special session and a referendum, and it 
would be better for the Committee to get the 
measure out of the way. Ever since he had 
been in Pa-rliament they had be<m promised 
a Liquor Bill, and every session such a 
measure had been mentioned in the Go­
vernor's Speech. Now they had a liquor 
Bill, and the temperance people stated that 
it was a fairly good Bill, and one which 
would enable the authorities to control the 
liquor traffic. It was a big move in the 
direction of liquor reform, and he hoped that 
repre.;entatives of the temperance uar,~· wouLd 
recognise that if they were to get it they 
must compromise. Ac; Mr. Le,ina used to 
say, if they could not get the whole hog 
they had better take a good pork chop, and 
in this measure they had a good pork chop. 

Mr. BARBER (Bundaberg): He was tired 
of the shilly-shallying, vacillating attitude 
of the Government in regard to this matter. 
Where were all the backbone and grit they 
boasted of possessing last year, when they 
threatened to force war on 'the Council, and 
threatened to anl!ihilate that Chamber if they 
did not submit to the desires of the Go­
vernment? Considerable time was spent by 
the House last year over this measure, and 
the taxpayers were involved in considerable 
expense in putting the Bill through both 
Houses. Yet they had seen what in his 
opinion was practically a public scandal in 
another place, where a mere handful of indi­
viduals, representing certain interests, were 
able to insist upon certain provisions in this 
Bill. He doubted whether such persons 
would have been allowed to vote on such a 
measure in the mother of Parliamel'J.ts. Had 
they do.ne .so they would probably have lost 
their seats. Yet the Government of Queens­
land sat quietly .crown, .and calmly and col­
lectedly accepted the proposals of another 
place. Rather than agree to the compromise 
now proposed, he would submit the Bill to a 
referendum of the people, and let them 
decide whether a measure which was passed 
by the representative Chamber should become 
law or not: but to a1lo·w themselves to be 
coerOJed and bounced by another place was 
OI!e of the most humiliating positions he 
could conceive of. He had wondered several 
times that evening why it was that the re­
presentatives of " Bung " went round the 
Chamber with a seraphic smile on their faces, 
and showed no sign of a storm. The reasons 
were now evident. No doubt the Premier or 
the Home Secretary had allowed it to per­
colate into the minds of the tr.ade representa­
tives what the attitude of the Government 
was with regard to this amendment. He did 
not wonder that thev had worn the seraphic 
smile which they had done to-da:>. Let the 
Government raise their hats to "Kini(" Bung." 
who reip-ned supreme in Queensland to-day. 
How long would it be before the Home Sec­
retary would hav9 to say from his place here 
that unlecc; they ruled the liquor traffic the 
liquor traffic would rule Queensland? It 

was about time the Chief Secretary put his, 
foot down firmly, and let it be known to _the 
people of Queensland that the representatives 
of what, after all, was a small industry­
although there was a large amount of capital 
invested in it, but which paid the lowest per· 
centage of wages in proportion to capital in­
vested of anv indust'rv-that that industry 
was to practically run the Government of the 
State. In his opinion, the Government 
should take up a firm attitude against mak­
ing any compromise at all with another 
place, and let the Bill go to the electors. If 
the electors turned it down, he could then·· 
understand the Government making some< 
compromise. 

The PRE:JHER said that the perfervid 
utterance of the hon. member who had just 
resumed his seat reminded him of a sentfmce 
by one of Britain's ablest stah··men about 
" the hare-brained chatter of irresponsiblo 
frivolity." 

Mr. THEODORE: That fits you. 
Tho PRR!HIER: There was no responsi­

bility resting upon the hon. member, and 
therefore he had been able to counsel some­
thing which, if the counsel were taken, 
would not be for the best interests of 
Queensland. He was not prepared to allow 
that tho hon. member was the sole custo· 
dian of either the morals or the welfare of 
the State. The question before the Cham­
Ler was that in relation to local option, 
and the alteration vvas from 25 to 35 per 
cent. of the total vote cast at a local option 
poll. It was hard] v conceivable that less. 
than 35 pei' cent. dould be polkd-it was 
not 35 per cent. in favour, but 35 per cent. 
of the total vote cast. If there were not 
such a yote cast thd'e was precious little 
interest taken in a question of such magni­
tude as this. 

Mr. FOLEY: Why did you make it 25 per 
cent.? 

The PREMIER : If he could get 25 per 
cent. he would get it, but for anybody tcr 
think of surrendering all the advantages 
which the Bill contained, merely because 
the:v could not get their entire will, was the 
action of those who were not responsible, 

Mr. THEODORE : That was your own 
opinion six months ago. 

The PREMIER : It was his opinion to­
day if he could get 25 per cent., but he· 
was not prepared to lose this Bill, after all 
the toil that had been put into it, just because 
of being unable to agree on the local option 
elauses of the Bill. It will remain in the 
power of the Assembly hereafter to effect 
further reform, 

Mr. FoLEY: How do you know the Coun­
cil will accept it? 

The PREMIER: He could not tell what 
they would do. 

Mr. HUNTER : I can tell you that they 
will. It is common property. 

The PREMIER : He was glad to hear 
that thev would. If hon. members took 
up the h"eroic attitude of throwing the Bill 
away because they could not get all they 
wanted--

Mr. \VIKSTAXLEY: You said that before. 
• The PREMIER: He wad discmsing the 
matter from to-day. 

Mr. WINSTANLEY: The responsibility is 
yours. 

The PREMIER : He did not want to 
share the hon. member's responsibility, and 
he did not ask the hon. member to share· 

If on. D. F. Denham.] 
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his. Ao;uming they said that thev would 
accept nothing other than 25 per e<lnt., and 
~hey would only accept the simple majoritv 
m respect of the proposition, and tl1e Biil 
was lost--

Mr. FOLEY : Let the people decide. 
The PREMIER:. Tll"e1·e, again, the hon. 

member was the Irresponsible man. This 
vote would ~ave to be taken at the next 
E:ederal ele8tron, and there were no less than 
SIX referenda to be submitted at that time. 

lV~r. THEODORE : Where is the necessity of 
tukmg It at the next referenda? 

The PREMIER: It musb be taken on -a 
pub!rc OCC"asron, othen;·ise they 1\ oJUld not 
have a representative ,·ote. \Yould it be 
reasonable to ask the people of Queensland 
hl deal ''"ith this proposition on the top of 
six refere!'da proposals? In the big interest 
created m respect of the Constitutional 
que,;tions, this matter might be overkoked. 
It was not reasonable that the State should 
,interpose at the time of the ll'ederal election 
when there were six referenda proposals to 
b.e submittc~. \Vho was playing at this 
time the rea, game for temperance refonn 
-the man who said, " Te,,t it if you will '' 
or the one who said, " Let us get 99 p~r 
cent. of what we are out for, and the 1 
pu· cent. can b£ m the womb of the future." 
The multitude of advantage,; contained in 
the Bill-apart from the oue<.tion of reduc­
tion or total prohibition~wc re in them­
selves important enough for them to accept 
the compromise. As for worr:, ing themselves 
ab?u.t 1926, that was too far off, and his 
opmwn was that long before that time there 
would_ be qu_ite arr::ple opportunity, end he 

·thought public opmwn would shape that way 
for eYen more drastic reform in regard to 
local option being submitted ; but to risk 
all the. labour that had been put into ·this 
for EWO sessions-postpone it for tw£1Ye 
mont11s-merely because of something that 
might happen in 1926, was not common 
sense. All the bounce about climbing down 
went for nothing at all. He wac out for 
the public interests--

::Y1r. LEKKO>I interjected. 
The PREMIER : The hon. gentleman had 

shown .a gre ctter affinity and love for liquor 
vested mterests than he had. There had been 
thrc1' successive Prmnicrs \vho shied at this 
Bill, an:/ the Opposition, in their public print, 
had sard that the Government would not 
bring· it ·on again this se;sion. It was one 
Df the best liquor Bills in Australia, and 
the onlv point of difference was as to what 
should take place in 1926. Common sense 
said, " Get what you can now, and let those 
who come after U•· deal with it." 

Mr. THEODORE: You are setting up vested 
interests in the three-fifths majority. 

The PREMIER : In 1926? 
Mr. THEODORE : Yes. 
The PREMIER: The hon. ~;entleman 

·could reckon that the last word had not been 
said upon temperance matters. The Council 

·said they wanted 50 per cent. The Assembly 
said 25 per cent., and a fair compromise 
was 35. It must be allowed that if there 
could not be 35 ner cent. of the total vote 
polled, there was not much interest in the 

·question. Then they adhered to a sinmle 
majority in relation to the reduction, a"nd 

·as to something to take plac0 in 1926, 
were quite prepared to compromise by allow­
. ing the throe-fifths. His point \Yas this­
. he was not making a fuss about what he 

[lTon, D. F. Denham. 

wa11ted doing, and then taking away the 
means of doing it-he wanted to do it-he 
wanted to leave the Assembly's mark npon 
the statute-book, and when it came to fur­
ther reform, then their successors, whoever 
they might be, would dBal with that reform­
(He:tr, hear!) 

Mr. ADAMSON : The Chief Secretary had 
said that unless they accepted this com· 
promise in relation to the matter of the 35 
per cent. and the three-fifths majority, they 
were going to lose the Bill. Judging from 
the majorities with which the Bill was passed 
in the Assembly, a very remarkable char_1ge 
must ha.-e come over hon. members opposite, 
if there was any danger of losing the Bill, 
or dse the Chief S8cretary and those associ· 
ated with him were not sincere when they 
put these provisions in the Bill in the first 
instance. 

The PREMIER: You ha.-e no justification 
for making that assertion. 

J\Ir. ADAMSON: He could not ul}dei~stand 
whv the Government should put such pro· 
visions in a Bill unless thev intended to 
stand by them. Everything showed that, so 
far as the voting at these particular polls 
was concerned, it had been difficult to get 
very high polls. 

The PREMIER: Because they have not been 
held at the time of a general election. 

::Ylr. ADAMSON: While it was desirable to 
get as many to vote as possible, he was of 
opinion that the people who went to vote 
ought not to be penalised by those who 
stayed awav. All that the trade had to do 
was to persuade men not to go to the poll 
and vote; if they did not get the 35 per 
cent. poll, the thing was of no effect. The 
Government had given wav upon the points 
which the temperance people regarded as 
vital; they had compromised in favour of 
the trade in both cases. They had raised the 
size of the poll from 25 per cent. to 35 per 
cent., and they had increased the majonty 
from a simple majority to a three-fifths 

majority. The great mass of 
[8 p.m.] tellllperance refOJ~mers did .not 

care mueh about reduction. 
\Vhat the hon. member for Herbert, or some 
other hon. member, had said was quite true: 
that in this case, they had to march through 
monopoly to prohibition, and hon. members 
on the other side knew that the Labour party 
were against all kinds of monopolies, and 
one of the worst monopolies was the drink 
monopolv. Some temperance people were 
quite coiltent to ask for reduction, but last 
vear he had read a letter from a prominent 
;upporter of the Government, stating that 
as far as reduction was concerned at Ipswich, 
they had accomplished nothing, and they had 
been working since 1885. They had a poll 
yesterday at Nundah, in relation to prohibi­
tion, and if it had been decidf'cl on .a si1nple 
n:ajori<y prohibition would have been c:cr· 
1ned. \Vhy should they depart from a 
simple majorit'.' rule in a · ·itSe like that? 
Thev buttressed and pampered th, · drink 
tr~J,ffic i!l eYer.v po~sibL-. \\-·'1y, . a!ld the~· 
legalised a traffic that was rummg and 
blasting the lives of thousands, and nobody 
knew that better than the Premier and the 
Home Secretary, In the matter of the In­
dustrial Peace Bill, if that was sent to the 
country to dE·cide by a referendum, it would 
be decided by a simple majorit:f, and they 
could take a hundred other subJects of the 
same kind, and they would all be deci,dBd by 
a simple majority. Lord Rosebery said years 
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ago: " Unless the country controls the drink 
traffic, the drink traffic will control the 
country," and in that case, the trade, helped 
by those interested in it in another place 

'Was controlling the Assembly. All the best 
provisions in the Bill were carried by a 
good majority in the Assembly, and the 
strong temperance men on that side of the 
House sto?d by the Goyernment every time, 
and now It was found that in a matter that 
would make or mar the Bill the Government 
were prepared to back down at the behest 
of another place, and at the behest of the 
trade. The Premier said he was not much 
,concer:'ed about the three-fifths. majority, be­
,cause It would not be brought mto operation 
until 1926, and that was quite true. There 
were many desirable things in t!'e Bill, and 
'the temperance reformers recogmsed that the 
'Government had vut many admirable clauses 
in the Bill; but in that particular matter 

·they had' taken from them what was more 
important than any of those other things. 

The PRE:ITIIR: Something in 1926. 
Mr. ADAMSO::'\ asked whether the Pro­

mier would agitate the countrv in 1926 for 
a simple majority? • 

The PRE)IIER: Let us get what we can now. 

Mr. ADAMSON: Or would the hon. gentle­
man still tempm·ise between now and 1926 ? 

The PREMIER: I am the only one who has 
be~n game in the last twenty-six years to 
brmg temperance reform before the House. 

:vir. ADA:\ISON: He did not want to de­
tract from anything the Premier had done 
as the Government had put into the measur~ 
~ome good proyisions, but they wer:e destroy­
mg the good they had done when they in­
creased the poll to 35 per cent. and in­
creased the majority to a three-flfths ma­
jority. ,It not only ~ave the trade breathing 
space till 1925, but It gave them breathing 
space for long afte~, because unless they 
,cou!d _get prohibition carried by a simple 
maJority,. there was no hope of carrying it. 
It was said that compromise was the 'SOPnce 
of politics, but there were times when com­
~romise ought to be put aside, anrl when 
opportumsm ought to be killed and when 
men should stand for p6nciple; 'and he held 
that this wa, the time when men sho,Td 
stand for principle. If it was some traffic 
that was benefiting the country, or making 
people happy, or helping to den'l0,1 tho 
country, he could understand the p, "'nier 
coinproinising in its favour~ but it. was a 
traffic for which nobodv could plead. The 
drink traffic was indef·'nsible, and all me 
be;;t _men. ir; the world to-day realis~d thot, 
an ·1 In hB .~jeart of htarts the Pre1n1er .tLD 
rPulised that, but. simply to placate men who 
were livino:; on the ruin of othn )Jeople, he 
''as prc'1ared to back do\vn. 

The PREMIER: It is not to nlacave anY­
L-d.v: it i,, to secure a. nluch-nft:-ded 1ncasufc 
cf rl'f;'l'ill that \Ye a:.~ aft.p;:, 

Mr. ADAMSON : He was prepared to 
accept the Premier's statement, but it was 
a great pity that, having giyen them to 
understand that an efl'octiv.e measure of 
reform was to be passed. the hon. gentle­
man. had taken away with the right hand 
or With the left hand what he had given with 
the left hand or with the right hand. 
. Mr. THEODORE: Whilst he thought an 
mcreased pc•rcentage of electors required to 

, carry any of .those resolutions might be a 
·desirable thing, he was prepared to support 
·the 35 per cent. in place of the amendment 

suggested by the Council. With regard to 
the increased majority, he was prepared to 
vote for a simple majority on any question 
submitted under those resolutions. They 
could trust the people not to do -an injustice 
to any section of the community, and if they 
left it in the hands of the community to 
decide even a momentous question such as 
the abolition of the drink traffic, they could 
depend on getting a just verdict. 

* Mr. DOUGLAS thought the 35 per cent. 
was a very reasonable compromise in that 
matter, and while he did not attach a great 
deal of importance to having any percentage 
at all if a simple majorit: was going to 
rule, still, he thought it should be fixed at 
such an amount as to get an effective vote; 
and if it was fixed at 35 per cent., those 
advocating a reduction would work to get as 
many votes as they could in favour of re­
duction; and on the other hand, those who 
did not believe in a reduction would also be 
obliged to work if they wanted to get their 
views carded. He had no doubt that by 
fixing a 35 per cent. vote they would get 
over a 50 per cent. vote. At the recent 
Senate election there was a 68 per cent. yote, 
and if any interest was taken in those resolu­
tions, there would be a much larger votA than 
35 per cent. of those on the roll. So far as 
the three·Hfths majority was concerned, he 
pointed out that the present Act provided 
for a two-thirds majority of the ratepayers' 
roll, and a three-fifths majority on the or­
dinary electoral roll was a Yery much better 
percentage than a two-thirds majority of the 
ratepayers' roll. In New South \Vales, Vic­
toria, \\;"estern Australia, and New Zealand, 
a thrCB-fifths majority was provided for be­
fore no-license could be brought about, and 
in 1925 they would have the benefit of the 
experience of the other States, because before 
that time it would be nossible to have had a 
vote taken on the sadie resolutions in those 
States. The member for Rockhampton 
wished to know whether the Home Secre­
tary and the Premier would urge a simple 
majority before 1926. It was quite possible 
that before that time the hon. member and 
his friends would be on the Treasury be11ches, 
and they would be able to bring in ·an amend­
ing Bill. He was strongly in favour of 
liquor reform, and he belieYed that the Bill, 
taken as a whole, would do good, and he 
really thought that a three-fifths majority 
was a reasonable thing. To have a 35 per 
cent. poll would mean that at least 21 per 
cent. of the electors on the roll would have 
to vote in favour of no-license, and if they 
had a 60 per cent. noll, at least 36 per. cent. 
of the people would have to vote in 
favour of no-license. He was going to 
support the amendment moved by the 
Home Secretary, with the object of get­
ting the Bill through. Some rabid tem­
perance people, of course, wanted to have 
the whole hog, but they should recognise that 
other people thought that liquor in modera­
tion was beneficial, and that· it was a wise 
thing to show toleration and moderation in 
all matters. With the view of getting the 
Bill through, he was prepared to accept a 
poll of 35 per cent., and a three-fifths ma­
jority on the resolution with reference to 
11o-license. 

Mr. FORSYTH (M'urrumba) thought the 
proposal made was a fair compromise. They 
could not get ·everything they wanted, and, 
,as a matter of fact, in the business of life 
and: in politics, they had to compromise. If 
they had at le"st 25 per c0nt. of the electors 

Llfr. Fot·syth.] 
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on the .roll votin.g .at a local option poll, 
and a simple maJonty was sufficient to de­
cide Resolutions A, B, and C, that would 
mean that 13 per cent. of the total number 
of electors was required to carry a resolu­
tion. If the poll was 35 per cent. instead 
of 25 per cent., that would mean that 18 
per cent. of the electors on the roll would 
be necessary to carry any of those re"olu­
tions-only a. difference of 5 per cent. It 
was really a splitting of stra" s to a large 
extent. He could quit-e understand that 
people who were in favour of local option 
desired to see it come into operation as 
soon as possible, and that they wished all 
questions to be decided by a simple majority. 
Those members who held that view were, 
no doubt, sincere in their opinions, but they 
should not allow their sincerity in the mat­
ter to wreck the Bill altogether by sending 
it back to the Council, and saying they 
would have the Bill, the whole Bill, and 
nothing but the .Bill. If they did that, he 
felt almost certam that they would lose the 
Bill for another year. The three-fifths ma­
jority would only apply to the total prohibi­
tion and new license resolutions, and he 
doubt-ed very much if they would be abie 
to carry thos9 resolutions until after they 
had carried Hesolutions A, B, and C. It 
would be a wiHe thing, therefore, after all 
the time and labour they had bestowed on 
the measure, to compromise rather than lose 
it altogether, and he sincerely trusted that 
the Committee would agree to the amend­
ment proposed by the Home Secretary. The 
man of moderate opinions was invariably 
the man whose opinions were respected, and 
while h<:> did not blame those members who 
were in favour of doing awa.y with the liquor 
traffic, he thought they should recognise the 
position, and accept the compromise which 
was offered. H-e should like to see the Bill 
pass and come into operation, so that they 
might profit by the experience they would 
gain by its operation, and if he were pre­
sent when the division was taken, he would 
vote for the motion of the Minister as a 
fair and reasonable compromise with the 
Council. 

The HOME SECRETARY desired to put 
his motion in a regular form, and, with that 
object in view, he would ask permission to 
withdraw the motion now befor.e the Com­
mittee, and substitute for it the following:-

" That the Committee disagree to the 
•amendments in .clause 174 (now 176), but 
offer the following compromise:-

"Any resolution shall be oarried if 
at least thirty-five per centum of the 
electors of the local option area have 
voted at the poll, and if, in the case 
of Resolutions A, B, or C, the majority 
of. the votes given at the poll has 
been given in favour of the resolution, 
or, in the case of Resolutions D or E, 
at least three-fifths of the 1•otes given 
at the poll have been given in favour 
of the resolution." 

The principal objection of those members 
who had spoken against the proposed com­
promise was that only a three-fifths majority 
would be required in a poll which could not 
take place until 1925. They ere prepared 
to lose the many advantages which the Bill 
would give to those who desired liquor 
reform because they could not get exactly 
what the:v wanted in connection with a mat· 
ter which could only take effect in 1925. 
What were they prepared to throw away? 

prr. Forsyth. 

From the moment that this Bill became law,. 
no provisional certificate could be granted· 
until an automatic poll of the electors. of 
the district had been taken on the q ue,twn. 
That in itself was one of the greatest re-· 
forms that had been effected anywhere m 
connection with the liquor trade. It was a 
provision which did not exirt in m;y State 
in the Commonwealth. They would have 
reforms in administration. A Jicp,nsing b··nch 
would consist of a stipendiary magi~tr•tte 
alone and there were valuable provisions 
deali~g with the ~ale and adulterati?n oi 
liquor. From the year 1915 no ;new license· 
could be granted until ResolutiOn E ~ad 
been carried, and to carry that resol~twn · 
a three-fifths majority would· be required. 
\Vere all the'e thing'' not present advan­
ta a-es ? And were thev to be cast aside 
si1~1ply because, in 1925, a three-fifth·, ma­
jority would be required to carry ocrtam 
resolutions"? He could not for one· Inom• nt. 
conceive that members were indisposed to· 
compromi'e on a ground like that. He W";S 
not here to sav whether what the CounCil 
had done was· for the advantage of th_e· 
State or not, but they were ur~ against this 
issue : That on the last occasiOn they had 
endeavoured to force the hands of the Coun­
cil but had not succeeded. They wanted 
to' insist on all that was in the Bill, with 
the result that they got nothing. 

Mr. ADAMSON: The majority in favou~· of 
the Bill was bigger this time than last time. 

'l'he HOME SECRETARY: Quite so. 
Did the Government weaken in this Cham­
ber? It was only when th<>y ~ame up 
against the same wall that. they did on the 
last occasion when the Bill was lost that 
they proposed to compromise. The ;Bill ~as 
one of the best measures in connectiOn wrth 
liquor reform that could be. ~ound. in any 
State in the world. As admmistrative head 
of the department for something like three 
and a-half years, he knew the difficulty cf · 
administering . the present law, anc! there 
was in the Bill all that was reqmred to 
enable the administration to be effectively 
carried out. Were they going to cast th~t 
all on one side? He desired to s~e th_Is 
measure, which would be so effective In 
connection with liquor reform, become the 
law; and to attain that end he was. pre· 
pared to compromise with the Councrl-to­
let that matter which could only take place 
in 1925 stand on one side for the purpose 0f 
obtaining all the immediate . advantag~s 
under the Bill. He did not thmk that. m 
taking up that position he was backmg 
down. When the hon. member for ~oak­
hampton gave this matter mature considera­
tion he would admit that it was better to, 
get 'all those clauses which made for present 
reform on the statute-book rather than to · 
cast them aside because they would not get 
what they wanted in connect!on with a 
matter which was to take place Ill 1925. 

Mr. ADAMSON: We do not propose to do 
that and we do not think there is any 
danger of it if the Government stick to their 
guns. 

The HOME SECRETARY: The hon. 
gentleman should not accuse them in the · 
matter. 

Mr. ADAMSON: He has not done so. 
The HOME SECRETARY: If hon. mem­

bers oppoAite had been in the position that 
for two sessions he and his colleagues had 
been in-of having to fight for the Bill­
they would only be too glad to get a. 
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material advantage, which they would get 
by accepting this compromisr•-get 99 per 
cent. of the benefits . of the measure, whicl:! 
would make so effectn·ely for liquor reform. 
He \Yould now formally withdraw his first 
amendment. 

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 

The HOME SECRETARY then moved 
his amended motion. 

Mr. WINSTANLEY rose to a point of 
order, and asked the Chairman's ruling as 
to whether it was in order to put the tw'o 
amendments together in one clause. 

The CHAIRMAN : It is quite in order 
for the Minister to do so. 

Mr. GILLIES (Eacham) wished to voice 
his disgust at the mutilated condition c•f 
what he regarded a~ the vital portion of the 
Bill. This was a question that should be 
decided by the House. He regretted that 
there wBre so wany champions of the liquor 
trade in another place as to be able to re­
turn the- clause in this mutilated form. He 
was sorry to see the Home Secretary back 
down as he had done. The hon. gentleman 
said that there was no backing down, and 
that rt was an honourable compromise. If 
the Home Secretary was sincere in his desire 
for liquor reform, why did he not go to the 
country on the question of the abolition of 
the Upper House, instead of the general 
strike? He would rather see the Bill go to 
the p~ople than that they should back down' 
to thrs extent. A bare majority should be 
allowed to decide the question, becm,e it 
W<ls a people's question. Everyone whu 
desired liquor reform realised that one of 
the stock arguments on the p-art of the 
trade was that they were not given suffi­
cient notice. They de •. ired to give them 
notice that in 1926 there was a possibility 
of prohibition being carried, and with a 
bare majority. Of course, when a trade was 
encouraged by the laws of the State as tha 
liquor trade was, either time or m'onetary 
compensation should be given, and it was 
clue to P-arliament to notify the trade that 
at a certain time a simple majoritv should 
decide whether the trade should be wiped 
out. The Home Secretarv should stand by 
his guns, and if the Upp.er House was not 
satisfied, let the question go to the country. 

Mr. WINSTANLEY said the speech of the 
Chief Secretary was entirely uncalled for 
when he characterised the speeches of hon. 
members on this side as irresponsible chatter. 
Members on this side felt their responsi­
bility just as keenlv as the hon. gentleman 
did. A great deal had been made about the 
fact that the three-fifths majority did not 
come into operation till 1925-so much the 
worse, it was one of the blots on the BilL 
Had the Government said from the com­
mencement thnt they were going to com­
promise with the Council, the people would 
have been prepared. Notwithstanding the 
statements of the Chief Secretary and the 
Home Secretary, their action could be re­
garded as nothing but a back clown, 'and a 
swallowing of their words. The Home Sec­
retary put the adyantages at 99 per C(·nt. 
but other people might be forgiven if they 
disagreed with him. It was yet to be proved 
whether the people would get the bulk of 
the advantages set out in the Bill-it was 
quite another thing as to whether they 
would get them under good administration ; 
it had yet to be proved whether this Bill 
would be administered in a better way than 
the present Act. The time had been fixed 
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so far away as 1925, simply in the interests 
of the trade. As far as other Governments 
making an alteration was concerned, it was 
well known that GoYernments were loth to 
deal with questions of this kind. After a 
Bill like this was passed, and it was clearly 
understood by the trade that they were 
,;ecure till 1925 from prohibition, if any Go­
Yernment tried to alter the date, and to 
bring it nearer, there would be a great out­
cry about repudiation. He had said from 
the commencement that 1925 was too far 
away to place the time when the people 
would have an opportunity of saying 
whether they would have the drink traffic c,r 
not. The arguments put forward by the 
Home Secretary .,·ere illogical, and would 
be just as sound if put forward for the ac­
ceptance of the amendment. After all the 
Governm<mt had said about their fearless­
ness, and about standing by their principles, 
they might very well have stuck out for a 
simple majority. \Yhatever excuse the Go­
vernment might make, there was no doubt 
they had receded from their po;ition, had 
backed down, and had practically capitu­
lated the whole thing. 

Mr:. LARCOMBE said it was surprising 
to see the Home Secretary get up and say 
that he thought the original clause was a . 
good one, but, after hearing the arguments 
of another place, he considered the .amend­
ment was a reasonable one, and was pre­
pared to accept it. 

The Ho;uE SECRETARY : Which one does 
the hon. member refer to? 

Mr. LARCOMBE : He referred to the 
amendments right through the Bill. No 
matter what amendment had been discussed, 
the Home Secretary got up .and said, after 
the convincing arguments of another place, 
he was satisfied. 

The HolliE SECRETARY : And I will con­
tinue to do so. 

Mr. LARCOMBE : Why? Simply because 
the Assembly was not the ruling Chamber. 
The Council was the ruling Chamber. The 
Home Secretary could realise the brilliancy 
of the arguments adduced by members of 
.another .place, but when the leader <Ind 
deputy leader on that s>de of the House got 
up and offer.ed convincing arguments, the 
hon. gentleman was deaf and dumb. 

The HolliE SECRETARY: What about the 
hon. member himself? 

Mr. LARCOMBE thought he compared 
very favourably with the Home Secretary. 
(Government laughter.) The hon. gentleman 
reminded him of one of Bunyan's characters, 
" All he hath lieth in his tongue. and his 
religion is to make a noise." (Opposition 
laughter.) 

The CHAIRMAN : Order ! I must ask 
the hon. member to keep to the question 
before the Committee. 1 

Mr. LARCOMBE: He did not think there 
was· any strong argument against the accept­
ance of a 35 per cent. vote, but, .at the same 
time, he failed to see why a clause like this 
should be mutilated by the Council. If it 
was a good thing to insert a specific vote 
in that connection, why did not the Govern­
ment do it in connection with the Bible in 
State schools refer.endum? Why not do it in 
regard to the election of member'-', o.n<l in 
regard to the Industrial Peace Bill, which 
1\ as fraught with very far-reaching import­
ance? In those C<lses there was no sugges­
tion that there should be a specific vote. He 

lrfr. Larcombe.] 
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would be prepared to vote for the 35 per 
"ent., but, unfortunately, he had to vote for the 
35 per cent .. and for the three-fifths majority 
or v:ote agamst both, and he preferred votin ' 
agamst _both rather than vote for both. Aft 
t~e talk about the Brll bemg lost if the 
~rd not accept. the amendment was misleaJ 
mg the Commrttee, and was all moonshine 
It was throwmg dust in the eyes of th~ 
peop~e, bec,ause they had the Constitutional 
Referendum Act, and rf the Council refused 
to pass the Bill, it could be referred to a 
referendum of the peopl8, and if the Bill 
W<;S suLr>:Jtted to the pe~ple, and the people 
reJected rt, that was then· own lookout and 
the Government would be exonerated. ' Th 
strongest reason why he was opposing th: 
amcn~_rnent was, . because he considered the 
Conner] had no nght to override the will f 
the. Assembly and the will of the represe 

0 
_ 

t!"trves of the people on an important clau~ 
lrk_e ~hat. The Govemn.wnt were not sin­
cere m the mat,er of liquor reform when 
they were prepared to acJept the Council's 
amendment.. A more humiliating position 

rt was hard to conceive. It 
[9 p.m.] wa>, an abJect, humiliating sur-

render on the part of tlie Go­
vernmen~, and the very fact that there w 
no mentron of .a prohibition vote till 19:; 
proved co_nclusrvely that the Government 
wne not smcerely desirous of brin~ing ,about 
tempe:'ance reform m Queensland."' 

Question-That the Legislative 
amend_ment J:'e disagreed to-put; 
Commrttee drvided :-

Council's 
and the 

AYES, 43. 
Mr. Allan 3<Ir. Land Appel Luke 

Barnes G. P. Macartney 
Barnes: W. H. :Mackay Bebbington , Mackintosh Bertram May Blair Morgan Bouchard Murphy Bridges Paget Caine Payne 
Corser, E. B. C. Petrie Crawford Somer:o;et Denhnn1 Stevens Douglas Tolmie Foley Trout Grayson Vowle"'• Gunn ·walker 
Hardacre ""\Vel,by Hodge, White Huxham \.Vij.·nho1t 
Kb>.ell Williams Kirwan 

Tellers: Mr. Foley and Mr. Murphy. 
XOESJ 12. 

:\Ir. Adamson }lr. Hunter Barber Larcom be 
Coyne Lennon Fihel!y ::'>TcCormack Gilday 'J'heodore 
Gil lief' Win~taniey 

Tellc1"s: "-fr. Gillies and Mr. Larcombe. 
PAIRS. 

J\.Yes-lllr. Booker and Mr. Fox. 
Noe--:'dr. Ryan and Mr. Hamilton. 

Resoh·ed in the affirmative. 

The .HOJ\~E .SECRET_\.RY moved that the 
Commrtpe? mtrmate to. the Council that they 
were wrllmg .to . substrtut<;' the provision he 
had already mdwated I vrde page 2848) for 
the first paragraph in the clause, 

M}'. COYNE asked the ruling of the 
C~arrman a~ to whether, after the Corn.­
mittee had drsagreed to the Council's amend.­
:nents, they could insert a new paragraph. 
m the clause. 

[M1·. Larcombe. 

The HOME SECRETARY: \Ve do not insert 
it; we offer it. 

Mr. COYNE : The only thing the Com­
mittee could do with rega!d to an amend­
ment received from the Council was to 
accept, reject, or amend it. Having dis­
posed of au amendment of the Council, they 
could not then amend the remainder of the 
clause. 

The CHAIRMAN: It is not proposed to 
do so. It is proposed to offer the Council 
this amendment as a compromise. 

Mr. COYNE : They were offering some­
thing which they had no right to offer, and 
which should not be before the Committee. 

The CHAIRMAN: Order ! I rule that the 
motion is in order. 

Mr. COYNE: Then, he was under the 
painful necessity of moving that the Chair­
man's ruling be disagreed with. He did not 
think it was competent for the Committee 
after negativing the Council's amendment, 
to offer any addition to the clause as it left 
the Assembly. 

Mr. WINSTANLEY thought it was a 
clearly laid down rule that they could agree 
to, disagree to, or amend an amendment by 
the Council, but that they could not amend 
the whole clause at this stage. It was now 
proposed to amend the clause, not to add to 
or accept or reject the Council's amendment. 
They were proposing a new provision, and 
to allow that would be to establish a new 
a11d bad precedent. For that reason, he 
should support the motion that the Chair­
man's rnling be disagreed with. 

Mr. FIHELL Y: He did not pose as an 
authority on the Standing Orders, but it 
appeared to him that those members who had 
spoken in favour of the motion to disagree 
with the Chairman's ruling were right. 
Standing Order 277 said-

" When a Bill is returned from the 
Legislative Council with amendments, 
such amendments shall be considered in 
Committee of the Whole House and 
agreed to, or agreed to with amend­
ments, or disagreed to, or the further 
consideration thereof may be put off 'or 
three or six months, or the Bill may 
be ordered to be laid aside." 

It was clear that they could not dismiss 
an amendment of the Council, and then offer 
something in its stead. Unless some rule 
could be found to the contrary, he was in­
clined to the opinion that the Chairman's 
ruling was wrong. 

Mr. LENNON was inclined to agree with 
the sugg<"stion that the Chairman's ruling 
was wrong. During the six years he had 
been in the House, he had never kinown 
anything of this kind, though, of course, that 
did not prove that it was wrong. As far as 
his knowledge went, it was unprecedr,nted 
in the House, and there did not appear to 
be anything in the Standing Orders to 
justify such aDtion as that which it was 
now proposed to take. The power of the 
Committee was limited to accepting, or 
rejecting, or accepting with amendments, 
any amendments made in the Bill by the 
Council. 

Mr. THEODORE: There seemed to be 
some complication in this matter. The Pre­
mier and the Home Secretary should be just 
as concerned to see that the Standing Orders 
were carried out as members of the Op-
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position. It seemed to him that under no 
circumstances could more than one amend­
ment be put as one question at one time, 
as had been done with reference to the 
Council's amendments in that clause, but 
the Chairman had ruled that such a pro­
cedure was in order. Now, the Committee 
were exceeding their power by adding some 

·matter to the clause after having disagreed 
·to the Council's amendment in that clause, 
and he submitted that was not in ordN. 

The PREMIER : Earlier in the evening 
the han. member for Herb<nt suggested 
that the two amendments in the clause-that 
was, the percentage of voters and the ma­
jority required to decide a question-were 
so intimately associated that they might be 
discussed together. It was agreed that it 
was convenient to do that, and the Com­
mittee had proceeded along the line of dis­
cussing the two amendmeQ.ts to&"ether, and 
the common sense of the Committee would 
say that that was a convenient and reason­
able way of dealing with the matter. The 
Committee said they were not prepaJ;:ed to 
accept the Council's amendments, but cer­

·tain members on the opposite side of the 
House voted to retain the 50 per c<mt. poll 
and the simple majority. 

Mr. LENNON: Nothing of the sort. 

The PREMIER: Those who voted " aves " 
-voted to disagree with the Council's an1end­
ments, and it was previously intimated that 
if the Committee disagreed with those 
ai!J.endments it would be proposed to sub­

·stitute a 35 per cent. poll. 
·Mr .. COYNE: You have no power. to do that. 

The PREMIER: He contend<·d th<c·y had 
the power. If, however, the Chairman so 
ruled, that settled the point, but even if thev 
had not the power thev could send 'it back 

·to the other House wit!:l a noticP of disagree­
ment. and it would come back again. 

Mr. HARDACRE: Whv not deal with it in 
·the House~ · 

The PRE::YliER : As long as the·; nro­
.,ceeded on common-sense lir{es. lw di-d 'not 
mind how it was done. He had indicated 
thE' line, on which they proposed to proceed, 
and he thought it was studying convenience 
and common sense to work along those lines. 
If the Chairman was not satisfied that that 
was a. safe course of }Jrocedure, he (Mr. Den­
~am) was willing to let it go past, and get 
1t fix,,d up on the report stag, 

Mr. HARDACRE pointed out that when 
they got to the report stage the Honse could 
<(o what it liked with the Comniittee's re­
Wmi~endations: it could agree with them 
or differ from them, and then put tlwm in 
such a wav as the House dc"cired. In the 
;neantime, they should conform to the Stand­
;ng Orders, and get the amendment drafted 
m a more suitable way. 

The HOME SECRETARY: In order to 
e'Cpt·dite businc·""' if the hon. m(- mber for 
\'\r :~trrego would "ithdraw hie motion, he was 
qmte prepared to ask leave to withdraw his 
own motion, beeaUS'" the con1pro1nise would 

'be. embodied in the messagE'. and that was 
quite sufficient to indicate to the Council 
what the Committee suggested. 

.Mr. COY:NE: He had no objection to 
withdraw hiS amendment. He only wanted 
to say that he was right in his '")ntention. 
and had plenty of authorities in support of 

it. On the assurance of the Home Secretary 
that he would do it in ,another way, he asked 
leave to withdraw his amendment. 

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
The HOME SECRETARY asked leave to 

withdraw his motion. 
:\fr. HARDACRE said the Home Secr<;­

t.ary could not send a message to the CounCil 
suggesting a con1prornise. 

The HmiE SECRETARY : It will be embodied 
as a reason. The Houee will have to agi·ee 
to the message. 

Mr. HARDACRE : Th" Committee must 
report to the House, and the House could 
then send a message of compromise: to the 
Council as to wh<tt had been done m Com­
mittee. 

The CHAIRMA)J : Is it the ;pleasure of 
the Committee that the Home Secretary's 
motion be withdrawn? 

HONOt:RABLE lviEMBERS: He>ar, hear ! 
::Ylotion withdrawn accordingly. 
On clause 180-" Subsequent polls -after 

Resolution D and thereafter Resolution E 
car'l~ied "-

The HOME SECRE,TARY: In this clause 
the Council had inserted the words '' shall 
be taken." The clause read <lS follows:-

"If Resolution D, having been carried, 
has been subsequently reversed by the 
carriage of Resolution E. then, in the 
n<>xt local ontion vote, the vote shall 
be taken only on Resolution D; a;nd 
thereafter in all futuro Toea! optiOn 
vote~ the vote shall be taken only on 
Resolution D or Resolution E, as the 
case may be, and on no other resolu­
tion." 

This was a little amendment which was re­
quired in the clause, and he moved that the 
Committee agree to it. 

Question put and pas,ed. 
On clause 183- "Change of boundaries"-

The HOME SECRETARY: The Council 
had made an amendment in this clause by 
inserting "or excluded from." This pro­
vided th<tt where changes had taken place 
in the boundaries of an area, and a poll 
might have been taken in a portion of such 
area added to another area, the resolution 
which had been carried should remain in 
that area so severed until another local 
option vote had been taken. The amend· 
ment of the Council was a reasona,ble one, 
and he moved that it be agreed to. 

Question put and passed. 
On clause 187-" Resolution A, how given 

effect to"-
The HOME SECRETARY: The Council 

had amended subclause (4) by the on:ission 
of the word "twelve," and the insertiOn of 
"thirty in lieu thereof," making the period 
thirty months during which the licensee 
could continue to carrv on his business after 
a reduction vote. It "would not be possible 
to concede that space of time, for the reason 
that tlle time would run into a period when 
the succeeding vote wa·; to be taken. But, 
again, in the spirit of con1rHomise, he was 
quite prepared to give a further six months, 
which would make the period eighteen 
months instead of twelve months. That 
would hring it up to 31st December of the 
year preceding the year in which the poll 
was to be taken. To be in order. he moved 
that the Committee disagree to the amend­
ment of the &gislative Council. 

Question put and pa,scd. 

Hon. J. G . .Appel.] 



2852 Liquor Billa [ASSEMBLY.] Machinery, .Etc., Bill. 

On clause 188-" Resolution D, how given 
effect to"-

The HO:YIE SECRETARY: The Council 
had omitt.od ·• twelve," on line 41, and in­
serted " thirtv." This had rBference to a 
period which· would be allowed to a hou~B 
which was closed owing to oa vote of total 
prohibition. The same remark applied to 
this as to the previous amendment. It 
would not be possible to give the concession 
as.ked for by the Council, but he was quitE• 
wtllmg to concedB a further six months. 
making the period eighteen instead of twelve 
months. At the prHent juncture, he moved 
that the amendment of the LeiTis!ative Coun-
cil be dioogrBed to. 

0 

Question put and passed. 
The House resumE-1. The (HAIR:liAX re­

ported that the Committee had agreed to some 
amendments, disagreed to other amendments, 
and ag"eed to others with amendments. · 

The report was adopted and the Bill w-2s 
oroered to be returm•d to the Legislative 
Council with the following m0ssage :­

"Mr. President,-
" The Legislative AssE;mbly haYing 

had und<Or consideration the Leg·islative 
Council's amendments in the Liquor 
Bill, beg now to intimate that they-

" Disagree to the amendment in cl<mse 
23, line 55 (now 56)--

'· Because the matt<.•r was fullv con­
sidered by th<e CommiLsiont•r of 'Public 
Health, who was of opinion that 500 
cubic feet ''a' sufficient. 

"Disagree to the amendnlE'nt in clause 
25, line 12 (nmv 13), for similar reasons. 

"Agree to the .amendment in clause 
58. line 48-

" Because such amendment is in fur­
therance of the intention of the Legis­
lative Ass0mblv: and for this n;ason 
they -do not in- this case insist on their 
undoubted sole right to dett>rmine the rate 
and incidence of the fe~, to be imposed. 

"Agree to the amendment in clause 
68, lines 50 to 52, with the following 
·amendment :-After the word 'address­
a-dd the words 'only and without any 
other brand, label, or stamp whatever 
thereon'-In which -amen<1ment th•w in­
vite the concurrence of the Legislative 
Council. 

" Agree to the amendment on lines 
56 .and 57, with the following amend­
ment :-After the word ·address' add 
tho worcls 'onlv and without anv othe1· 
brand, label, o'r stamp what-eve; there­
on'-In which amendment thev invite 
the concurrence of the Legislative'CounciL 

"Disagree to the insertion of ne"­
clause to follow clause 104-

" Because it is not considered reason­
able that a person who may be unable 
to pay should be liable to be fined and 
possibly imprisoned for ·default. 

"Disag>·ee to new clause to follow 
clause 150 (now 151)-

" Because it is considered that all clubs 
should come within the scope of the BilL 

"DisagrrP to the amendment in clause 
151 (now 153). line 37 (now 40)-

,, Bccauee it is no longer necessary. 
"Disagree to the amendments in 

clause 174 (now 176), lin :s 7 and 8, and 
lines 9 and 10-

" Becau.1e the percentage of electors is 
too great and the number of voters re-

[Hon. J. G. Appel. 

quired for the carriage of Resolutions _is· 
too high : but offer to accept t!rw umis­
sim1 of the first paragraph and. tne sub­
stitution therefor of the followmg para­
graph:-

" Any resolution shall be carried if .at 
least 3'5 iJOr centum of the electors of 
the local option area have vote.cJ at. the 
poll. and if, in the <;a'':' of Resolutwns 
A. B, or C, the maJonty of tJ::e vot:'s 
given at the poll h~s been. given m 
favour of the RPsolutwn, or III the case 
of Resolutions D or E, at least three­
fifths of the 'otes given at the poll h:ave 
been ITiven in favour of the ResolutiOn. 
"Dz~agree to the amendments in clause 

185 (now 187), page 74, line 24 and clause 
186 (now 188), line 41-

" Ben1use the period mentioned is too· 
loniT, but offer to substitute the words 
'eightef'n ll10nths.' in ivhich rwoposed 
substitution thev invite the concurrence 
of the Legislative Council. 

"And agree to all other ·amendments 
in the BilL" 

FRIE~DL Y SOCIETIES ACT AMEND­
MENT BILL. 

RETURNED FRO:II COUNCIL. 

The SPEAKER annoumed the receipt of 
a message from the Council returning this 
Bill without amendment. 

HOLIDAYS BILL. 
MESSAGE FRo:~r CouNCIL. 

The SPEAKER announced the receipt of 
a message from the Council returning this 
Bill with amendments. 

Ordered that the message be taken into 
consideration to-morrow. 

RESTORATION OF STATE PATENTS 
BILL. 

MESSAGE FROM COUNCIL, No. 2. 
The SPE_\KER announced the receipt of 

a message from the Council ret:urn~ng this· 
Bill and statiniT that the Counml disagreed 

' to the amendments in clause 2, 
[9.30 p.m.] because they would inflict a hard-

ship on those who had . actu::'llY 
made and put a patented invention mto· 
practice after the patenf. had lapsed, and· 
would not be in accord vnth previous State­
legislation or with Federal legislation. 

Ordered that the message be taken into 
consideration to-morrow. 

INCOME TAX DECLARATORY BILL. 
MESSAGE FROM COUNCIL. 

The SPEAKER announced the receipt ~f 
a messaiTe from the Council returning this 
Bill with <tn amendment. 

Ordered that the mesoage be taken into 
contiideration to-1norrow. 

INSPECTION OF 
SCAFFOLDING 
BILL. 

MACHINERY AND 
ACT AMENDMENT 

MES~WE FR011I COUNCIL. 

The SPEAKER announced the re?Cipt ~f 
a message from the Council returning this 
Bill with amendments. 

Ordered that the message 
consideration to-morrow. 

The House adjourned 
minutes to 10 o'elock. 

be taken into 

at twenty-five· 




