
 
 
 

Queensland 
 

 
 

Parliamentary Debates 
[Hansard] 

 
Legislative Assembly 

 
 

THURSDAY, 26 AUGUST 1915 
 

 
 

Electronic reproduction of original hardcopy 
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LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

THUJ.l.SDAY, 26 AUGUST, 1915. 

The SPEAKEJ.l. (Ron. W. McCormack, 
Cairns) took the chair at half-past 3 o'clock. 

QUESTIONS. 

ATTENDANCE OF CHILDJ.l.EN AT STATE SCHOOLS. 

Mr. MAY (Flinders) asked the Secretary 
for Public Instruction- -

" 1. Is he aware that, in German 
populated districts, children of German 
offspring only attend the State schools 
on the first four days of the week, th8 
fifth day they are attending instruction 
under the German pastor of the dis­
trict? " 

"2. Is it not incumbent for all chi!. 
dren to attend the State school five days 
per week, unless absent from unavoid­
able causes, such as illness, etc. ? " 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN­
STRUCTION (Ron, H. F. Hardacre, Leick­
hardt) replied-

" 1 and 2. Before the war it was cus­
tomary to recognise !tttendance by chil­
dren of German parentage at a class of 
instruction one day per week under the 
German pastm for the district, as a 
valid excuse for absence from the State 
school for a corresponding time ; but 
directions have already been issued by 
the department to head teachers of State 
schools concerned that such reason fm 
absence is not to be regarded as a valid 
excuse in future." 
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GOVERNMENT BuTTER TRANSACTIONS. 

Mr. STEVENS (Rosewood) asked the 
Chief Secretary-

" 1. What quantity of butter has been 
bought or commandeered by the Go· 
vernment since the wholesale selling 
price was fixed by the board? 

" 2. From what companies or agents 
was the butter obtained, and what 
amount or quantity from each? 

" 3. What price yvas paid for each re­
spective lot purchased, and what price 
was obtained by the Government for each 
lot sold? 

"4. What was the date of each trans· 
action? 

"5. Was the business done through a 
broker or commission agent or agents 'I 

" 6. If so, who was the agent or agents 
so employed, what rate of brokerage 
or commission was paid ? 

" 7. Wliat was the total amount (a) 
paid for butter bought; (b) received for 
butter sold; (c) paid as commission? 

" 8. Can the Government yet estimatt> 
the profits made by speculators on the 
butter bought by them from the Govern· 
ment? 

" 9. What profit, if any, has the Go· 
vernment made on their butter trans· 
actions? 

" 10. What does the Government in· 
tend to do with such profits, if any? 

" 11. Has a loss been made on any of 
these transactions? 

" 12. If so, which and what amount?" 

The PREMIER (Hon. T. J. Ryan, Barcoo) 
replied-

" 1 to 12. All transactions as to but· 
ter will be disclosed at the proper time." 

GOVERN~1ENT WHEAT AND FLOUR 
TRANSACTIONS. 

Mr. PE'rRIE (.Toombul) asked the Chief 
Secretary-

" 1. What is the eRtimated quantity of 
wheat used or required as between 1st 
August, 1915, and the 1st December, 
1915, for the consumption of the people 
of Queensland ? 

"2. What was the estimated quanti· 
ties of wheat, and wheat converted into 
flour, held in Queensland on 'lst August, 
1915? 

" 3. What was the estimated quantity 
held by (a) millers; (b) bakers or other 
intermediate holders; (c) farmers? 

" 4. What purchases of wheat have 
been made from New South Wabs, by 
whom, and at what cost per bushel de­
livered Brisbane? 

"5. What shipments have been ordered 
towards meeting the deficiency, an<l when· 
are such shipments expected to arrive, 
and from what place or places are such 
shipments coming? 

" 6. For what cause in particular was 
the most recent increase in the price of 
flour recently made? 

" 7. Is .it expected that any flour can 
be obtained from the South in aid of 
the Queensland deficiency, and, if so, to 
w.hat extent, and what price?" 

The PREMIER replied-
" 1 to 7. All transactions as to wheat. 

and flour will be disclosed at the proper 
time." 

PUBLICATION OF DAILY "HANSARD." 

Mr. COLLIXS (Bowen) asked the Chief 
Secretary-

" In view of the unreliability of news­
papers in general, will the Government 
take into consideration the establishment 
of a daily newspaper or the publication 
of a daily ' Hansard ' to be distributed 
free to all Queenslanders on a pplica­
tion ?" 

The PREMIER replied-
" The matter will receive considera­

tion.'' 

PIALBA·URANGAN COAL AREAS. 

Mr. A. J. JONES p£aryborouuh) asked 
the Chief Secretary, for the Secretary for 
Mines-

" 1. Has a geological report been pre­
pared on the Pialba-U rang an coal areas? 

" 2. If so, will a copy be available for 
members?'' 

The PREMIER, for the Secretary for 
Mines (Hon. W. Hamilton), replied-

" Two progress reports appear in the 
Queensland Government Mining Journals 
of December, 1912, an<l August, 1914." 

PROPRIETARY RACE MEETINGS ON PATRIOTIO 
DAY. 

Mr. LAND tBalonne) asked the Attorney· 
General-

" 1. Is he aware that the proprietor of 
the Sandgate and Albion Park race­
courses has cancelled the races proposed 
to be held at the former course on Sat· 
urday next with the object of holding 
the races at Aibion Park on that day? 

" 2. In view of tlie fact that the pub· 
lie of the m13tropolitan area and the 
State generally are making. e':ery effort 
possible to make the patnotw demon· 
stration a public and financial success, 
will he endeavour, by interview with the 
proprietor, to have the races advertised 
for Saturday next cancelled? 

" 3. In case the proprietor refuses to 
cancel the races, will the Attorney-Gene· 
raJ request him to donate the whole of 
the proceeds to the patriotic fund, less 
amount for ordinary working expenses, 
or, failing to secure a promise to t~at 
effect, will the Attorney-General take !~­
mediate action to compel the cancelhng 
of the races?" 

HoN. J. A. FIHELLY (Assistant Minister 
for Justice) replied-

" 1. I have no official knowledge of 
the matter. 

"2 an<l 3. The Government has no 
power to interfere, •and the question 
seems to be one for the committee of the 
patriotic fund." 

Mr. LAND : I would like to ask the As· 
sistant Minister for Justice, without notice--

" Will he cancel the permit given to 
the proprietor of the Albion ParK race· 
course to hold a meeting on Saturday 
next?" 
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RoN. J. A. FIHELLY: I realise that it 
is useless to ask the hon. member to give 
notice of his questioa, and I will answer it 
to this effect-

" That I will confer with the Attor· 
ney-General on the matter." 

FIRMS SUPPLYING GOVERNMENT 
GOODS. 

On the motion of Mr. J. T. GILDAY 
(Ithaca), it was formally resolved-

" That there be laid on the table of 
the House a return showing the names 
of firms, companies, etc., supplving the 
Government with goods of any" descrip· 
ti·on, either under contract or other­
wise." 

SALE OF INTOXICANTS IN PARLIA­
MENT HOUSE. 

Mr. GLEDSON (Ipswich), in moving-
" 1. That, in the opinion of this House, 

it is desirable that 'the sale of intoxi­
cating liquor should be prohibited within 
the precincts of this House. 

" 2. That the foregoing resolution be 
transmitted to the Legislative Council 
hy _111€'ssagc in the usual fonn, requesting. 
then concurrence therein," 

said: I understand that the hon. member 
for Burke called "Not formal" to this 
motion. I do not know whether he did so 
for the purpose of getting information, as 
the leader of the Opposition does in connec­
tion :with Government business. 1 suppose 
there are some hon. members who desire to 
'tate their ideas on this question. I under­
stand that a motion similar to this has been 
debated in this House in previous sessions. 
Going back to 1893, the hon. member who 
represented the constituency which I now 
represent tabled a motion similar to the 
one which I bring forward to-dav. Mr. 
Macfarlane was the member for Ipswich in 
1893, and although his motion was not 
couched in similar words to mine it was 
desirous of achieving the same obje~t which 
was to take a way the sale of int~xicants 
from the precincts of Parliament House. 
From that time up to the present time this 
motion has been tabled in a good many 
Parliaments. In 1893 the motion was de­
feo,ted by a large vote in the Assembly. We 
find then that as time goes on things have 
changed, and the last motion introduced in 
this Chamber in 1910 was carried. It was 
then submitted to the Legislative Council 
in the usual form. We find that we had 
not got a Labour Government in power 
then, and the Council rejected the proposal 
sent from the Assembly, and continued the 
bar in this House. I do not think it is 
nece9sary to f(O into this matter at any great 
length, and I do not propose for one minute 
to get up here and advise hon, members of 
this House as to what thev should do in 
regard to the temperance question. Each 
~ember of this. House has his own opinion 
m connectiOn with the matter, and I take it 
that they will do as they think best in re­
g-ard to this question. But what I would 
like to do is just to ask hon. members at 
this time, to take into consideration wh~t is 
being done in other parts of the Empire in 
this matter; and what do we see? At the 
commencement nf the war we find that His 
Majesty King George V. issued an order 
abolishing- from the Royal household all 
intoxicating liquors during the period of 
the war. We see that the Secretarv for 
'I,Y f>r in the House of Lords followed the 

lead of the King, and abolished intoxicating 
liquor from his household. I would have 
thought that the House of Commons, as a 
House of Commons and as legislators, would 
have also followed the lead of His Majesty 
and abolished intoxicating liquor from the 
House of Commons. However, I have not 
been able to find any record of that having 
been done, but we have an opportunity now, 
in the Parliament of Queensland, to follow 
the lead that has been given to us by His 
Majesty the King in this connection, and 
abolish intoxicating liquor from this House. 
In looking over some of the arguments that 
have been raised for at'd against this pro­
posal from time to time, I find that some 
hon. members have the idea that anyone 
who brings forward such a motion as this, 
or who supports such a motion, is really 
casting aspersions on the actions of other 
hon. members of the House. So far as that 
is concerned, there is nothing further from 
my mind. So far as I have seen, during 
my short term in this House, and on occa­
sions when I had the privilege of visiting 
tho House, members of this House, I can 
say with truth, have been a very sober lot. 
I have not seen any excessive drinking dur­
ing my visits to the House, but we find that 
there are other Houses of Parliament which 
are not in the same position. We have a 
majority of merr.bers who believe in sobriety, 
and, thorefore, we ought to give the lead 
to the other Parliaments of the Common­
wenJth, and of the Empire, by doing what 
the people of France have done in abolish­
ing absinthe, and what the people of Russia 
have done in abolishing the drinking of 
vodka in that countrv. We, as a Parlia­
ment and as legislatOI:s, should follow those 
leads anrl abolish intoxicating liquors from 
our own House. Bv doing that we would be 
showing an f'xample to the people of 
Queensland and the people of the Empire. 
Very many people say that during the pre­
sent war the lack of munitions was due 
to the drinking habits of the workers. I 
want to give that an emphatic denial, and 
I take for my authority the Minister for 
Munitions in the House of Commons, who 
denic.d the statement, and said that there 
were no better workers in any country than 
there were in the British Empire, and the 
reason the munitions were short was because 
of the lack of organisation and not because 
of the drinking propensities of the workers 
engaged in making munitions. 

Mr. STEPHENS: Don't you believe what 
Lloyd GeorgE· said? 

Mr. GLEDSON: I am giving you Lloyd 
George's statement. Lloyd George said 
that drink was one of the enemies, and he 
e(l'ain "<lid that drink was not the <'an<3e of 
the shortage of munitions. I claim that 
drink is a menace to any country, and I 
claim that those who drink most are not 
the working men at all. Those who drink 
mo;9t are those who employ men, the capi­
talist class, and I disclaim the statement 
that the working men are the hardest 
drinkers and the greatest drinkers. As far 
as the working man is concerned, he goes 
along to an hotel and goes into the bar 
and has his drink where everybody can 
see him, but the capitalist does not do that. 
He takes his champagne, his wine, and his­
brandies and whiskies into his own house, 
and has his drinking parties inside his own 
house. The working man does not con­
sume all the drink, although he gets the 
blame for it.- Other questions have b<>en 
raised in connection with this matter. The 

Mr. Gledsor~.] 
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Legislative Council, in refusing to accept 
the message from the Assembly, said it was 
a matter of precedent. Tney were tied 
clown to what had been done in the olden 
days. For fifty long years we have had 
this privilege, and we are not going to 
break into the privileges and rights of hon. 
members because it is an old-time privi­
lege. I take it that the words of the Min­
ister for Agriculture yesterday, in moving 
the second reading of a Bill, are words 
that we are going to follow in connection 
with the life of this Parliament. and that 
is, that this Government and this House 
!or this session at any rate, are not going 
to follow along the old roads; they are 
not going to follow along the lines of pre­
'Cedent, but that they are out to make pre­
,cedents. They are out to make new laws 
'and I take it we cannot, at the commence: 
ment of a new Parliament, make a better 
precedent than providing, so far as this 
House is concerned at anv rate, that there 
shall be no intoxicating liquors sold within 
the precincts of the House. I find that 
there have been many phases of this ques­
tion brought up. Some people say that 
hon. members have w stay here a good 
while, and on that account it is necessary 
that they should have something to stimu­
late them in their work. If we follow along 
that l_ine, we might say that, at thP. pre­
sent time, the workers throughout the Brit­
ish Empire are working twelve and four­
teen hours a day-put in all the spare time 
they have got, just allowing themselves time 
to. sle~p-and yet, in those workshops, no 
drmk IS allowed to qe either sold or drunk. 
It is just as feasible for us to say, "Look 
at the way the miners have to work-the 
hard toil they have to do." They work in 
the wet, in slush, dirt, and in dust, and 
it is p.~ces.sary, in order to safeguard against 
the InlUrious effects of these things, that 
they should be .suppliPrl with intoxicating 
liquor. There would be more reason in 
that than there is in saying a bar should 
be kept in this House for the purpose of 
stimulating hon. members in their work. 
It may be that the past Government needed 
a stimulant, but I claim that the present 
Government need no such stimulant to carry 
out their work. We have the Labour plat­
form behind us, and that is a sufficient 
stimulant to us to carry out our work and 
make that work effective. I hope that hon. 
members will carrv this motion unani­
mously, so that it will be sent to the Legis­
lative Council with the whole weight of 
thi~ Chamber behind it, and so that this 
Parliament may give a lead to the people 
of Queensland and the people of the Em­
pire in this matter of the prohibition of 
liquor in workshops. I have very much 
pleasure in moving the motion standing in 
my name. 

Mr. H, L. HARTLEY (Fitzro?J): I have 
much pleasure in seconding the motion 
which has been so "bly movPd hv thP ho'1. 
member for Ipswich. I take it that the 
Hous<' will recotrnisc that no more oppor­
tune time than the present coulri have been 
chosPn for bringing forward such a motion. 
as this is a time which calls for self-denial 
and for settin~ an examnle as far as the 
thinking neople of thP Stntn can set an 
examnle in a'1v matter which pP.rtains to 
lu'<uriPs, I think it will be generally ad­
mitted that intoxicat,ing liquors are not 
necessaries, but that they are luxuries, and 
that they are luxuries that, when over-

[ .Mr. Gledson. 

indulged in, produce injurious effects. Tha 
example of Russia in abolishing the drink­
ing of vodka has been quoted. Vodka 
drinking was abolished in Russia at great 
financial loss, but that loss has been more 
than ma,de up by the increased industrial 
and military efficiency of her population. 
According to the military experts of that 
nation within four months of the aboli­
tion o'f vodka, the industrial and military 
efficiency of the people increased by at least 
30 per cent.-some persons who have wri~ten 
since then say to a greater extent. A simi­
lar remark may be made with reference to 
the action taken in France. We have also 
the example of the Commander-in-Chief. 
Lord Kitchener. who recommended British 
troops when go}ng over to France to leave 
the wine of that country alone if they wished 
to serve their country to the best of their 
ability. I do not wish to stress this point 
too much, but I would ask if it is a reason­
able thing that we should expect from our 
people the highest efficiency and the closest 
application of their talents and energy to 
bring to a successful issue the struggle in 
which W<l are engaged, should not we in this 
House set an example as far as the con­
sumption of intoxicating liquors is con­
cerned? \Ve have seen in our own town 
among a minimum of His Majesty's forces 
the injurious effects of drinking, and if 
we are going to ask our soldiers to steady 
up and reach the highest point of efficiency, 
it is a fair thing that we should set them 
an examnle. I admit that some men who 
drink intoxicating liquors do so without 
showing anv ill effects from it, but there 
are men who cannot do that, and for their 
sakp,J we should set an example in this 
matter. Looking at the proposal from a 
business point of view, I find that this bar 
pays no license fee, but that, as a matter 
of fact, £150 per annum is paid to the 
manager for the services he renders in that 
bar, in addition to the profits which may 
accrue from the sale of liquor there. There 
is an impression outside that liquor is 
supplied free at this bar, and it is just as 
well to remark, for the information of people 
outside, that such is not the case. But what 
I wish to point out is that the licensee at 
the corner opposite has to pay a license fee 
of £40 per year, and that it seems very 
strange that we should have a private bar 
here for seventy-two members for which 
no license fee is payable. I do not think 
it is reasonable that the bar should con­
tinue as at present, and I therefore have 
much pleasure in supporting the motion. 

Mr. BOOKER (Wide Bay): That a mem­
ber in discussing a matter of this kind 
should raise a question as to the habits of 
supposed classes with regard to the drinking 
of intoxicating liquors is characteristic of 
a certain breed. When a man gets up to 
discuss a very grave question like th"t before 
the House, he should do it without reflecting 
m>, other people. No one questions the 
statement that in every walk of life there 
are men who take more liquor than is per­
haps good for them, but it is not alto­
gether he! pful in discussing a matter like 
this to say that one class of people drink 
under certain conditions and another class 
under other conditions. When the members 
who have proposed this motion have l:een 
1< nger in the House, they will appreciate 
the fact that the members of both this and 
the other Chamber are a sober body of 
people. I venture to say that if an hon, 
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member went into any part of Brisbane and 
picked out haphazard seventy-two men and 
forty-two men-the number of members in 
the other Chamber-he would not find 
among them the same number of men who 
are temperate in their habits as are to be 
found in the Assembly and in the Council. I 
should have liked the han. member, in pre­
paring his notes, to have gone to the trouble 
o£ consulting the caterer, Mr. Williams, and 
at ascertaining from him the number of 
cups of tea and coffee and the number of 
glasses of soft drinks, as against the num-

ber of glasses of spirituous 
[4 p.m.] liquors and beer sold inside the 

refreshment-rooms. I. venture to 
say that it would b0 a revelation to the 
hon. member to observe the preponderance 
of tea, coffee. and soft drinks, as compared 
with hard drinks. 

HoNOURABLE ::VIE~IBEBS : Hear, hear ! 

Mr. BOOKER: I am one of the committee 
of management of those refreshment-rooms; 
I pass through them sometimes half a dozen 
times a day, and it is the rarest thing 
possible to see a man in the bar. But. 
recognising that, I might hear it suggested 
by the han. memb0r that as there are so few 
men there it might easily be -dispensed with. 
I, however, take the view that it is verv 
much better for any man who desires ;], 
drink to be able to go to that bar and have 
that drink than to have to go outside-to 
go to the bar outside the corner gates of 
Perliament House or anywhere else. Then, 
there is the element of intolerance, the old 
element of intolerance. But, because a man, 
according to his lights and desires, is satis­
fied with a cup of tea, then he has no right 
to pre;·ent another man, whose state of 
health probably demands that he have a 
stimulant, from having that stimulant, an) 
more than the first man from having his 
cup of tea. I go further than this motion. 
I think that if the han. member used his 
influence with the Cabinet, and with the 
&trong body occupying the Government 
benches, towards their taking the most 
drastic action throughout the Stctte in 
the direction of restricting the sale of 
liquor to our soldiers, he would be doing 
more good. I will give an instance of the 
gravity of the position as it is to-dav. Only 
last Tuesday morning, a friend and myself 
were walking down Queen street at half-past 
9 o'cl0ck, and we saw a wldier lying- drunk 
and asleep on the steps of one of the best 
known hotels in Queen streGt, {tnd I under­
stand from another hon. member of this 
House that he was lying there unprotected 
a.t 8 o'clock the eame morning. Do bon. 
members not think that we would be spend­
ing our time more usefully and more 
honestly. and with a great ·deal more sin­
cerity, if this H0use this afternoon were 
dealing with a drastic amendment of the 
Liquor \ct to guard a state of thing·s 
like that? I say, " Yes" ; emphatically 
''yes." To me, discussing this academic 
question this afternoon is a tragedy; it is a 
reflection upron our sense of obligation to 
our men, and a reflection on the bon. mem­
bers of this Chamber and the other Cham­
ber. '\Ve would be verv much better em­
ployed this afternoon, or" at the very earliest 
possible moment, in passing legislation to 
restrict the sale of liquor to our soldiers in 
uniform in the city and other parts of the 
State. There is no sadder thing than to 
see things as they exist to-day. Every han. 

member must see them every day--from the 
earlier hours of the morning till the latest 
hours of the night-men about the city 
drunk. Then, again, if there were not this. 
unlimited sale of liquor at all hours of the 
night, would there be these disturbances, 
which are a reflection upon the city of Bris­
bane, and, what is far worse, a reflection 
upon the splendid men who are going to 
fi .rht the country's buttles? If the sale were 
r;;'stricted, both as to houre and conditions, 
then we "auld not see the sad and deplorable 
sights which we do see, and the civic policA· 
would not have their time occupied largely 
in attempting to suppress city riots. That 
is the position, and we would be more honest 
this afternoon and be doing infinitely better 
work for our people, and probably bringing 
credit upon ourselves as well, if we spent our 
tim(\ not in an academic discussion on a 
motion upon the lines of that proposed by 
the han. member, but on a motion asking the 
Government to take drastic action at the 
earliest possible date. If he would move 
such a motion. then I •.wuld he with him 
whole-heartedly and right up to the hilt. 
Then, there is a remarkable circumstance 
about this motion-that a plank of the 
Labour party's platform is the nationalisa­
tion of the drink traffic. This is only what 
you might term a State bar in the State 
of Queensland. 

Mr. GLEDSON: It is not a State bar 'at all. 

Mr. BOOKER: Jt aims at suppressing­
the liquor traffic in this building under State· 
control. 

The PRE1!IER: Our objective is nationali­
sa'tion, with a view to abolition. 

Mr. BOOKER: It is controlled by this 
House and the other House. Whv does not 
the hon. member start at the other end, 
and nationalise the liquor traffic right a way? 
\Vhv does not the han. member start down 
in Queen street and the off streets, where 
all the damage is done? I am pleased to 
see that my honourable friend appreciates· 
that fact. 

Mr. CooPER: Oh, yes. 

Mr. BOOKER: Let the bon. member urgo 
that upon the Government. Do not rPflect 
upon han. member·• of both Houses. but do· 
something that will bring about better con­
ditions for the men we are under an obli­
gation to do the right thing by. If a 
motion wore submitted m this House this 
afternoon, restrict:ng the sale after 6 o'clock, 
I would support it straight away, but I 
object to a motion of this kind for more 
reasons than I have time to state-and I am 
probably just as keen in the interests of the 
sotriety of bon. members of this Hou~e as· 
the han. member who moved the motion. 

Mr. McPHAIL (Windsor): I do not desire 
to give a silent vote on this question. And 
I also want to sav at thP commencement 
that I do not consider this subject is an 
academic one. Personally-whether han. 
members of this Chamber are prepared t0 
accept my statement or not-I feel very 
strongly on the question, and although there 
may be differences of opinion as to how we 
are to achieve our object of controlling the 
liquor traffic. and eventually prohibit it, 
I say that we h".ve every right at every 
opportunitv to do all that we can to hasten 
the coming of that time. I believe that. 
every man has a right to his own opinions, 

Mr. McPhail.] 
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and I do not say that I am always right 
in the opinion that I hold and express, 
but I do say this-that I believe that it is 
essential for the good of the community that 
the liquor traffic should be controlled and 
eventually abolished. 

HoNOURABLE MEMBERS: Hear, hear! 

Mr. McPHAIL: Then the hon. member 
for Wide Bay has stated that this is an 
academic discussion. I do not think so, be­
cause, as we have been sent here by the 
people to legislate on their behalf, it follows 
ess\)ntially that we should lead the way in 
anything that is done. The people who have 
sent us here have not sent us simply to be 
dummies or merely to tell them what they 
should do, while we are not prepared to do 
it ourselves. And that is why I rise to 
support this motion-because I feel that we 
are doing the right thing by starting at the 
right end. Here in the precincts of this House 
we ha'l·e a l:ar for the purpose of supplying 
those who come here with liquor. I have 
never objected to a man having a drink. 
I am not a fanatic on this point, but when 
we find that men sometimes cannot control 
themselves, we have to make laws so that 
they are kept within the limits of those laws. 

Mr. CoYNE : Is that not a distinct accusa­
tion against members of this House ? 

Mr. McPHAIL: No; I am making no 
accusation at all. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE : Only an 
implication? 

Mr. McPHAIL: But you have to mak~ 
laws for the government of the. country, and 
everybody has to observe those laws, and I 
say ths same thing applies here-that we 
want to make even ourselves amenable to 
the law. Now, it has been stated this is 
.only a small matter. The hon. member for 
Wide Bay has statsd that it is a tragedy 
that W<J should be dealing with these little 
things, when greater subjects should be re­
ceiving consideration. I maintain that little 
things will eventually lead to big things, 
and, if we tackle the small things one by 
one, we shall eventually get exa-ctly what we 
want. The hon. member for Wide Bay also 
referred to the members of the Labour party 
having in their platform a plank dealing 
with the nationalisation of the liquor traffic, 
but he did not mention the further words 
in that plank-" with an ultimate view to 
prohibition." U we set an example by 
<loing away with our own bar, we are mak­
ing a. start, and, when the Government have 
time, they will bring in a comprehensive 
measure. I believ~ they will do so, for I 
am one of those whz, realise that the Labour 
party's planks are not simply put there to 
oo quoted ·during the recess, but that theY 
are things of reality which we intend to 
.carry out, and I am hoping that I sha11 live 
to see the day when we shnJl be nble to 
nationalise the trade. Meantime we are 
working on right lines in trying to do <1way 
step by step with the evils that exist. It 
has been stated by Borne that this is a matter 
which also concerns the Upper Ch<1mber, and 
that, even if we ca.rrv the motion, we shall 
onlv be wasting· our time as the other House 
will have to deal with it. Now, we are not 
concerned -as to what the other Chamber 
mav do in the matter. They must accept 
the" resnonsibility for their own action. That 
is the ·attitude that we adopt; and, if we 
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think a. thing is right, then we must agree 
to it and let the other House do as they 
think fit in regard to it. If they, in their 
wisdom, throw it out, the responsibility 
rests with them and not with us. If we 
carry the motion, our responsibility ceases. 
It has been stated that the doing away with 
the bar here will not Btop odrinkirLg. I do 
not say that it will. but I want to lay stress 
upon the value of example. The fact of 
this House agreeing to do away with the 
L<1r is an evidence of our desire eventually 
to control the liquor traffic. As regards its 
.being a question of State control, I think 
there is nothing in that argument at all. 
The bar is here, and I understand the gentle­
m&n who runs it gets the profits arising 
out of it, so th'at the State has really nothing 
to do with it. The hon. member for Wide 
Bay referred to the fact that, if the bar 
was not here, hon. members would go across 
to the corner, and he spoke as if it was not 
right to expect hon. members to do that. 
Now, if men think they are perfectly justi­
fwd in having a glass of liquor in an hotel. 
then they should be perfectly prepared to 
walk manfully over and get it in the hotel, 
and I would have nothing at all to say 
against it. If hon. members wanted a glass 
of beer, they would go over there whether 
the bar was here or not. The hon. member 
said it was tragic to see the number of men 
wearjntr the King's uniform going about our 
streets 
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in an int<Jxicated condition. I do 
not know what that has to do with the ques· 
tion before the House, but it is only another 
evidence that it is necessary for the Govern­
ment to take out of the 'hands of private 
enterprise the control of this traffic, and it 
i3 also evidence that we are going on right 
lines when we are asking for the abolition 
of the bar here, so that it will be a first step 
towards greater things. I heartily approve 
of the motion. I feel very s_trongly indeed 
on the matter, and I re<1hse that other 
countrie3 have benefited as a result of taking 
over the control of the !iquor traffic and 
practicallv abolishing it during the present 
time of "strife among the nations. The 
examnle of Russia has been quoted this after­
noon,' <tnd I say that Queensland also should 
control a big question like this. Posterity 
will bless the men who ,are prepared to 
undertake this work even in the face of 
opposition, in the face of private enterprise. 
<tnd in the face of th:-se who are out for 
personal gain. 

Mr. COYNE (Warrego): I do not wi_sh tn 
give a silent vote on this matter erther. 
(Hear, hear!) We used to regard this 
motion, a short time ago, as a good old 
hardy annual. (Laughter.) It used to be 
brought forward every year. 

Mr. MuRPHY: And every man who moved 
it was defeated at the next election. 
(Laughter.) 

Mr. COYNE: It used to be moved every 
vear with the pious hope that something 
;,ould be done, but nothing has eve~ b~en 
done. It appears to me that the brmg~ng 
in of such a motion casts a great reflectiOn 
upon hon. members of this House. I have 
been here nearly eight years, and I. hav_e 
never seen an Iron. member become mtoxr­
cated by reason of the fact that he ob­
tained refreshments at the bar attached to 
this building; and anyone who consulted 
the manager of the refreshment-rooms 
would find that, if he was dependent for 
his living upon the bar, he would go very 
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hungry indeed. We have heard a good 
deal about the soldiers being intoxicated in 
the city. That is ascribed to the fact that 
they are supplied with liquor in the city, 
which, of course, is absolutely correct. But 
I remember only about a week ago seeing 
where the heads of the Christian churches 
·of Queensland came to the Premier and 
·asked him to use his influence with the 
Commonwealth Government to have the 
remedy for this state of affairs provided­
. that is, by the establishment of a wet can· 
teen at tbe camp, where the men would be 
under the control of their own officers. 
'There would be no intoxication at the camp, 
because the man who would supply the men 
with liquor would be a paid servant, and 
he would have no incentive to make them 
intoxicated. Besides that, if the officers in 
charge were vigilant, they would see th~t 
no man became intoxicated there, or, If 
any should get into that state, then the 
man who supplied them with the intoxi· 
cants could be sacked. 

Mr. MURPHY: The only way to prevent 
men· becoming intoxicated is to wipe out 
the liquor trade, but it is not proposed to 
do that. 

Mr. COYNE : This does not propose to 
do anything at all. It is like going to 
shoot an elephant, and, instead of doing 
so, shooting an <tnt. (Laughter.) WP 
have also heard a bout the grand results 
that have followed from the wiping out of 
vodka in Russia. Well, the Russian armies 
are being driven back miles and miles every 
day in their own country by men who drink 
every sort of intoxicating liquor, and who 
never make any bones about it, and rather 
admire themselves because they drink in­
toxicating liquors, so that I do not think 
that argument is too much in favour of 
wiping out the use of liquor. (Laughter.) 
I have been a temperate man all my life, 
and 1 think 1 am right in saying that I 
-can deal with this question in an impartial 
way. The people of Victoria, a month or 
six weeks ago, set themselves out to remedy 
this so-called evil by •hutting up the hotels 
at half-past 9 p.m. They reckoned that bv 
that means they were going to do away with 
this terrible evi1 of drink; but what has 
happened? Anybody who read this morn­
ing's paper will see from a return brought 
down by the Government that there have 
been more arrests for drunkenness and a 
greater consumption of liquor in Victoria 
since the hotels were shut at half-past 9 
at night than wlien they were left open till 
half-past 11. They are open two hours 
less, and yet there is a great deal more 
liquor consumed in the shorter timP than 
in the longer period. 'Ve are told that. if 
we wipe out tlie refreshment-room in Par­
liament Rouse, we will remedy all th8 evils 
that are alleged to exist here in regard to 
drink. I have a.lready stated that there are 
no evils here, to my knowledge, in regard 
to drink from the fact that we have in 
this building a refreshment bar. 

Mr. H. L. HARTLEY : Let us set an 
example. 

Mr. COYNE: I would rather have a 
better example to set than that. During 
the time I have been here I have seen occa­
sions when it would have been rather a 
serious thing for a man who thought he 
required a glass of whisky or beer to have to 
go .down the street for it. We know that 
men go to the hotels where they can get the 

particular liquor they have a taste for, and 
they would travel half a mile to get the 
liquor they wanted. If a man felt that he 
c'ould do with a nip of whisky, he would 
probably go to the hotel where he thought 
he could be supplied with the bPst whisky. 
Even if a man onlv went across the road 
from Parliament H~use to have the drink 
that he required, and a division took place 
during his absence, the fact of his being away 
might be a very serious thing for the country . 

Mr. BOOKER: One vote w:mld not make 
much difference just now. 

Mr. COYNE: No, it would not just now; 
but if you multiplied it by ten or twenty it 
would. 

Mr. FREE: Can't you get all brands in the 
House, without goiag away? 

Mr. COYNE : I do not know anything 
about the brands in the House at all. (Laugh­
ter.) I think it is rather a pity that a re­
flection should be thrown on the sobriety of 
the meml:ers of this House by bringing up a 
motion of this description. If it were carried 
to-day, it would do absolutely no good at all. 
Ai' to the so-called example, it would set no 
example. If you shut up half the hotels in 
Brisbane it would have no effect, because 
the people would flock to the remaining 
hotels. Of course, I do not think anyone 
would get a great harvest out of the mem­
bers of this House. I have always voted 
against a motion of this kind when a division 
was called, and if a division is called to-day 
I shall vote against the motion. This House 
is probably as sober and more sober than any 
in Australia, and I venture to say that it is 
ae sober a House as any in the world. ~y 
should we reflect upon ourselves by bringing 
up a motion of this kind? The people out­
side will ask themselvPs as to what is the 
meaning of bringing down this motion so 
regularly. They can only come to one cpn­
dusion, and that is that the members of 
this House are not a sober lot. I say that 
it is a great pity that we should reflect upon 
ourselves in that way when there is no real 
cause for the reflection. I am going to vote 
against the motion. although I would not 
care for one moment if there was not 
a drop of intoxicating liquor anywhere to· 
morrow. I think I am justified in expressing 
my opinion in this matter. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS 
(Hon. J. Adamson, Rockhampton): I desire 
to speak on the motion, but I have not had 
much time to think very much about this 
subject the last few days-ami particularl-y 
to-day-still I have always had something 
to say on a question of this kind, and I would 
be a cowardly man, having been an ab­
stainer for forty-two years, if I allowed a 
motion of this kind to go through without 
saying a word or two personally in favour 
of it. I think it would be a good thing 
if there were no intoxicating liquors sold 
'vithin the precincts of the House at all; not 
because I am of opinion that this is a drunken 
House, or that the shutting up of the bar 
would be a reflection on any members he· 
cause of what they drink-I am not going to 
argue from that standpoint at all-but I say 
it would be a. good thing, beca.use drink is n<> 
good to anybody, because I believe it is a 
great curse where it is sold as it is sold 
in this nation. I believe that the Russians, 
in prohibiting vodka,. have taken .a course 
that is most likelv to l:enefit the Russian 
nation; in fact, it has already been proved 

Hon . .f. Adamson.] 



448 Sale of Intoxicants [ASSEMBLY.] in Parliament House. 

that it has benefited the Russian nation. The 
hon. member for W arrego said that the Ger­
mans, who drank everything, and boasted 
about their drinking, were beating the 
Russians. I want to say that the Germans, 
who boast about their drinking, and do their 
drinking in a very undesirable way, have 
committed some of the worst exce,ses and 
some of the worst cruelties which have ever 
been perpetrated in the world, because they 
were maddened by drink. 

HoNOURABLE MEMBERS~ Hear, hear ! 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: 
If drinking can produ~e such scenes as were 
seen in Belgium, and can make men who 
under other circumstances are not ready to 
do the cruelties which have been committed 
there, and if drink can make men into 
wild beasts, cruel and bloodthirsty, it surely 
ought to be done away with. That is not 
only true in regard to Belgium, but it is 
true everywhere. When a man becomes a 
victim to drink and come£ under the power 
of alcohol, he neither cares for his wife and 
children nor anybody else. As to the argu­
ment that drink has ena,bled the Germans to 
win victories over the Russians, it has also 
enabled the Germans to do a great many 
cruel things to the Belgians, who are as 
brave as the Germans and a grent deal 
braver. However, that does not touch this 
particula,r motion. I wa,nt to say that the 
best men, those men who endure most, 
whether they are explorers a,t the North 
Pol<', whether they he athletes in the stadium, 
m· men who are athletes on the course and 
go in_ for bicycle racing or foot racing-it 
is the men who abstain from drink who 
accomplish the most and ga,in the most 
advantage. If the physcial and social life 
of a, nation is better for al:stinence from 
drink. then it is a, g-ood thing- for the House 
to carry a motion of this kind, and show that, 
as far as we are concerned, we will take the 
side of the men who arc the best socially 
and physicallv. I believe that, so far a,s 
intellectual needs are concerned too, the man 
who docs without alcohol is the man who 
can do the beet intellectual work, and any­
one who knows anything- about the argu­
ment~ in relation to temperance, so fa,r as 
workmg men are concerned. knows that the 
temperate man is the most efficient ma.n and 
ca'l do the best. work. If I had thought 
about this motion I might have brought 
Philip Snowden's book, " Socialism and Tem­
perance" along and quoted from it. Philip 
Snowden savs that to do without alcohol 
means efficie-ncy for the worker. means that 
he will be better able to fight the economic 
battle for better wages than he is getting 
at the pre,ent time, that drink helps to do 
more to prevent him from getting better 
conditions und wages than almost anything 
else. I. wo"':'ld not go in for the argument 
that drmk 1s the only cause of poverty. I 
know that there are other causes-economic 
injustice. Some men exploit the workers and 
get from them more than they ought in­
stead of paying them the right wages g~md­
ing them down a.s far as thev possibly can. 
That is one of the great causes of poverty. 
While .drjnk is not the only 'lanse of poverty, 
I say 1t IS ~ great cause ?f poverty, and the 
man who giVes way to drmk-and sometimes 
the best-natured men give way to drink­
jorg-ds his home, his wife. and children. 
If I were to give sm'1e reminiscences this 
afternoon in relation to my own life--the 
life in my boyhood's home-I could tell how 

[Hon. J . .Adamson. 

a. good woman, and good children, too, were· 
simply ruined a.nd their chances blighted for 
life 1: ecause of the foolishness of a man who, 

in his sober moments, was one of 
[4.30 p.m.] the best of men, and yet because 

of the curse of drink neglected· 
thoRe that he ought to have cared for in 
every way. Now, as to what the effect of 
the passing of this motion will be in this 
House, I say that I do not think tha,t the 
effect will be very gre'lt, because members 
of this House who want a glass of liquor· 
will have it whether ther" is a, bar here or 
not. I a,m not going to say what effect 
drink will have on members of thi,; House. 

Mr. BRIDGES : Widen the scope of it. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: 
How? 

:Mr. BRIDGES: Make it apply to the whole 
State. 

The SECRE'I'ARY FOR R~I\.ILWAYS: 
So far as I am concerned, we know that 
the platform of our party provides for the 
nationa,lisation of the drink traffic with the 
view of total prohibition. I know that that 
is a. big question, ,and will ooke a, lot of 
arguing and a lot of fighting w bring it 
a,bout; but I am rea,dy to fight for that 
and ready to work for that in every way 
when the time comes to deal with it. But 
here we have something that we can deal 
with straight away if Parliament is desirous 
of dea,ling with it. If this bar is any good' 
to Parliament, and if members are a,ny 
better for it being here, a,nd they are able 
to legislate better bee a use ther<' is a bar 
on the premises, then let us keep it. But 
does it make better legislators? Every one 
of us knows that we a,re sent here not to 
g-o to the bar. but to sit here and legislate 
for the benefit of the country which sends 
us here. I am not going to say how ma,ny 
members go to the bar. Every man plea,es 
himself so fa,r as that is concerned. I do 
not go to the bar, nt any rate. No one has 
ever seen me go to the b>ir and take a 
drink there, because I haYe I:ev•'r been 
there. I have been in the refreshment-room 
a,nd ha.d my dinner there, and paid for it 
at thP bar. Members have asked me to go 
to the har and have a, drink, and I ha~e 
said, "I won't." (Laughter.) If any man 
ever sa,ys that he saw John Adamson going­
to the bar and having a drink he tells lies. 

Mr. MURPHY: Nobodv would think of 
saying that. (Laughter.)· 

The SECRE'I'ARY FOR RAILWAYS: 
I know that members have asked me to go 
to the bar and have a drink, because I 
suppose they wanted to have a bit of fun. 
I really do not think that any member 
wishes to see me go to the bar. I think that 
Pverv member of this House admires a ma,n 
for ~ticking consistently to his principles. and 
I -rlo not think anyone would like to see me 
going to the oor. 

Mr. MURPHY: You would go to the bar 
for a ginger a,le? (Laughter.) 

The SECRE'I'ARY FOR RAILWAYS: 
No. not even for ginger ale. (Laughter.) I 
kno'IV one member did ask me to go to the 
bar for .a g-lass of ginger ale, and I said, 
"No; I will have it in the dining-room." 
(Loud laug-hter.) I am not an unsociable 
man, and this member, who was a kindly 
man. and who has been kindly disposed to­
wards me. asked me to have a drink:. I said,. 
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"I will not have it at the bar, as I object 
to the bar, but I will have a bottle of ginger 
ale with you in the dining-room." (IAlughter.) 
Some men say that there is more alcohol in 
ginger ale than there is in the other liquor. 
Whether that is true or not, I do not know, 
as I have never analysed it. At any rate, 
that is as far as I go-ginger ale. I say 
that if the bar helps us in our work, and 
if it helps us to do better work than we 
would do otherwise, then we should keep it. 
Everything that alcohol can do in tjhe 
direction of medicine can be done equally 
well ly other things. Although I do not 
say I would not take alcohol as a medicine, 
still, as a beverage it is no good. In fa~t, 
it does a great deal of harm. It does not 
help us in the work we have got to do, and 
I understand that the bar does not pay. 
Some men repudiate the idea that they take 
too much. If they do not take very much, 
and if the bar is of no use to them as 
legislators, then for the sake of example to 
the soldiers who have been referred to, and 
who are going about the streets of Brisbane 
and drinking too much, we should close the 
bar in Parliament House. I have seen these 
men going 'tbout the streets of Brisbane, and 
it has been a sad sight to see t:1em. When 
I see men who are going to sacrifice their 
lives, and make the supreme sacrifice for 
their country, and they have not the power 
to control themselves so far as this drink 
is concerned. it makes me think whether 
these :men in some places might not become 
maddened with drink and be guilty of 
cruelty 'just because they have lost control 
of themselves. Anything that makes a man 
less efficient, and anything that makes social 
life less kindly than it ought to be, is the 
first thing that this House should set itself 
against altogether. Because I believe that 
drink is no good here or elsewhere, I am 
going to vote for the motion. 

Mr. McMINN (Bulimba) : I am surprised 
at the attitude taken up by some hon. mem­
bers who have spoken against this motion. 
It would seem that they consider that the 
member who introduced it and those who 
are supporting the motion are reflecting 
upon the sobriety of this House. The mover 
disclaimed that 'idea, and we who are sup­
porting him also disclaim that we make 
any reflection on the morality or sobriety of 
members of this House. If we were intro­
ducing this motion for the benefit of mem­
bers of this House, then we would have 
kept within the sacred walls of this build­
ing all knowledge of the fact that such a 
thing was necessary. It is because we do 
not see the necessity of the bar that we are 
supporting the motion. No member who 
has spoken has attempted to show that 
the bar is a necessary adjunct to the work 
carried on within its walls. True, in the 
days when Parliament was looked upon as 
a kind of social club to which members 
\Vere gathered together, and. incidentally, 
to amuse themselves by legislating for the 
welfare of those who sent them here, it 
may have been a necessity. We look upon 
Parliame.nt !::.0-day as a wor~shop. We 
look on the men who are sent here as men 
who are sent here to work out the destinies 
of this country and to work for those who 
sent them here. As the mover of the motion 
said, while in some workshops where the 
most strenuous work is carried on such a 
thing is not necessary, it shquld not be 
necessary in this workshop either that we 
should have this stimulus to our efforts. It 
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is said that we should be tolerant, and we 
are tolerant to every man's ideas. We do 
not preach that every man should follow 
our lead in respect to temperance, because 
we hold that any man who has come to the 
years of discretion and reason has a right 
to please himself. We take our stand on 
the utility or necessity of the bar in Parlia­
ment House. If you can point out the 
necessity for it, we would be inclined to 
support it. So long as we consider it is 
not necessary, we should abolish the excres­
cence from our system. The hon. member 
for Wide Bay said if we adopted the 
broader principle for abolition of the liquor 
traffic. he would be with the mover. How 
can we, as consistent men, attempt to 
abolish a thing when we nurture it within 
our own precincts? If we a.re to ask the 
men gathered in the military camps to desist 
from intoxicating liquors, then we should 
set them an example here and lead the way. 
\Ve do not reflect on members of this House. 
It is because we recognise that, as consti­
tuted, this House does not require the bar 
that we intend to support the motion. 

* Mr. BAYLEY (Pittsworth) : I listened 
to the remarks of the Secretary for Railways 
with a very great deal of pleasure, as the 
hon. member J?Ut his views very nicely, and 
I can substantiate every word he said. His 
ideas are my ideas exactly. We must all 
agree that alcohol is the curse of any coun­
try, and when we come to consider that in 
Great Britain the cost of the alcohol which 
is consumed year by year is very much in 
excess of the amount that is spent on educa­
tion; when we come to consider that the 
amount that is spent on drink year by 
year throughout the United Kingdom is 
very much in excess of what is spent on 
bread-the staff of life-we can see at a 
glance to what an enormous extent the traffic 
has grown, and it is high time that all 
civilised countries made a verv strong 
attempt to deal with this traffic. 'We know 
perfectly well that more crime is committed 
in the country because of drink than from 
any other cause. We know that our gaols 
and our lunatic asylums are filled to a very 
great extent because of the excessive use of 
strong drink. 

Mr. BERTRA:VI: We are all agreed on that 
point. 

Mr. BAYLEY: We are all aware that 
drink is a curse to the country, and we 
should not ask others to leave it alone unless 
we are prepared to do likewise. It seems 
to me it would be a cowardly thing to insist 
'upon other men not being allowed to · get 
drink unless we are prepared to follow suit. 
For instance, the hon. member for Wide 
Bay has suggested that we should not allow 
intoxicating drink to be sold in our cities or 
towns-that the soldiers should not be 
allowed to be served with drink in the 
hotels. They are allowed to come into our 
city when they are off duty, but they should 
not be allowed to get strong drink. It would 
he ab,urd to impose such restrictions upon 
our sold! ers, who are amongst our finest 
men, and not impose similar restrictions 
upon ourselves. We know full well that 
many of our soldiers are in the habit of 
taking too much drink; they have, in many 
cases, brought discredit upon the uniforms 
which they wear, and we should do all that 
li<>s in our power to prevent this sort of 
thing. The very least we can do is to show 
that we have our hearts in the matter, and 
to say that we are willing to abolish drink 
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from our own House. If we do this, the 
moral effect upon our soldiers will be very 
great, and the moral effect upon the citi­
zens of Queensland generally will ttlso be 
very great. Our soldiers are going away­
perhaps, to die for us; they are leaving their 
homes and relatives; in many cases men are 
leaving their wives and children; and when 
they are doing this the least we can pas· 
sibly do is to show that we are willing to 
do without drink within the precincts of 
this House, in order that our moral example 
ma.y be felt throughout the country. We 
cannot do better than follow the example 
of the King. We know what steps he has 
taken in this matter; we also know what 
Earl Kitchener has done in the same direc­
tion, and it is impossible to estimate the 
results which have accrued because of the 
example set by the King and by Earl Kit­
chener. We should set a similar example 
to the citizens of this State. If we refer to 
other countries, we will see what they have 
done in this regard. We are told by people 
who are competent to judge, that the people 
of Russia have become from 30 per cent. to 
50 per cent. more efficient because the drink 
traffic has been abolished from their coun­
try; and, what has been done in Russia 
can, to a very great mdent, be done in 
Queensland and in other parts of Australia. 
If strong drink were necessary to enable 
us to do our work, then I would not say a 
word in favour of abolishing it, but we know 
we are more efficient if we do without drink. 
We know that the leading men in politics, 
and in many other walks of life, are men 
who never touch strong drink. Then, if we 
go to the field of athletics, we see that the 
finest athletes-the men who put up records­
are the men who are very abstemious, and, 
in fact, men who are almost total abstainers. 
If we come here with clear heads we can 
do very much better work for our country 
than if our brains are muddled through the 
use of alcohol. I do not mean to say for 
one moment that any member comes here 
the worse of drink, as most of them xre 
very abstemious. The hen. member for 
Wide Bay has said that the movor of this 
mo•ion wishes to interfere with the liberty 
of the subject. But it seems to me that we 
are continually interfering with the liberty 
of the snbject. How many subjects in 
Oueensland would vPry much like to have 
their opium now and again; but the law 
stepped in and has absolutely prohibited 
the use of opium throughout the State. How 
many of our Chinese friends and those of 
othf'r nationalities are very hard hit in this 
respect; but, for the good of the commumty, 
opium is not allowed to l:e used. Then, we 
find that it is against the law to sell strong 
chink on Sundays. That is interfering with 
the liberty of the subject, and, of necessity, 
the laws of any country must interfere with 
the libm:ty of the subject in order that the 
greater number may benefit-in order that 
we may live on a higher plane. I do not 
intend to speak at great length, but I would 
like to propose, as an amendment to the 
motion, that all tho words •after "pro­
hihitnd," in paragraph 1, be omitted. with 
the view of inserting the words " in Queens­
land." Many hon. members have this aftnr­
noon expressed a wish that something of this 
sort should be done; and, being a keen tem­
perance advocate, I have very much pleasure 
in proceeding on the lines thus suggested 
in this regard. I am sure that all those 
who have spoken in favour of the motion 
will be only too pleased to support the 
arr,onciment. vV e can do without drink, as 
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it is doing absolutely no good, and is doing 
as much harm as the use of opium has done 
in other countries. We know that we would 
be richer and more prosperous; we know 
the people would be living on a higher 
plane; that our women and children would 
have a chance of living happier lives, if we 
pnt our shoulders to the wheel on this occa­
sion and make up our minds that for once 
in our lives we shall be whole-hearted for 
the public good, and abolish the drink traffic. 
(Hear, hear!) 

:-.1r. BRIDGES (i'.'undah): I rise with great 
pleasure to second and Bupport the amend­
mont which has been so ably moved by mv 
friend, the hon. member for Pittsworth. I 
haYe .a gteat amount of sympathy with the 
motion in it; original form, but it has be<m 
before this H.ouse almost every year since I 
have been a member of the Chamber, and 
on two or three oecasions it haB been pass<ld 
by the House, and nothing has come of it. 
If I thought that by passing the motion in 
its c,riginul form it would be given effc>ct 
to, thc•n, for the sake of example, I 'hould 
be one to support it; but, having carri&d <t 
similar motion on more than one occaBion 
and nothing· having come of it, I am of 
opinion that it is about time we showed our 
true colours, and set an example to the 
JWO')le outside. I am a prohibitionist, l'ot 
only as regards the sale of liquor in this 
House, but as reg,.rds the sale of liquor in 
Queensland. Therefore I support the amend­
went. 

Mr. MAY: Abolish the Upper House, then. 

Mr. BRIDGES: We are not at the present 
time discussing th0 question of abolishing 
the Upper House. We <He discussing the 
question of abolishing from the country what 
is a temptation to many of our young men, 
and even to some of our old men, and I am 
g·oing to Bupport the amendment to prohibit 
the sale of intoxicating liquors throughout 
Queensland. I hope the amendment will be 
carried on the voices, and that it will be 
c<J,rric.d unanimously, so that the Government 
will see fit to bring in legislation to give 
effect to what I believe is the real wish of 
everyone in this House. We kn<. w that tile 
Labour party are pledged to prohibition, 
but they go about it in a very slow way; 
they say they believe in taking one step at 
a time. I want to do the whole thing at 
once. 

Mr. BERTRAM: Will this motion do it? 

Mr. BRIDGES: If the motion is carried 
unanimously this afternoon, I think it will 
d•' it, beca;se prohibition is one of the planks 
of the Labour platform, and it is strongly 
supported by many members on this side of 
the House. 

Mr. BERTRAM: You know the amendment 
is proposed in order to defeat the motion. 

Mr. BRIDGES: It is all very well for 
my friend to say that the amendment is 
proposed with the object of defeating the 
motion, but I hold that it has a much wider 
object. My friend knows that I have been a 
prohibitionist ever since he has known me, 
and that is a long time. I am a thorough 
prohibitionist, and will support prohi-bition 
whenever and wherever I have the oppor­
tunity of doing so. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: Will you go 
for n.,tionalisation? 

Mr. BRIDGE-S: No. I will not go for 
nationalisation. I do not think the Govern-
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ment of the country should traffic in an 
evil. Therefore I am against the nationalisa­
tion of the drink traffic. Like the Secretarv 
for Railways, I have never talwn a dr;nk 
even of water or giiJgor be-er, at the bar. ' 

Mr. Mc:\1nm: They will bring it to you 
in the visitors' room. 

Mr. BRIDGES: Yes. I look upon the 
visitors' room as a greater evil than the bar 
as far as intoxicating ·drink is concerned 
because my experience is that there is ver; 
litHe intoxicating drink consumed at th'e 
bar. Let us go the whole hog in this matter. 
If we close the ba1· in the House, let us 
close the bar at the corner and in every 
licensed house in Queensland. Thursday 
aftern?on is not a time when part:• matters 
are <bscussed. Let us drop party in this 
matter, and let each member vote according 
tJ his conscience, and then I am sure the 
amendment will be carried, because the 
Labour party believe in prohibition only 
they are afraid that we will not help them 
to carry it. We will help them to carry it. 
I will vote for it, ·just as I voted for the 
nationalisation of the sugar industry. (Go­
vernment laughter.) Members opposite may 
laugh. 

Mr. COOPER : You 'llre cnnsistent. 

Mr. BRIDGES: Yes; I am certainly con­
.sistent on the drink· question, and my con­
stituents believe that I am consistent politi­
-cally. vVhen the hon. member who made 
that interjection hail been in the House as 
long as I have, it will be time enough for 
him to throw stones across the Chamber. 
My constituents have returned me from time 
to time, because they believe that I am con­
sistent in what I advocate, and one of those 
things is prohibition. I have advocated 
prohibitwn ever since I have .been a child, 
and I shall continue to advocate it. I believe 
that if the question goes to ·a vote the amend­
ment will be carried, and if we carry it, then 
we may expect the Government to give 
effect to it, as therG are men on the front 
Treasury bench who are believers in pro­
hibition. Well, let them vote for the <~mend­
ment, and do away with the proposal to 
nationalise the drink traffic. The carrying 
of the amendment only means promoting 
that which the Government are afraid to 
tackle. 

Mr. GLEDSO::s-: I ask your ruling on 
the amendment, Mr. Spooker. I claim that 
it is out of order, because it does not amend 
the motion, hut deals with a new question 

..altogether. The motion is, not that the sale 
of intoxicating liquors should be prohibited 
in Queensland, but that their sale should be 
prohibited within the precincts of this 
House. 

The SPEAKER : The amendment is quite 
in order. Onl'c a motion has been submitted, 
it is within the province nf the House to 
alter it or do what they like with it. 

Mr. GLEDSON: Well, I refuse to <~coopt 
tho amendment, because it is only introduced 
for the purpose of defeating the motion. 

OPPOSITION :MEMBERS: No, no! 

Mr. COOPER (Brerner) : I do not speak 
·On this motion with any idea of avoiding 
giving what has been called a silent vote. 
I confess that a " silent vote" is somewhat 
of a mystery to me, because, in my opinion. 
the most eloquent testimony a man can give 

on any question is to vote on it one way or 
the other. If a man wishes to be silent when 
a vote is given, then he should stq) outside 
the bar of the Chamber. But I presume 
that what .a member means when he says that 
he docs not wish to give a silent vote is that 
he desires to explain the vote he is going 
to give. I <1m not speaking now to cxplain 
th'' vote ~hat I am going to give, but be­
cause I Wish to draw attention tD one or two 
things which have been said in the course of 
this discussion. l was somewhat astonished 
that the hon. member for Wid" Bay snould 
have been so pained at something of the 
nature of a party statement being introduced 
into the diseu,.sion, and that he should then 
have immediately attacked the soldier for 
his drinking habits, and have asked that the 
soldier, of all men in the world at this time, 
should be prohibited from enjoying the right 
that all other citizens enjoy. I think in that 

respect he was most inconsistent: 
[5 p.m.] He took the hon. member for 

Ipswich to task for introducing 
'" debatable subject-as tD who was respon­
sible for the greater part of the drinking, 
and then he said, " I will be with him heart 
and soul if he will ·do something· to stop the 
soldier getting the ncurishment and stimu­
lant that I as a citizen am able to get." I 
know that in that the hon. member was most 
unfair. 

Mr. BOOKER: Do you desire to see soldier~ 
drunk in the street ? 

Mr. COOPER: I do not desire to see 
soldiers drunk in the street, nor do I de­
sire to see any body drunk in the street, but 
I want to say that the public-house is there 
at present for the reason that it is for our 
convenience. We say that the publican 
must open at 6 o'clock, and that he must 
not shut until 11 o'clock ; that he must keep 
so many rooms, and that he must have 
so many other things. He is, therefor<', there 
for our convenience. Whv we should debar 
one section of the community and not 
another I fail to see. Then the hon. mem­
ber said, " Why do you not go out into 
the highways and into the byways and 
close up the hotels there?" And because I 
agreed with him, he said, " I am glad to 
see that there is one hon. member in sym­
pathy with me." He said, in effect, "We 
are the only white ones; we are the pure 
merino. Come to us last. Let us have oul 
little bar, because we do not use it. Close 
up the bar of the man who does use it, but 
leave us alone, because we do not need our 
bar. Leave us our bar." The argument 
was to me inconsistent. I am in favour 
of its being closed, and I am in favour of 
all the bars in Queensland being closed. 

HoNOURABLE MEMBERS : Hear, hear ! 

Mr. COOPER: And I am prepared, when 
the time comes, not only to vote for it, but 
I also am prepared to work for it for all 
I am worth, in the interests of the people, 
and that, in my opinion, will be assisted 
by closing the whole of the liquor bars in 
Queensland. Now, whether the soldier gets 
his drink in the camp or in the street is 
an open question, but this I know : I know 
that a big number of people objected to the 
drink at the camp, not because the soldier 
would be able to get a drink. but because 
it would be a ,co-operative effort, and the 
soldier would be profiting by this horribls 
trade. We have seen the fallacy of that 
now, and we have seen that it might be 
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better for appearance sake for the soldier 
to get liquor in camp. And I am going 
to give the House an idea of what some 
people regard as moderation. I was talk. 
ing to a man who keeps an excellent hotel, 
a well-conducted house, and he said, " Had 
I the management of the canteen, I would 
let a man have it in moderation. I would 
give him a rum and milk when he gets up 
in the morning, because most of them are 
used to it, and I would give him a pint 
when he goes to drql, an_d after he COJ?eS 
off drill I would g1ve h1m another pmt, 
and then he would not have another before 
tea time. I would give him one then when 
he is in the habit of taking it a.s an appe­
tiser when going home from work, and one 
after tea, and I would give him one when 
he goes to bed. I am sure no one could 
object to a moderate programme of that 
description." (Laughter.) 

Mr. TOLMIE: What about his afternoon 
drill? 

Mr. COOPER : He would do without one 
then altogether, to show his moderation. 

Mr. TOLMIE: The afternoon drill is the 
most severe they have to go through. 

Mr. COOPER: The one for that is the 
.appetiser before tea. (Laughter.) Th~n 
something as the hon. member for Ens­
bane say~, to build him up-(laughter)­
and then there was the nightcap before 
going to bed. That was that gentlema;n's 
idea of moderation in the matter of drmk 
for the soldiers. I have not counted it up, 
but if hon. members care to do so they may. 
All I know is that, if the soldier could do all 
that, and then feel all right, well, he is 
pretty good in that respect. I would not 
like to take the rum and milk when I got 
up and I would not like to try the pint 
before tea, nor the nightcap before I went 
to bed. But I do not think that this ques­
tion is to be settled by argument as to what 
is being done elsewhere, or what horrible 
example we have somewhere else. The hon. 
member for Warrego, in refe_rring ~ Vi_c­
toria did not make much 1mpresswn m 
his a'rgument. He said that there are more 
arrests for drunkenness now that the hotels 
close at 9.30 p.m. than when they closed at 
11 If the hon. member had been down 
th~re he would know that the hotels did not 
close at 11 o'clock; they closed at half-past 
11. At half-past 11 the average police~an 
was snug in bed, and the drunk was emptied 
out from the hotel to meander on his way 
home unmolested. (Laughter.) At the pre· 
sent time he is turned out at 9.30, when 
the policeman is on the beat. and for 
decencv's sake he is not allowed to go un­
noticed and to frequent the streets. 
(La.ughter.) I make bold to ·say that there 
is no more drunkenness in Melbour"!e now 
than there was when the hotels did not 
dose till 11.30. The only difference is that 
he comes more under the eye of the police­
man, and he, for the sake of appearance, 
has to take notice. I am glad to know that 
the hon. member for Nundah has been con­
sistent in his advocacy of this motion. I 
understand that it is a hardy annual; that 
it crops up year after year, and I believe 
that thel'e are hon. members who have 
voted for it year after year, and I under­
stan~, too, that. the ho~. m.em~,er is quit,~ 
consistent because I thmk, m Hansard, 
we will fi~d that he has voted on this ques­
tion both ways-(laughter)-he has voted 
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for it and he has voted against it. He is 
therefore consistent in his inconsistency. I 
am going to vote for the motion if it comes 
to that. If the amendment comes first for 
the abolition of the drink traffic, I am going 
to vote for it. 

HoNOURABLE MEMBERS : Hear, hear ! 

Mr. COOPER : I am not going to hedge 
in the matter. I believe we will get along 
better without it, and whilst I have an 
opportunity of giving a vote in that direc­
tion why should I not do so? The hon. 
me~ber for Wide Bay mentioned the Labour 
platform. I am sorry that he did not con­
sult the hon. member for Toowoomba. He 
ought to know _that that hon. me.mber has 
studied that httle red book with great 
attention. No one has studied the Lab­
our party's littlE red book more than the 
hon. member for Toowoomba, and if he 
had consulted hlm he would not have fallen 
into the error of accusing this party of 
being a nationalisation party alone, so far 
as the liquor trade is concerned. We are 
out on the liquor trade with a view to totai 
prohibition. And this is the only State bar 
we have in Queen.sland. The :qon .. m_ember 
for Wide Bay said so. And If It IS our 
only State bar, let us, for the sake of 
heaven, go the whole hog and aboliSh it. 
(Laughter.) 

Mr. GUNN (Carnarvon): I d~ not int~nd 
to give a silent vote on this qucst!on. 
(Laughter.) The hon. mcmbe-- who has J~st 
sat down gave us a lecture on the mi.s­
takes that some members make. He said 
that when you 'yant to vote silently you 
should go outside the bar. I clo not I?tend 
to go outside the bar, so the bes~ thmg I 
can do is to speak. I clo not thmk there 
are many members more temperate than I 
am. I do not drink liquor, not because I 
have anv verv conscientious scruples on the 
matter 'but s"imply beQause I have not got 
the appetite for it. I do not care for it, and 
if evervone were situated the same way as 
I am "we would all be sober. I do not 
take ~ny credit to my.self for being sober; 
but on the other hand, I recognise tha.t 
the;e are people who do fa!\ to the ':viis of 
drink. and if I could assist them m any 
way by closing the bar I would do so at 
once. Closing the bar at t.he other end of 
the building, in my opinion, will n?t make 
anybody in Queensland or Australia more 
sober than they are to-day. 1 think, if any­
body is so inclined, he wm,ld walk across tl:t'l' 
stre0t. which is p. few steps closer to this 
Chamber than the bar. 

Mr. COOPER: Have you stepped it? 

Mr. GUNN: I ha1·e stepped it-(laugh­
ter)-so that I know. I cannot see the 
utilitv of carrying a 111'.,tioJ:?- .of this sort, 
and if it were for total prohibition all over 
Australia. well-if I thought it would be 
brought about by this r:roti'?n-I would vote 
for it. But I do not thmk 1t would. If you 
go in fo1· total prohibiti0n, it will only 
;,rean that there will be an;<" amount of sly 
f!"og-selling and sl:· grog-making all over 
the ~country. I have yet to learn that those 
~ountries which have gone in for total pro­
hibition have be~AJme anv more sober. but 
if I did learn that they' had, I would be 
cmite willing to follow their example. 1'1 
New Zealand. some time ago at any rate, 
thfl consumption of liquor was !ust as great 
a8 it was before prohibition came into force 

Mr. KIRWAN:· It is greater per head. 
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Mr. GUNN: The only difference prohibi­
tion made was that, instead of going into 
a bar and getting a drink, you now buy it 
wholesale and keep it in your locker. Well, 
I would not like to see a member of this 
House go over to the hotel across the way, 
and come into this Chamber with a bottle 
sticking out of his pockets and put it into 
his locker, and go out every now and then 
and take a nip. That would not he any 
advantage to the House. Under the cir­
cumstances, I think that I must vote against 
both the amendment and the motion, because 
I do not see the utility of closing this bar 
.any more than any other bar. If it would 
make the people of Queensland or of Aus­
tralia more sober if this bar were closed, 
or if any other bar were closed, I should 
be only too happy to support the motion. 
I have thought late!:• that it would be a 
good thing if a canteen wa& opened at the 
Enoggera camp. I have seen a great many 
soldiers, I am sorry to say, in the streets of 
this town the worse for liquor. Perhaps they 
meet their friends from the bush or from 
other places, and they are always welcomed 
and treated. It would be better for them if 
there was .a canteen at the camp, and if the 
publicans in the city of Brisbane were pro­
hibited from supplying them with liquor. 
It would put them out of their trouble, as 
they do not like to refuse their friends. As 
for the countries that do not consume liquor, 
I do not know that ·they are any better 
than the countries that do consume liquor. 
For instance, the Turks, as far as I know, 
are a very sober nation, but th0y are no 
more humane and no cleverer than other 
nations. The Hindoos are -a· very sober 
nation; I do not think that they are any 
better than any other nation. The Chinese 
are another sober nation; I do not think 
they are any better or any clever-,r than 
any other nation. As a matter of fact, the 
nations that do take liquor seem to be more 
virile and better able to hold their own 
in this world than countries that do without 
liquor. It is a very moot question and I 
would very much like to read up the ques­
tion better than I have done before having 
to give a vote upon it; but, if it goes to a 
Yote, I shall vote against the amendment 
and also against the motion. 

Mr. DUNSTAN (Gympie): I was strongly 
tempted to give a silent vote on 1lhis 
!'natter, r;ot because. ~ have any hesitation 
m declarmg my opmwn on a subject like 
this, but because, personally, I am not 
addicted to talking very much at any time; 
but the plea has been put forward bv the 
hon. member for Wide Bay that most of 
the supporters of the motion are those who 
do not drink at all. · Penonally, I am not 
a t~etot~ller, _Yet at. the same time I heartily 
believe m th1s motwn ; and, if it goes to a 
Yote, I shall support it. I hold that there 
is no real necessity for a liquor refreshment­
bar amongst the general scheme of the 
comforts and privileges that are granted to 
members of this House. I think we can do 
without it, and there are good arguments 
for abolishing what may be a danger to 
certain members who have a weakness for 
liquor .. We know that where a large body 
of workmg men are engaged-for instance, 
say, at Mount Morgan-no member of this 
House would agree to the eshblishment of 
a refreshment-bar in their midst to enable 
the'? to obtain liquor <;luring their period 
of mdustry. Now, I thmk the same thing 
applies in regard to this Chamber because 
after all, we are not a superior' class of 

persons. The hon. member for Wide Bay 
referred to the spectacle of a number of 
members of our Defence Force lying in an 
int<>xicated condition on the steps of an 
hotel, and he used that as an argument 
for broadening the scope of our effort~ so 
as to abolish liquor outside for the good of 
the soldiers. Well, I woul-d say that if we 
translate that spectacle in imagination to 
the steps of our own refreshment-bar, if 
we saw one of our own mates lying in that 
condition, I think the hon. member himself 
would be found voting for ·this motion to 
abolish that bar. That is one of the reasons 
why I support the motion. I would not like 
to see continued in this Chamber anything 
that would be a danger to a mate of mine. 
As for the amendment, I have been amused, 
even during my short time in Parliament, 
to notice the adroitness with which mem­
bers of the Opposition bring forward cer­
tain amendments in order to catch the 
members of this party, and in order to avoid 
the necessity on their own part for voting 
straight out on the substantive motion. We 
know that the plank in our platform is 
"Nationalisation with a view to prohibi­
tion," and, in n1y opinion, nationalisation 
would come first. so that we shall abolish 
the incentiYe t<> private profit and conduct 
the hotels C'losely, so that we shall gradually 
abolish "shouting," for instance, and pro­
miscuous drinking, and ultimately bring 
about a lessened desire for liquor at all. 
For that reason, I have no hesitation in 
opposing the amendment, while I give my 
full vote for the motion moved by the hon. 
member for Ipswich. 

Mr. GILLIES (Eacham) : I do not intend 
to waste the time of the House to any 
extent this afternoon, because I feel that 
this is not the time to discuss the whole of 
the liquor question. We all realise that 
over indulgence in intoxicating liquor is a 
curse. Any man who is worthy of the name 
of a reformer must recognise that. I often 
wonder to see men who talk about reforming 
the working classes shutting their eyes con­
sistently to the great evil that liquor is, but 
I do not think this is the time to discuss 
that great question, because the Labour 
party have a clear and d'efinite proposal in 
their platform for dealing with the ques­
tion. After having been associated with 
the temperance movement for a quarter of 
a century, and having been a total abstainer 
all my life, I have come to the con!'lusion 
that the proposal of the Labour party to deal 
with this great questiOn is the only sane 
proposal, because we realise that the great 
obstacle in the way of temperance reform 
to-day is the money power of tll.e brewers 
and the publicaJlS. (Hear, hear!) There­
fore, I say the first step is to get free fr?m 
the money power whwh opposes genume 
temperance reform. The first step is for the 
State to nationalise, not only the sale of 
liquor, but its manufacture-start at the 
bottom and go right to th<' top. 

Mr. MAY: Start at the breweries and 
work down. 

Mr. GILLIES: Start at the breweries and 
work down, as the hon. member says. See­
ing that the Labour party has a clear, 
definite, and sane proposal in its platform 
for dealing with this great question, I see 
no need to waste the time of the House this 
afternoon. I believe that the object of the 
mover of the amendment, whether he did it 
consciously or otherwise, is to defeat the 
motion. 

Mr. BAYLEY: Not at all. 
Mr. Gillies.} 
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1\llr. GILLIES: No reason has been ad­
vanced this afternoon by any speaker why 
the bar of this House should not be closed. 
We are told that we are a temperate lot of 
people, and I ')ndorse it; I have not seen 
anything since I entered the Rouse to make 
me believe otherwise. If we are a tem­
perate people, and do not require that bar, 
does it not occur to some speakers who have 
said that it would be a reflection on the 
morals of the people of this Chamber to 
abolish the bar, that it would be a reflec­
tion on the morals of the people to allow 
the bar to exist, because people outside will 
assert that the bar would not be there unless 
it was patronised by members of this Par­
liament? Strangers are not allowed to return 
the compliment when members " shout " for 
them. If we are a temperate body of men 
-and I agree that we are-there is no rea­
son why we should not set a good example, 
ebpecially in this hour of the nation's trial, 
whert we should economise in every way, 
and close the bar of the House. I would 
do away with the disposal of liquor altogether 
in this State if I had my way, and if I 
could do away with it by a stroke of the 
pen, I would do so this afternoon. I do 
not think that the mov.er of the amendment 
had any real business in moving the amend­
ment, because it would be a simple matter 
for the House to carry the motion and 
abolish the parliamentary bar. There is no 
occasion to disc•1ss the whole of the liquor 
question this afternoon, but at a time like 
this when we want all the money we ean 
raise, it is a disgrace to Australia that w<:> 
spend 14,000,000 sovereigns evAry year in 
grog. We can imagine what good could be 
done with that £14,000,000, or even half of 
it. I venture to say that the half of that 
money represents the profits which are going 
into the pockets of the publicans and brewers. 
If we nationalise and control the liquor traffic 
we could do a great deal to alleviate the 
suffering in the country. The aged people are 
paid only lOs. per week pension while we are 
spending £14,000,000 in intoxicating liquor. 
This is not the time to deal with that ques­
tion. The Labour party have it in their 
platform, and are going to deal with it at 
the right time and in the right place. I am 
satisfied that there will be no shirking of 
responsibility so far as this party is con­
cerned. There is no occasion to waste .q,ny 
more time as far as I am concerned. I 
have never hesitated to make my position 
clear. I believe that every man worthy of the 
name of a reformer must realide that one of 
the grEatest obstacles to the progre<s of this 
country is the liquor traffic. (Hear, hear!) 

Mr. COLLINS (Bou-en) : I was not in the 
Chamber during the whole of the discussion, 
but I was here when the hon. member for 
Nundah seconded the amendment, and I 
was astonished at the revolutionary attitude 
taken up by that hon. member. I am 
pleased to think that to some extent he is 
progressing in his old age. (Laughter.) I 
am satisfied th""t if the hon. member is con­
sistent in his attitude, when we bring for­
ward our proposal for the nationalisation of 
the liqum traffic, he will be sittifig on this 
side of the House. I am surprised at the 
attitude also of the mover of"the amendment. 
I want to tell him that this party is an 
evolutionary party. We believe in going 
step by step tr bring about reform. One 
of the fint steps, in my opinion, is the 
motion moved by the hon. member for 
Ipswich. Some people say they will follow 
the King. Personally, I have no desire to 

[Mr. Gillies. 

follow the King, because I believe there 
have been a good many better men who have 
lived on this planet, especially in connec­
tion with the temperance movement, than 
the King. Many men have fought to bring 
about a better state of society, and one of 
the steps to bring about a better state of 
society is to do away with the drink evil. 
I am like my friend, the hon. member for 
Gympie, I am not a teetotaller, and I do not 
sail under fa.!se colours, but, at the same 
time, I am going to support the motion. I 
notice that the hon. member for Toowoomba 
is studying that little r<;>d book. (Laughter,) 
I am satisfied that as t1me rolls on and th1s 
party progr_esses-because it is a _progressive 
party, it w1ll have to keep movmg on, be­
cause a standstill means death to any party­
even the Liberal party will be very pleased 
to adopt some of the ideas in th,; little red 
book. We can speak to the amendment as 
well as to the motion. Personally, I am 
against the liquor traffic. My experience as 
an organiser in the various parts of the Sltate 
has taught me to be opposed to th<;> hquor 
traffic for all I am worth. I reahse that 
the consumption of liquor is n<;>t altoge~h~1· 
the cause of poverty, but I reahse that 1t 1& 
one of the things which blocked me as an 
organiser in organising _my fellow-workers, 
and I am satisfied that If the whole of the 
liquor traffic was wiped out, not only in this 
Stab•, but right through_out th~ Common­
wealth, it would not be m the mterests of 
members sitting on the Opposition benches as 
representatives of the capitalistic class. The 
hon. member for Nund1h knows that one of 
the best friends they have had in the past 
was the liquo~ traffic. 

Mr. BRIDGES: It was your best friend at 
the last election. 

Mr. COLl.,INS : I never hesitated when 
the question was put to me to defi_ne my 
attitude on the liquor question. I sa1d that 
my attitude was the plank of the Labour 
party's platform, and that is my attitude 
ilhis afternoon. 

Mr. BRIDGES: The amendment gives it to 
you. 

Mr. COLLINS : The red herring which 
has been drawn acros' the trail this after­
noon is somewhat similar to the red herring 
drawn across it the other afternoon by the 
hon. member for Burke. We are not to be 
caught by chaff. 

Mr. BAYLEY: There is no att~>mpt to do it. 

Mr. COLLINS: There is an attemp.t to 
do it. The hon. member is quite within 
his rights; we have been accustomed to 
these things being done before. . We should 
commence in this House, and w1pe out the· 
bar here if we think the har here has a 
tendency to destroy one man-and we can· 
not deny facts. We know that in the past 
men have come into this House fairly sober 
men and have left this House not being 
as ~ober as when they came into it. I 
claim that, as the majority of the peop~e 
of the State have to work and get the1r 
livelihood under the laws that we pass, that 
those laws, at any rate, should be passed 
by sober men. I want sober men to make 
the laws. {Hear, hear !) I have no time 
for men in a muddled state having any· 
thing to do in making the laws under which 
the people have to get their liv<>lihood. 
Law-making is a very serious thing-the 
most serious thing we have on the face of 
the earth-and therefore we should have 
serious minds brought to bear on the m~tk-
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ing of those laws. I can speak from experi­
ence. For fifteen .vears of my life I never 
tasted drink. For another fifteen years I 
was what is termed a moderate drinker. I 
suppose I can be classed as a moderate 
drinker, beco.use I have had two spoonsful 
of whisky during the last six months. 
(Laughter.) I have wod<ed in the farthest 
north of the State. Some people may sa.y 
I never worked at all, but I was one who 
helped to construct the Pine Creek Rail­
way in the Northern Territory in 1886. Hav­
ing worked in the northernmost part of 
the Commonwealth, I say that there is no 
need for drink to enable men to do their 
work. (Hear, hear!) I have had experi­
ence in the sugar districts, and I am pleased 
to say that the sugar districts have improved 
wonderfully during the past few vears in 
the increased wages granted to the men. 
I know that some seven or eight years ago, 
when it was my lot to visit the sugar dis­
tricts of Queensland, and wages were low 
and conditions bad, I used to deplore the 
fact that there were such a number of men 
hanging round the hotels looking for -:!rink. 
I kno>y t?at in the ~ugar districts last year 
the prmmpal complamt of the publicans was 
that the men did not drink. I am very 
pleased to be able to give that testimony 
in this House-that the increased wages in 
the sugar districts has brought about a more 

sober class of men. (Hear, 
[5.30 p.m.] hear !) In fact, I am prepared 

to say that, if we had our way, 
and if we had our native-born in the cane­
fields, we would have a more sober class of 
men than we have there now, owing to 
there being so many foreigners in our cane· 
fields to-day. I have a great admiration 
for the native-born Australian, because he 
is not addicted to drink in the same pro­
portion as the importf!"d man. I am very 
proud of that fact. Therefore I shall have 
much pleasure in recording my vote for 
the motion. I would like to say to the 
mover and seconder of the amendment that 
this party intends to put the planks of itR 
platform on the statute-book in their own 
way, and not in the way the Opposition 
propose to do. 

GovERNMENT ME)IBERS: Hear, hear! 

Mr. COLLINS: I wao a member of this 
Parliament in 1909, 1910, and 1911, and 1 
was hurled out in 1912 owing to misrepre­
sentation, and so forth. (Laughter.) \Vh(n 
we wne sitting in opposition when I was 
a member of this House, no matter how we 
used to reason the different questions the 
Government would not allow us to alter a 
single word in the different Bills they in· 
troduced. I am certain that this party, 
when it comes to deal with the liquor ques­
tion, as it affects , the whole of the people 
will deal with it in its own way, and carry 
out that plank of its platform, and by doing 
so we wrll help to solve one of the biggest 
problems of modern society. We are an 
evolutionary party, and the hon. members 
for Nundah and Pittsworth have become 
revolutionary. I shall watch their career in 
this House, and when this party introduces 
some revolutionary or evolutionan· legisla­
tion, I shall claim their support "when we 
are dealing with big questions. In refer­
ence to the remarks that have been made 
about the soldiers walking about the streets 
in a state of intoxication, there is no one 
deplores that more than I do. I have seen 
it since I have been in Brisbane, and I 

recognise that they would be better if they 
were sober. I also realise that these men 
are, to a certain extent, in a stat~ of excite· 
ment, inasmuch as they are gomg to the 
front to fight the battles of the Empire, 
and they know that this will probably be 
the last opportunity thev will have of walk· 
ing up and down the streets of Brisbane. 

Mr. McMINN: Stagg"ring, you mean. 

Mr. COLLINS: Who is responsible for the 
fact that they are staggering up and down 
tho streets? ·The Liberal Governments have 
had control of the government for the past 
fifty years, and they have. done nothing to 
prevent men from staggermg up aHd down 
the· streets. I am sure that if the Labour 
party had been in power we would have 
done something to prevent it. \V e would 
have made provision that no person in a 
bar should servP a man who was under the 
influence o£ intoxicating liquor. If these 
hon. members who suddenly become con­
verted to the idNL of doing away with the 
liquor traffic had done something before it 
would have been all right, but it is too 
late for the hon. member for Nundah to do 
anything now. He should have urged on 
one of the many Governments which _he 
supported that they should do away ":rth 
the liquor traffic ; but he <'annot do anythrng 
now as he is in opposition. He had his 
opp~rtunity before and did not avail himself 
of it but now. with one stroke of the pen, 
he w'ants to do away with the whole liquor 
traffic. 
* Mr. TOLMIR (Toowoornba), on rising, was 
recdved with Government cheers and laugh­
ter. 

~1r. KIRWAN: I notice you have got the 
little red book. 

~Ir. TOLMIE: I am glad that member" 
opposite show that the:v have a very kindly 
feeling towards me. I think that perhaps 
that is justified, because I am personally 
aware that I have alwavs endBavoured to 
meet th<'m with the utmo"st kindness in any 
nMtt,or I have bc0n in communication with 
them. Even now I ~tm disposed to help them 
to carry out their platform. (Government 
laughter.) 

Hon . .J. H<:XHAM: Why didn't you think 
of that earlier? 

Mr. TOLMIE: Well. I have made a otart. 
and surely you ought to appreciate that. I 
can understand that we should hear expres­
sions of plo~tsuro from the hon. member for 
Bremer and the hon. member for Bowen­
both B.'s, by the way. 

Mr. CooPER: Beauty. 
Mr. O'Sur.LIVAN: Brains. 

Mr. TOLMIE: Perhaps I will l:e able tc. 
give somP information to hon. members sit­
ting on the other side. who. since they have 
become members of this House, have for­
gotten all about their platform to which they 
have been pledged. I may say that I have 
b0en 11. total abstainer all my life, and I 
have been a total ab"tainer from choice. I 
do not belong to any temperance organisation 
in Queensland or eisewhere. If it were pos­
sible to make men sober-and I believe to 
a, great extent that it would make them wise 
thereby-! would be only too delighted to 
a~sist in doing it. I may say that I have 
voted for this motion before in this House, 
and I have also voted against it. (Govern-

Mr. Tolmie.] 
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ment laughter.) I made up my mind I 
would never vote for this motion again, 
because it was introduced year after year 
by an bon. member whom I thought was con­
sistent in his advocacy of temperance, but 
on one occasion when he had an opportunity 
of taking a vote on it and having it carried 
in the House-everyone was anxious to pass 
it. and there was a full body of members 
present who were prepared to pass it­
on that occasion the han. member talked 
the motion out for the mere pleasure of 
having the opportunity of bringing it for­
ward on some subsequent occasion. (Laugh­
ter.) I was so dissatisfied with his conduct 
on that occasion that I considered it was 
only done for the purpose of-well, I will 
not say what, as the han. member is not 
in the House now, and I do not believe in 
saying anything about a man who is not 
here to defend himself. However, on that 
occasion I said I would not vote for the 
motion again, and the next year when it was 
brought up again I voted against it. So 
hon. members opposite are now aware that 
I have voted for the motion and I have also 
voted against it. 

~r .. KIRWAN: What are you going to do 
this time? 

Mr. TOLMIE: To use the language 
adopted by another hon. gentleman this 
afternoon, that will be disclosed in due 
course. (Laughter.) If we vote for the 
amendment moved by the hon. member for 
Pittsworth--

Mr. FOLEY: Don't be sarcastic. 

Mr. TOLMIE: I could not be. I am too 
sweet natured to be sarcastic. (Laughter.) 
If we vote f_or the amendment, it gives the 
party opposite an _opportunity of putting 
mto effect a very Important part of their 
platform. If hon. members sitting on the 
T_reasury benches _know that they have be­
hmd them the vo1ce of this Chamber then 
they will have an opportunity of proc~eding 
-I won't say courageously, because I am 
not going to characterise them as lacking in 
courage-an opportunity will be given to 
them to go straight forward and put into 
opere.tion the principle laid down in their 
platform here to nationalise the liquor traffic 
in all its branches. If, on the other hand 
we do not pass the amendment, but we agre~ 
to the original motion, then we will have to 
send the motion to another Chamber and 
they may not feel disposed to accept it and 
then the Government will be powerless. 
They will say, "What is the use of us 
doing it when the other Chamber has decided 
that we must not close the bar here?" 
But ';Ote for th.e amendment, and then 
there IS no necessity that the motion should 
go to the other Chamber at all. Here is 
a direction given to the Government by the 
members of the Assembly, and having o-iven 
that direction all good Governments "have 
~istened to the voice of the Assembly, and it 
IS for hon. members on the other side to 
say, if the voice of this Assembly is in 
favour of the amendment, whether there is 
>a goo~ Government there to carry it out. 
What Is. the use of beating about the bush 
otnd saymg I am a temperance advocate if 
I <tm only going to vote temperance ]ust 
at the particular time that it suits me to do 
so, or perhaps when it suits mv party? I 
feel that one or two hon. membe"rs who have 
spoken on the other side have taken their 
oourage in their hands and have said the.t 

[.ilf r. Tolmie. 

even though " I am not a total abstainer 
I recognise what is the principle of our plat­
form and I am going to see the platform 
carried through whether it is favoure.ble so 
far as some people are concerned or whether 
it is not." You have. had two classes of 
men speaking in this Chamber this after­
noon. A class of man who says that it is 
ps,rt of the Labour platform to do away with 
the sale of liquor by priv·ate enterprise, and 
here we have an opportunity to put into 
force a very important part of the platform. 
We are told here in this book of vours with 
regard to socialism that " It is -something 
that cannot be obtotined all at once, that we 
must go forward step by step, and when we 
get an opportunity to get a quick step or 
many quick steps in succession, then it is 
up to us to take those steps." For instance, 
here it says-

" But we are also aware at the same 
time that although socialism is inevitable 
and cannot be prevented its accomplish­
ment can be quickened or retarded by 
our actions." 

Just think of those last few words. Now is 
the chance, now is the opportunity for those 
persons who believe in the truth of this 
little book to which I have given so much 
study during the course of the last week ; 
studied so that I may be able to correct hon. 
members on the other side when they make 
m;sstatements. Not correct them in a spirit 
of harshness, but to set them on their feet 
and keep them in the right direction-

" Its accomplishment can be either 
quickened or retarded by our action." 

Han. J. HuxHAM: You have been a school­
master, you know. 

Mr. TOLMIE: So has your leader been a 
schoolmaster, and the position of school­
master is a very honourable one, indeed-

" That is why the Labour movement 
should be class-conscious-that we may, 
by our deliberate effort and our caleu­
lated enthusiasm, accelerate the process 
of transition from private ownership for 
private profit to common ownership for 
the common good." 

Do you believe in this objective of yours? 
Are you anxious to see carried into effect the 
propos.als that are here before you? If you 
are, then I can see no reason but thott you 
should support the amendment. It says here 
that the process-that is, in this case, the 
securing of the nationalisation of the liquor 
traffic-

" The process will be a gradual one, 
but it need not be " slow one. It will 
proceed step by step, but the steps may 
follow quickly upon one another, if so 
we are minded." ' 

Here is an opportunity to give that impetus 
to it that is necessary to send it along. The 
question that appeals to me is: Are hon. 
members on the other side minded to carry 
out the objective laid down here in this 
little red book? 

Mr. T. L. JONES: The amendment does not 
do it. 

Mr. TOLMIE: The ame!l!dment does do it. 
Mr. T. L. JoNES: No. 
Mr. TOLMIE: The amendment brings 

them to the ultimotte conclusion of tho pro­
position laid down here. 

Mr. MuRPHY: That is a quick step. 
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Mr. TOLMIE: It is a quick step. The 
objective is-

" State manufacture, importation <md 
sale of intoxicating liquor with ultimate 
view of total prohibition." 

It is ir: th!" forefront facing them. That is 
the ob]ect1ve that hon. members opposite 
have in ~iew-total prohibition; .and here by 
a very Simple process the hon. member for 
Pittsworth wants to give them .an oppor­
tunity of arriving at their objective. We 
do not want to be like Mo~eB and keep the 
temperance people forty years in the bush 
before they come to the promised land .. 
That will be the position of the Labour 
party. !'hey can carry out their objective 
by carrymg the amendment, and it will bring 
about total prohibition in the State of 
Queensland. 

Mr. MuRPHY: Do you think total prohibi­
tion would be a good thing ? 

Mr. TOLMIE: That is a question that I 
am not called upon to discuss. The idea 
that has entered into mv mind is that when 
th~y see their objective so easy of accom· 
phshment, these good men are not anxious 
to take all these good things. Th0v want to 
see the whole of Australia brought into the 
movement at once, and it is, perhaps, because 
the other States of Australia are not so far 
advanced in regard to temperance ideals as 
we are here that though their objective is 
£0 ~losely within their grasp they want to 
hesitate. I would ask them in all serious­
ness to make up their minds in this matter 
and not hesitate any longer ; to seize the 
opportunity given them bv the hon. member 
for Pittsworth and vote for the amendment. 

Mr. LARCOMBE (Keppel) : It seems to 
me a remarkable instance of political 
duplicity to find the hon. member for Too­
woomba giving expression to the remarks 
he has just made. 

Mr. TOLMIE : I rise to a point of order. 
ls the hon. member justified by the Standing 
Orders of this House in sayino- that I am 
showing duplicity? · o 

The SPEAKER: The hon. member is not 
in order, ·and I must ask him to withdraw. 

Mr. LARCOMBE: I do withdraw. but 
have I not an opportunity of proving my 
ch3:rge? . I do not wish to disobey your 
rulmg, Sir, but I would point out that the 
hon. member has £pent his whole political 
life in denouncing the principles of national- · 
isation, and he is now urging the Labour 
party to put them into operation. If that 
does not justify my charge, then the l!.:nglish 
language has no significance. 

Mr. MuRPHY : But there is a difference 
between nationalisation and prohibition. 

Mr. LARCOMBE: The hon. member's 
speel)h was directed wholly to this side of the 
House, with the view of showing that we 
.are neglecting our duty on this occasion. 
'I'he party on this side of the House know 
what their duty is and what their obliga­
tions and responsibilities are, and they are 
answerable, not to the hon. member for 
Toowoomba, but to the electors of the State 
for the way in which they discharge their 
obligations, and I have no doubt that when 
the time .a1;rives we shall be able to show 

that we have discharged our responsibilities 
logically and honestly. The hon. member 
seems to take a fiendish delight in quoting 
from the Labour bible, but he does not 
assimilate the philosophy and the ideals 
contained within the covers of the little red 
book. If he did, it would be better for him-
8elf and for the State, and he would come 
over to this side of the House and become 
a member of the reforming party, .and do 
a great deal to abolish the evils that result 
from the drink traffic. 

Hon. J. HUXHA~1: He will be wearing a 
red tie to-morrow. 

Mr. LARCOMBE: It is quite evident 
that, although the hon. member for Too­
woomba has the little red book in his 
possession, he does not understand what is 
contained within its covers. The little red 
book deals with the liquor question in this 
way-

" State manufacture, importation, and 
sale of intoxicating liquor. with ultimate 
view of total prohibition." 

Mr. ToL'HIE: With the ultimate view of 
total prohibition. 

Mr. LARCOMBE: Exactly; with the 
" ultimate " view, not the immediate view. 
(Laughter.) There is a very wide difference 
between the two, and, sm;ely, the hon. 
member can .appreciate the difference. There 
i:l a reason for that word "ultimate." That 
qualification is inserted because the Labour 
party realise that all reforms must be of 
an evolutionary nature. 

Mr. 'roLMIE: You will understand that, 
probably; I do not thoroughly understand it. 

Mr. LARCOMBE: I understand that the 
hon. member does not understand it. 
(Laughter.) The hon. member put two 
and two together, and thought he had made 
a great discovery-a wonderful discovery­
but, as a matter of fact, the Labour party 
are sticking to th1s platform in its entirety. 
We have to consider the evils of a matter 
and the best way of dealing with them. 

Mr. TOL:I!IE: Is that what caused the row 
on Monday? • 

Mr. LARCOMBE: The hon. member will 
have an opportunity of telling us what 
occurred in the Liberal caucus a short time 
ago. He knows quite well that there was 
some great dissension there, and he .also 
knows that there is nothing but peace, 
concord, and harmony among the members 
of the Labour party. There is no incon­
sistency in members on this side opposing 
the amendwent, because we have a platform 
which proposes immediate nationalisation 
with a view to ultimate prohibition. That 
platform has been through the fiery furnace 
of experience, and it has proved eminently 
successful. In Western Australia, the Go­
vernment have te,ted the policy of State 
control of the liquor traffic, and the result 
has proved a financial success as well as a 
success in other ways. It has not placed 
any burden on the community, and the 
money made from the run11ing of hotels has 
been spent in providing reading-rooms and 
various forms of recreation and entertain­
ment for those who visit those places. In 
houses where drink was supplied which sent 
men raving mad, the Government have 

JJf r. Larcombe.] 
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abolished that wild drink and supplied a 
splendid unadulterated article. 

Mr. ToL:\liE: I can quite understand that 
you have had some practical experience. 

Mr. LARCOMBE: My practical experi­
pnrr~ \vith regard to the State "\Yorking of 
hotels in '\"estern Australia is what I havo 
read in " Hansard " and other journals. 

:Mr. ToL>TIE: I saw them in operation. 

M,·. LARCO::VIBE: Yes; but the han. 
member saw verv little. If he will look 
up the State jottrnals and the ~'\uditor­
General's reports for the last few year,, 
he will find confirmation of my contention 
that the State management of hotels there 
has resulted in a prolit, and that there has 
been considerable improvement in the 
entertainment provided for their customers. 
B:. the method we propose, by a gradual, 
scientific, and evolutionary progres·, the 
people will be accustomed in ti · e to the 
idea of total prohil;Jition; but if the Go­
vernment stepped in and brought about 
absolute prohibition immediately, the prob­
abilities are that sly grog-shops would spring 
up and that other evils and objectionabln 
practices would occur. If the policy of thco 
Labour party is carried out, the matter 
will be placed on a sound basis, and will 
not result in any of those m·ilR which would 
perhaps occur from a precipitation of this 
reform. But hon. n1e1nbers on this side 
of the Chamber realise that there is very 
little sinceritv in the amendment: we realim 
that it has simply been moved in ord<>r to 
embarrass members on this side of the House. 

:Mr. BAYLEY: No such thing. 

Mr. LARCOMBE: If membDrs opposito 
are so deeply sl'ized with a desire for pro­
hibition m this State, wh7 haYe the; not 
introduced a specific motion dealing with 
the subject, instead of coming along and 
tacking on an amendment to a sensible 
motion moved bv a member on this side 
of the House? 'The amendment is simply 
an attempt to place members on thi' srde 
in somewhat of a difliculty or a quandary. 
The hon. member for Pittsworth should 
have submitted his proposal 'b:;- a specific 
motion. I have my views as to the rele­
vancy of the amendment, but the Speaker 
has already g;iven his ruling in the matter, 
and I. shall not discuss that aspect of the 
subject. If one refers to the great drink 
reformers, like Frances Willard, Robert 
Blatchford, and others, one will find that 
they state that economic conditions are of 
vital importance in dealing with the drink 
question. Mis' Willard has said that if 
,he had her life to live over again, she 
would devote it to socialism, because social­
ism is to bring about the reformation of 
the human race, and tho abolition of drink 
and other evils will follow. Remarks made 
by our industrial judges confirm that state­
ment. Mr. Justice Higgins has time and 
':gain pointed out that sohriety and family 
hfe depend upon economic conditions, and 
that is onP reason why he has given the 
awards he has done in the Australian Arbi­
tration Court. That is a view we can all 
understand. \V e can understand that when 
men are overworked and underpaid, they 
have no encouragement to engage in the 
study .of. science, or literature, or sculpture, 
or _pamtmg, or anv of the ennobling arts 
whiCh other people better situated pursue. 

[Mr·. Larcombe. 

At 7 a' clock the House, in accordance with 
Sesgional Order, proceeded with Go'l!ernment 
bu.1iness. 

INSPECTION OF SCAFFOLDING BILL. 

INITIATION. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS 
(Han. E. G. Theodore, Chillagoe), in mov­
ing-

" That the House will, at its next 
sitting, resolve itself into a Committee 
of the Whole to consider of the desir­
ableness of introducing a Bill to make 
better provision for the inspection of 
scaffolding," 

said: The intention of the Bill is to ;eparate 
that part of the Machinery and Scaffolding 
Acts which relatps to scaffolding from the 
other part, and deal with it under a separate 
measure. Certain alterations have been 
made, but they are not of any great 
importance. Hitherto this part of the In­
spection of :Machinery and Scaffolding Act 
has been administered by inspectors having 
entirely different qualifications from those 
y,-ho a:Chninistcr the provisions relating to 
machinerv. Another notice of motion deals 
with the· question of the amendment of the 
Act so far as it deals with the inspection of 
machinery, and there are more important 
alt~rations taking place in regard to that. 

Question put and passed. 

INSPECTION OF MACHINERY BILL. 

INITIATION. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS, 
m moving-

" That the House will, at its next 
sitting, resolve itself into a Committee 
of the ·whole to consider of the desir­
ableness of introducing a Bill to make 
better provision for the inspection of 
boilers and other machinery," 

said : Tho intention of this measure is to· 
confer on the department greater powers in 
relation to inspection and to bring under the 
provisions of the law certain machinery 
which at pr,_·sent is not subject to inspection. 
For instance, certain machinery which is used 
by the contractor•, for the scwer':ge works 
is not unde1· the control of the mspectors, 
and the department has no power to see 
that certificated men are employed to watch 
the safetv of the men. That particularly 
applies to plant working underground. It 
is also intended to extend the provisions of 
the mP'tsure to bring in other descriptions of 
machinery 'which is not now liable to in­
spection. That, practically, is the gist of the 
measure. 

Question put and passed. 

WORKERS' ACCOMMODATION BILL. 

INITIATION IN COMMITTEE. 

(Mr. Goyne, lVarrego, in the chair.) 

'rhe SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE 
(Han. W. Lennon, Herbert), in moving-

" That it is desirable that "' Bill be 
introduced to provide for the proper and 
sufficient accommodation of workers," 

said that he thought it would be a proper 
thing for him to give a brief outline of the 
objects and scope of the measure at this 
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stage. It was well known that the legisla­
tion of this character had been applied only 
to shearers and sugar-workers. 'l'here had 
been very great complaint-and very justi­
fiable complaint indeed-right throughout the 
Western district of Queensland, and other 
places, that legislation of that character 
should exist for only two favoured classes. 
Nobody could justify at all, on. any grounds, 
why sufficient and suitable accommodation 
should be provided for shearers, and no care 
should be taken to provide for station hands 
generally. So the object of the Bill was to 
bring in many other sorts of workers. To 
enumerate them briefly, they were-sugar­
workers, all employees on stations, sawmills, 
meatworks, docks, bridges, rail:wa:ys, tram­
ways, and such other occupatiOns as the 
Governor in Council might direct. As the 
title of the Bill implied, it w ts very wid8 
in its scope. By Order in Council it could 
be extended to include workers in practically 
any walk of life, but it was especially de­
signed to deal with rural workers, using 
that word in its primary sense-workers in 
the country. There were some difficulties 
in the way so far as mPatworks were con­
cerned. Nobody would think of providing 
accommodation at the meat\,•orks in Bris­
bane and other large cities and towns: 
and, consequently, they were not included 
except so far as they might be by the 
Governor in Council. Another very import­
ant feature of the Bill was also. he thoug-ht, 
iustified by circumstances. Hitherto they 
had had only three properly constituted in­
spectors under the Act. Nobody for one 
moment would argue that they could do 
the work. or half the work, and as a result 
it had beer1 neglected. The Bill would pro­
vide for the appointment of additional in­
spectors, whilst they were making a de­
parture in appointing as many as might be 
required of officials who would be styled 
honorary inspectors, who he thon~ht \vonld 
be sufficiently interested in the duties they 
performed to do the work faithfully and 
well. Another very important feature in 
the Bill was that it did away with all limite. 
Under the old Act there was a limit of 
nine employees; it' was inoperative unless 
the employer had nine shearers or sugar­
workers in his employ. 

Mr. ToL~IIE : It will apply if a man 
employed only one person? 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: 
If he considered it necessary to have his 
case inquired into, the employer could be 
required to provide the accommodation. 

Mr. ToLi\IIE: Will that include agricul­
tural hom<'·•teads-farmers? 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: 
It would if the Governor in Council so de­
sired, but the Bill did not itself bring agri­
cultural employees under its provisions. Of 
course, it would be readily understood that 

·it might be necessary to apply the provisions 
of the Bill to cities and towns, because he 
understood that at places such as Longreach 
and Barcaldine and Winton 'there were 
large woolscours, and in some cases manv 
men lived there. In such cases it would be 
necessary-and desirable, too-to apply the 
Bill to those places, but towns and cities 
were specially exempted from the operation 
until the Governor in Council, moved by the 
necessities of the case, extended the provi­
sions of the measure to them. 

Mr. SwAYNE: Does it deal with selections? 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: 
It did not deal with selections, but as the 
name-Workers' Accommodation Bill-im­
plied, the Governor in Council could apply 
it to practically any class of employees. 

Question put and passed. 
The House resumed. The CHAIR>IAN re­

ported that the Committee had come to a. 
resolution, and the resolution was agreed to. 

FIRST READING. 

On the motion of the SECRETARY FOR 
AGRICULTURE, the Bill was read a first 
time, and the second reading was made an 
Order of the Day for Tuesday next. -

REGULATIO~ OF SUGAR CANE 
PRICES BILL. 

SECOND READING-RESUMPTIO)<[ OF DEBATE. 

Mr. MACARTNEY: I have to congratu­
late the Secretary for Agriculture on the 
very clear exposition which he gave when 
making his second reading speech in con­
nection with the Bill now before the Cham­
ber. He dealt very fully with the subject, 
though, perhaps, on some matters he did 
not lay very great stress, and theoe may be 
alluded to as the debate proceeds. The· 
hon. gentleman first laid emphasis on the 
gi·eat importance to Queensland of the sugar 
industrv. About that there cannot be any 
doubt, "either as to the amount of produc­
tion, the number of people engaged in the 
industry, or in many other ways. The 
importance of the industry was very clearly 
stated bv the Roval Commission which was 
a ppointe"d some '.rears ago, and the state­
ment of the commission is well worth reading 
now, and iF one with which we can all more 
or le's agree. The commission say, on page 
2[ of their report-

" While the social aspect of the sugar 
industry is more important than the in­
dustrial, the political aspect is perhaps 
more important than either. Unsettled 
areas in the tropical parts of Australia 
are not only a source of strategic weak­
JHess. They constitute a positive tempta­
tion to Asiatic invasion, and may give 
to the white Australian policy a com­
plexion which must inevitably weaken 
the claims of Australia to external sup­
port. As we have already remarked. the 
ultimate, and in our opinion the effective, 
justification of the protection of the sugar 
industry lies beyond questions of industry 
and wealth production. It must be 
sought in the very existence of Australia 
as a nation." 

That is a very serious statement as to the 
industry, and I believe it is one that we 
must generally admit. Not only is the 
industry of national importance, but it is 
of very precise ~mportance to Queensland 
from the point of view of the amount of 
monev that the State itself has invested in 
it. Something like £600,000 has been in­
vested in the direction of central mills, and 
it may be well to look at the Bill from the 
point of view of its effect upon the inveot­
ments of the State in respect thereof. I 
understand, as was stated by the hon. gen­
tleman, that the Bill will apply equally 
to central mills and to other mills; that is 
to say, boards will be appointed to deal 

Mr. Macartney.] 
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with the price paid for cane by the central 
mills as well as with the price paid by 
private milb 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: That is 
so. 

Mr. MACARTNEY: The hon. gentleman 
did not say what differentiation will take 
place between the prices to be paid by 
central mills in view of the investments that 
have been made by the Government. There 
i;; not.hing to show under what heading in 
clause 12 the matter will be taken into con­
sideration. It may be under the last general 
heading, "Any prescribed matters." If that 
is so, it would be desirable that some further 
light should be thrown on the matter as the 
debate proceeds. There will, of course, l:e 
differences of opinion in connection with the 
Bill. I do not think this side will be alto­
gether unanimous with regard to it. The 
subjec't-matter was before the Chamber in 
1913, when opinions were freely expressed 
from both sid0s of the House. Some hon 
members then on the Government side of 
the House and now on this side were in 
favour of the Bill introduced at that time 
by the hon. member for Burrum. The Bill 
now before the Chamber is pretty much the 
same as the Bill before thC' House on that 
occasion. I have a copy of the Bill of 1913, 
and, on comparing it with this Bill, I find 
that it is pretty much on the same basis. 
Perhaps the cardinal difference is the pro-· 
vision in this Bill for a central board instead 
of a court of appeaL 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: This Bill 
deals with the price of cane, and the other 
Bill did not. 

Mr. MACARTNEY: I see the point the 
hen. gentleman tries to make; nevertheless the 
results in either case are practically the same. 
Perhaps the only other difference is that 
under the Bill of the hon. member for Bur­
rum a board could only be called into exist­
ence on the request of two-thirds of the cane 
suppliers, whereas twenty can make the 
request under this Bill. To all intents and 
purposes the two Bills are the same, and I 
think the hon. gentleman must admit that. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: The other 
Bill did not propose to appoint check 
chemists and weighers. 

Mr. MACARTNEY: I am quite free to 
admit that there may be some minor differ-
ences. · 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Yes, very 
important differences. 

Mr. MACARTNEY: They may be impor­
tant; nevertheless, the Bill is built on the 
framework of the Bill introduced by the 
hon. member for Burrum. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS : The 
whole thing is built on the recommendations 
of the Royal Commission. 

Mr. MACARTNEY: The hon. gentleman 
says the Bill is built on thll recommendation 
of the Sugar Commission. If it were built 
on the recommendation of the Sugar Royal 
Commission, I do not suppose we would be 
discussing !t here to-night, because the re­
commendatwn of the Sugar Royal Commis­
sion was that not only should the cane prices 
be fixed but 'that at the same time the price 
of raw sugar should be fixed. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS : Yes; 
but it was a power to fix prices just the 
same. 

[1{r. 1{acartney. 

Mr. MACARTNEY: That is beside the 
question. The hon. gentleman says it is a 
recommendation from the Sugar Royal Com­
mission, but it is not a recommendation from 
the Sugar Royal Commission ; and that was 
one of the objections raised by the late Pre­
mier when the Bill was a't" its second reading 
stage in 1913, because the recommendation 
of the Royal Commission was that the prices 
of cane as well as the prices of raw sugar 
should be fixed, and that practically it was 
only competent for the Federal Government 
to do it. I think the argument of the hon. 
gentleman on that case was sound. But 
the objection I take t-o the Bill is this­
and I do not depart in the slig-htest degree 
from the attitude I assumed on a previous 
occasion-! object to it on the ground that 
it is contrary to the well-recognised prin­
ciple of freedom of contract. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: It de­
parts from the Liberal platform 1 

Mr. MA(;ARTNEY: Yes, it departs from 
the Liberal pbtform, as we knew it then. 

:Mr. S:>riTH: It "splinters every plank of 
the platform." 

Mr. MACARTNEY: 'I'he hon. member 
can use any language he likes. I say it is 
contrary to the principle of f!e"dom o_f. con­
tract; it is contrary to the rrght of Citizens 
to control their business, and it operates as 
a restriction on private enterprise. It also 
takes us a long distance along the road to 
nationalisation of our industries. I know 
that my opinions from that point of view 
are not going to seriously affect the result; 
the majority of the Honse is to be found <;m 
the other side. They have adopted the Brll 
which has been put forward by an hon. 
member on this side, and it is going to get 
some measure of support from this side of 
the House. I sav. therefore, that I would 
only be beating the wind if I were to enter 
into a long debate on the point of view I 
have raised. I say, nevertheless, that if the 
principles which are contained in this Bill 
are to be passed into the law of this State, 
then there is no industry-there is no pro­
duct of the State-that may not be subject 
to the same treatment. It seems to me that 
in course of time we may have a board deal­
ing with every product of the State-that we 
will be a board-ridden country. The provi­
sions in this Bill seem to me to provide un­
necessary boards. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE : Surely 
members of your profession find appeal 
boards very useful at times ? 

Mr. MACARTNEY: I do not know that 
that el].ters into the question of the present 
Bill in anv way. But it is going to inter­
fere very· largely with enterprise, and I . 
think the hon. gentleman will yet find that 
there is some foundation for the objection 
when it is looked upon from the point of 
view of settling and building up the business 
of the State. (:Hear, hear!) This is not 
altogether the time to too much interfere 
with private enterprise. However, as I 
have said, I am not going to beat the air 
from that particular point of view. I may 
say that the hon. gentleman-fairly as he 
has dealt with the second reading of the 
Bill-failed entirely to make out a sufficient 
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case for the change which this Bill proposes 
to make. I do not think that a sufficient 
case was made out on_the prior occasion. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE : Are you 
aware that the farmers of the State have 
been desiring it for years past? 

Mr. MACARTNEY: I cannot say that I 
am aware of it. I understand that the sugar 
industry from the farmers' point of view is a 
.profitable one, and I do not think that that 
would happen if the conditions had not been 
favourable. I met an official of considerable 
intelligence when I was visiting the North, 
and he voluntarily offered the opinion to 
me that he thought that one of the greatest 
troubles in connection with the industry was 
the fact that the profitable nature of the 
industry attracted men who had not suffi­
eient experience of farming, and the result 
was dissatiefaction in many cases, and very 
largely contributed to the claims which were 
made for the introduction of a measure like 
this. I do not know that there is not some· 
thing in it, because we know that those men 
who take up land in North Queensland and 
go in for canegrowing have done remark­
ably well, and that the prices of their land 
have gone up to fabuloug figures, at any 
rate in comparison to the value of the other 
farming lands of the State. If that is so, 
it seems to me that it is at least a part 
explanation of the demand which has been 
made; and if I remember aright, when the 
Bill was last before the House, the dissatis­
faction was particularly centred in one mill 
-that was the Doolbi Mill. I thought then, 
and I think now, that sufficient a.ttempts were 
not made to bring about a reasonable 
understanding between the millowners and 
the canegrowers befc re this drastic legis­
lation was introduced. I think that ought to 
ha"ve been done, and I think it conld have 
been done. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: This 
party are looking to this Government to 
rectify that. 

Mr. MACARTNEY: The bon. gentleman 
may or ma.y not be right. There is no 
doubt that human nature has to be con· 
sidered. I think that the weakness of 
human nature was stimulated by the sug­
gestion which was offered to thE sugar­
growers by the introduction of this Bill in 
1913. The hope of getting something more 
t~an they have been getting in the past is 
stimulated, and I have no doubt that theY 
?ave demanded the Bill at the present tin{e 
m the hope that the industrv is g-oing to 
be still more profitable than it has been in the 
past. What does the sugar-grower expect? 

T'he SECRETARY FOR "A '1RICULTURE : Like 
"Oliver," he will ask for "more." 

. Mr. MACARTNEY: He will take it, and 
probably ask for more. That docs not 
make the system which it is proposed to 
establish any the more wise. or any the 
more acceptable. The Bill seems to me in 
principle to require practically two awards, 
and I think +hat one award might meet 
the case. The local board has to make an 
award. and that award is to be made before 
a certain part of the month of Anril in every 
year. It was pointed out-and, I think, very 
forcibly-by the late Minister for Railwa.ys, 
that it was really impossible in the month 
of April to fix a fair price, and he gave 
his reasons in the following words:-

"I fail to see how any board, however 

it may be constituted, can possibly carry 
out the principle of this measure and fix 
any given price for cane on the suga.r 
contents of the cane on such a date, 
because the cane is then in the last 
stage of growth and is arrowing, and 
at that time the sugar contents are at 
their lowest." 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE : 21st 
.April? 

Mr. MACARTNEY: If that is so, then 
any a.wa.rd which the local board may make 
in the month of April can only be guess­
work. I notice that the Bill provides in 
subciause (5) of clause 12-

" Every award shall be deemed to 
contain the following provision :-

"The base price fixed by this award 
mav from time to time be changed, 
w h~ther bv increase or decrease, by a. 
decision of the central board. if they 
are satisfied upon an application made 
to them by the local board or any party 
bound by the award that the circum­
stances or conditions existing when the 
award was made have so changed that 
a change in price is fair and just. And 
the base pdce fixed by this award shall 
thereupon be changed in accor-dance 
with such decision." 

That will mean that in every case there must 
be a second award, because as the months 
go by the sugar markets may change up or 
.down, and then the price-it must be argued 
-ought to be also altered, and the conse­
quence will be that you will have two awards 
in every year. It appears to me that a. 
provision which provided for an equitable 
advance in the first instance would have 
nmch simplified the position, and probably 
saved a considerable amount of expense in 
the administration of the Act-because I 
notice that the administration of the Act is 
going to be expensive. There is to be a 
central board, the members of which will 
have to be paid fees; there will · be a 
secretary-a permanent officer, who will 
have to be pa.id a substantial salary-and 
other provisions of the Bill provide for 
chemists and a variety of other officers, not 
including the weighmen, which the hon. 
member referred to last night. This entails 
a large army of officers to carry out the 
administration of the Act, in addition to 
the local boards, which will involve the 
payment of fees, and necessary officers. 

In Committee, perhaps. some of 
[7.30 p.m.] these points may be elaborated. 

Now, I notice in the Bill that 
unusual powers are given to the Governor in 
Council. The hon. gentleman said la~t 
night that thev were entering upon a some­
what new undertaking, and the effects of it 
might not be understood just now. and it 
might be possible to enlarge the functions 
of the board and their powers; and. instead 
of making provision in the Act. it was pro­
posed to give the power to the Governor in 
Council to -do it by Ordnr in Council or by 
regulation. · 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Is not 
that a sensible thing to do? 

Mr. MACARTNEY: It mav be a sensible 
thing to do, but it is not a usu·al thing for 
this House to extend its powers of legisla­
tion to anv g-reat extPnt to the Governor in 
Council. E\ome subsi·diary things are usually 

~r. ~acartney.] 
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left to the Governor in Council, but it is not 
usual for the Governor in Council to be able 
to extend-and largely extend-the opera­
tions of the Act under power such as is com­
P!'isod in subclause (6) of clause 4, which pro­
vides-

" For the purposE!;; of this Act, the 
central board shall have and mav cxBr­
ci~e all the powers, authorities, and juris­
diction vested in them from time to time 
by the GovBrnor in Council by an OI,der 
in Council'' 

That is practically giving the Governor in 
Douncil full kgislative authority to extend 
the provisions of the Act. I think it is a 
wise practice which leaves in the hands 
of the House the enactment of its own 
legislation, merely giving to the Governor 
in Council the ordinary administrative 
powers. Again, I do not think it is wise 
for other rc;vcons. There are matters of 
a contentious nature that ought to be dis­
-cussed on the floor of this HousE> before they 
are carried into the form of an Order in 
Council. I mention, in passing, that I asked 
the hon. gentleman last night if it was pro­
posed to add to the cane price fund in any 
other way than by the levy which is referred 
to in one of the provisions of the Bill. The 
han. gentleman ·apparently did not grasp 
what I asked him, because he answered in 
the negative, whereas I find a provision in 
subclame (6) of clause 12 that is rather 
interesting in a way, and it is one that re­
quires an amount, of looking into. It pro­
vides-

" The regulations may provide that. 
notwithstanding any award, a ]ower price 
than that fixed by such award shall be 
payable to the canegrower in any case 
where the labour conditions undBr which 
the sugar-cane is grown, harvested, O' 
·delivered to the mill are in any respect 
un.>atisfactory to the Minister, and that 
in such case the difference between such 
lo.wer price and the price fixed by such 
award shall .be paid by the millowner 
to the central board, to be by them 
placed to the credit of the sugar-cane 
prices fund." 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICUL1'URE : Does it 
not naturally fol!O\v that anv funds must 
relieve them of the previous levy? 

Mr. MACARTNEY: It mav naturallv 
follow that the canegrower would" be relieved 
o£ the levy, but this clause provides a certain 
addition to the funds which may enable them 
to do without a lBvy. That goes without 
saying, else what is the object of this? Is 
the object of this clause to pay for the 
administration of the Act itself at the expense 
of the cane grown by black labour? 

' The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: It is 
reguiating the conditions of labour. 

:Mr. ::\fACARTNEY: The han. gentleman 
says that it regulates the conditions of labour, 
but the conditions of labour arc regulated 
by other Acts which have been passed from 
time to time bv this House. T.his clause 
seE:ms to be handing to the Minister who will 
be ·administering the Act a special powBr to 
differentiate between the grower of cane 
whether the growers are aliens or white men 
or whether they employ aliens or white men, 

[Mr. Macartney. 

and thus providB, perhaps, for the adminis­
tration of the Act in toto at the expense of 
those diffenmtiated against. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Hardly 
probable, ·Surely? 

~r. MACARTNEY: ThB hon. gentleman 
•oays it is not probable. I point out that 
when I raised the question last night the 
han. rrentleman did not touch the clause at 
all, c;nsequently we are ent~rely 1 witho~t !'ny 
explanation as to what 1s t11e prmCiplB 
covBred by this clause. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: The 
principle is the same as in other Acts which 
you assisted in pas;;ing. 

Mr. MACARTNEY: I do not think so; 
I do not see the analogy at all. 

Tho SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Your 
Chillagoe Act, for one. 

Mr. MACARTNEY: I do not remember 
anythin"' pa,ticular in connection with that 
Act. It"' is because it gives general power to 
the Minister administering the Act-the power 
to differentiate-and we have not had the 
slightest expression of opinion from the han. 
gentleman as to what might happen under 
that particular clause. There are many im­
pm·tant aspects in ·a provision of this sort. It 
looks as if the fund is to be increased at the 
expense of colourBd labour, or alien labour­
labour !a wfullv in the country under the 
laws of the co'mmonwealth, of which, so far 
as I can understand, there is only 5 per 
cent. engaged in the sugar industry. I may 
not be quite right in those figures, but those 
are the figure,; I have obtained, and I would 
like to .ask, is it ne(lessary--

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE : Is it 
m'cessary to preserve the industry? 

Mr. MACART"'EY: Is it necBssary to 
differenti<J.te in the growing of cane by 
aliens, seeing that the wages are the same? I 
understand that the coloured ahen gets the 
eame wa"'es as a white man. It cannot be 
for that ~eason. Is it because they are not 
lawful citizens? It cannot be that. When 
"White Australia" was <'<tablished I am 
rather inclined to think that Queensland got 
the worst of "White Australia" from that 
particular point of view. The . coloured 
aliens came to Queensland, but, bemg here, 
I think the least we are entitled to do is to 
treat them humanely. Is this provision 
intended to starve them out of the country 
although they are here lawfully? 

The PREMIER : Who do you want to starve 
out of the country? 

Mr. MACARTNEY: I am talking aboJ.!t 
the men who are lawfully here. Surely If 
the subject has got to J:>e tackled, it. ought 
to be tackled in a straightout way mstead 
of in an indirect way like this. 

Tho SECRETARY FOR AGRICFLTC:RE: You 
know that that is not a right thing to say. 

Mr. MACARTNEY: I can see no objec­
tion to sayin"' so. ·when we were dealing 
with the Sug;r Acquisition ~c~ a few w~cks 
ag·o, in which there was a s1mdar Jll'OYislOn, 
I particularly pressed the Treasurer to 
say whether it was proposed to make a 
certain differentiation in regard to ca~e 
already grown and forming part of th1s 
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year's c1·op, and the hon. gentleman said 
most distinctly that it would not be just, 
and that we might be sur0 it would not be 
.done. Yet, in a proclamation which was 
published Bhortly afterwards~it was pub­
lished on the 5th August~authority was 
given to the Treasur.er to apply that very 
differentiation,. so far as I can read, in re­
gard to the crop of 1915. 

The PRE~UER: That is not being made 
retrospective. 

Mr. MAC_\RTNEY: The crop o~ 1915 was 
the crop planted last year, and certainly 
would be the crop dealt with in April of 
thi'' year if this Bill were in force. Is that 
not so? 

The PREMIER: What did the proclamation 
say? 

Mr. MACARTNEY: The proclamation 
says~ 

" 1. The price of the raw sugar ac­
quired under my proclamation dated the 
thirtieth day of June, 1915, ratified and 
confirmed by the abovementioned Act, 
payable to the late owners of such raw 
sugar respectively, shall be as follows:~ 
At the rate of £18 per ton 94 per cent, 
net titre, upon the Treasurer being satis­
fied that the said raw sugar has_ been 
produced and manufactured by labour 
and under conditions approved by him; 
or at such rate per ton not being- less 
than at the rate of £13 per ton 94 per 
cent. titre as the Treasurer may fix in 
cases where the Treasurer is not so sat· 
isfied ae aforesaid." 

That is giving an authority to the Treasurer 
to differentiate to the extent of £5 per ton, 
notwithstanding the fact that the Treasurer 
stated it would be unjust to take any retro· 
spective action under the clause contained in 
that Bill. 

The PREMIER: It is not intended to operate 
that proclamation retrospectively. 

Mr. MACARTNEY: That is the difficulty 
we are in. A Bill was passed including a 
clause containing some definite powers, to 
which I took exception at the time, such as 
I am referring to now. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTL'RE : Don't 
confuse that with this. This Bill is retro· 
spective as regards its operations. 

Mr. MACARTNEY: It cannot be retro· 
spective in the 'same sense as the other. I 
am only pointing out the necessity for an 
explanation in connection with the intention 
of the- clause. Without entering too fully 
into the matter for the moment, I ask, whv 
should the Premier seek at the preRent 
time to introduce matters of this sort into 
the legislation brought before thA House? 
We have had it suggested that tbis is not 
the time for controversial legislation. I 
know that hon. members on the other side 
do not agree with that. The fact that they 
are going- on with this legislation shows that 
is so. There is a class of legislation upon 
which this very. closely impingeR. and it is 
well worth considering whether it should be 
proceeded with at the present juncture or 
not. Although the Opposition here is 
pledged and ready and willing to help the 
Government in connection with all matters 

that appertain to the war, yet it is our 
manifest duty to the country, when measures 
are brought forward, to see that they are 
sufficiently explained, that they are under­
stood, and that justice is done to the people 
of the State. 

The PREMIER: Whom do you think will 
bo done an injustice? 

Mr. MACARTNEY: I think that this Bill 
contemplates what will be an injustice. 

The PREMIER: To whom will the injustice 
be done? 

Mr. MACARTNEY: An injustice will be 
dealt out to those who are growing cane 
by coloured aliens, and to those who are 
growing cane with the assistance of coloured 
aliens. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE : You 
think we should look after the interests of 
the coloured aliens? 

Mr. MACARTNEY: I do not think the 
interests of coloured aliens should be sp.ecially 
looked after; but I do say that, whether a 
man is black or white, humanity should be 
recognised, and mere justice done to him. 
(Hear, hear!) 

The PREMIER: That will be done. 

Mr. MACARTNEY: These men are law­
fully in this country and lawfully employed; 
and, unless the clearest of cases can be 
made out to the contrary, they should be 
treated as law-abiding citizens of the 
country. 

The PREMIER: That is exactly what we 
are doing. 

Mr. MACARTNEY: The hon. gentleman 
says so, but I am not quite so clear that 
it is so, because that proclamation that I 
have just read--in face of the assurance I 
obtained from the Treasurer~is enough to 
make people think. The hon. gentleman 
says it is not a matter that will be put into 
operation. What is the use of promulgating 
a proclamation if it is not intended to be 
put into operation? 

The PREMIER : I said it was not intended 
to be put into operation retrospectively. 
~here is every intention to put it into opera· 
tlon. 

Mr. MACARTNEY: Then the hon. gen­
tleman is going back on what he said a 
few minutes ago in regard to an injustice. 

The PREMIER : I said that it would not be 
retrospective. 

Mr. MACARTNEY: If the proclamation 
is not going to be used to do an injustice 
retrospectively, do I understand that it may 
be done otherwise ? 

THE SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC INSTRUCTION : 
Don't the Commonwealth propose to dis· 
criminate? 

Mr. MACARTNEY: I am not here to 
justify the Commonwealth; I am only here 
to deal with this particular Bill. I do not 
wish to extend the argument at the present 
moment. but perhaps when we get into 
Committee we shall be able to speak a little 
more plainly. 

The PRE1HER : I will disclom something 
later on whicl: will expose some of your 
friends. 

Mr. Macartney.] 
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Mr. MACARTNEY: The hon. gentleman 
is perfectly at liberty to let the truth out, 
whoever it applies to. 

The PREMIER : I am not at liberty ta let 
the truth out; that is the trouble. There 
are certain things that I am not at liberty 
to let out, and the hon. member knows it 
quite well. 

Mr. MACARTNEY: I understood you to 
refer to some of my friends. 

The PREMIER : There are some things you 
cannot disclose, holding a position such as 
I do, and you know that. 

Mr. MACARTNEY: I have not had ex· 
perience in that regard. Perhaps, if the 
hon. gentleman took me a little more into 
his confidence, I would understand how it is. 

The PRE~!IER: You know that there is 
such a thing as a secret despatch, and that 
sort of thing cannot be disclosed. 

Mr. MACARTNEY: I am not asking the 
hon. gentleman to disclose anything of a 
secret nature. 

The PREMIER: No; but you are touching 
on matters that makes it almost necessary, 
if it is necessary to explain. 

Mr. MACARTNEY: If that is so, I can 
assure the hon. gentleman that, if he can 
give me any explanation without going 
into secret despat<Jhes, I will respect his 
confidence. I can only deal with the Bill 
in the light of its provisions and state­
ments made by Government members in 
this Chamber and in the country. There 
is another principle to be found in 
clause 17 dealing with the right of inter­
vention by the Crown, and I would like 
to know just what that " right of in­
tervention " means. Does it mean that the 
Crown can appear on matters before the 
central board or a local board on behalf of 
any of the parties? Because, if that is so, 
we, at any rate, ought to place some limit 
to a provision of that sort. Perhaps the 
Committee stage will be the proper time 
to discuss that, but I invite the considera­
tion of bon. members to that phase of it. 
I do not propose to take up the time of the 
House at any greater length. It seems to 
me that the sugar-growers will have to 
"pay the piper" for the administration of 
this Bill, and it is just a question of whether 
the advantages to be gained thereby will be 
as great as are expected. The Government 
keep the matter entirely in their own hands, 
and yet apparently contribute nothing 
towards its expense. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE : We con­
tribute largely through the experimental 
stations. 

Mr. MACARTNEY: That is quite another 
matter. I can only say, speaking for myself, 
that should by any chance the second read­
ing go to a division, I shall be found, if 
the only one in the HouAe, voting against it. 

Mr. COLLINS (Bowen) : I have much 
pleasure in rising to support the second 
reading of this Regulation of Sugar Cane 
Prices Bill. Anyone who knows the elec­
torate that I have the honour to represent 
knows full well that it is one of the largest 
sugar districts in the State of Queensland. 
One of the questions before the electors in 
that district at the last election was that of 

[ .il£ r. 11£ acartney. 

a Sugar Cane Prices Bill. In fact, the bon. 
member for Burrum, who has been credited 
this afternoon with being the father of this 
proposal, was sent to the Bowen electorate 
with the object of defeating me in my candi­
dature; but I may inform the House that the 
mere fact of his visiting the electorate meant 
200 or 300 votes to me, because the sugar 
fa.rmers there, of whom there is a large 
number, were very anxious indeed that a 
measure dealing with the fixing of the price 
of sugar-cane should be passed by Parlia­
ment. I am satisfied that I got a fair per­
centage of their support, owing to my advo· 
cacy of a measure similar to the one now 
before the House. We do not sav that this 
measure is going to be a solution of all 
the troubles of the canegrowers. It is an 
evolutionary measure, and is something new. 
The leader of the Opposition stated that it 
does awav with freedom of contract. I 
should like to know whether there was free­
dom of contract in the fixing of the prices 
to be paid for cane in the past. Was there 
freedom of contract in the Colonial Su&'ar 
Refining Company's districts? The positiOn 
in those places was that the company said 
to the canegrower, " This is the amount you 
are to receive for your cane," and the 
grower had to accept that amount. Where 
clid freedom of contract come in there? 
Where there is freedom of contract the cane­
growers as well as the millowners should 
have a voice in fixing the price to be paid 
for the cane. The leader of the Opposition 
also said that this measure goes a long way 
towards nationalisation. As time goes on 
it may be that the sugar industry will have 
to be nationalised, but we on this side be­
lieve in going one step at a time. We are 
a new party, we are out to make history, 
and we shall have to make new departures. 
I was surprised to hear the leader of the 
Opposition say that suga.r-growing is pro­
fitable to the farmer. 

Mr. MooRE: So it is. 

Mr. COLLINS : I am sorry to hear that 
statement, because it is evidence that the 
hon. member has not studied the income tax 
returns for 1913. In that year only 2,040 
farmers in the whole of Queensland paid 
income tax--

Mr. MOORE: They were all sugar farmers. 

Mr. COLLINS: And we have nearly 5,000 
sugar farmers in Queensland. The majority 
of the sugar-growers for a number of years 
have not been in a position to pay income 
tax, and that shows that they are not well 
off. I have travelled about among the 
farmers as well as the sugar workers­
especially in districts where the Colonial 
Sugar Refining Company operates-and I 
found that they were anxiously looking for­
ward to the passage of this Bill. I hope that 
the measure will pass through this House, 
and that we shall get the support of the 
Country party. Of course, I understand the 
attitude of the leader of the Opposition; he 
is going to oppose the measure. If he did 
not, he would be very inconsistent, because 
when a similar measure was before the 
House in 1913 he used these words-

" I say, unhesitatingly, that this Bill 
splinters every principal plank in the 
Liberal platform and adopts straight out 
to the same extent the platform of the 
Labour party." 

I thank the hon. gentleman for using those 
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words, becau~e they are responsible for my 
return to thrs House. Hon. members will 
know that the Mulgrave Mill in the past has 
paid high pri<:es tor cane. Last year I hap· 
pened to be m the Herbert River district 
when the Victoria Mill and the Macknade 
Mill crushed over 200,000 tons of cane. If 
the growers of that cane had been paid the 
same prices as were paid to the growers for 
the Mulgrave Mill, that would have meant 
£50,000 to the farmers for that one season 
alone; and, what is true of the Herbert 
River district is true of other districts. This 
measure proposed to givo to the farmers to 
a large extent that which they produce and 
that is what this party stands for. ' 

Mr. BEBBINGTON: Give it to us, then. 

Mr. COLLINS: "\Ve shall deal with you 
later on-one step at a time. We are at 
present dealing with the regulation of cane 
prices. This Bill proposes that there shall 
be a local cane prices board, and that the 
sugar-growers shall elect a representative on 
that board. Is not that democratic? For 
the first time in the history of Queensland 
the sugar-cane growers will have the right 
of saymg what value shall be put on their 
pmduct. As I ~aid years ago, the sugar 
farmer has been m a very peculiar position 
as he has been forced to accept what valu~ 
other people put on his cane. Now, we are 
out. to change all that, and my friend, who 
clarms to r_epresent. the farming interest, 
seems to obJect to 1t. I am satisfied that 
there is not a sug-ar-grower in Queensland 

who will object to this proposal. 
[8 p.m.] As I told my friend, he will 

learn, as I have learned that 
we. are an .ev?lutionary party-one step at 
a tJme. Thrs .1s. a ver:y- bi.g step. The leader 
of the Opposition sard rt was a very big 
step, and that it was going a long way to­
wards nat\onali.sati_on. Still, if a step to­
'~ards natronahsat10n means bett<lr condi­
tions for the sugar-growers in Queensland, 
wh:· sh<?uld. we not go that ste;J towards 
mttJOnabsatiOn? (Hear, hear!) My friends 
of. the Country party from time to time 
thmk that they reprc>Bent the farming in­
d.mtry of Queensland. But the men on this 
srde of the House-who represent the sugar 
indmtry right from Bundaberg to the Moss· 
man-represent the most important f!trming 
industry in the whole of the State; because 
we know, as the Minister for Agriculture 
told u& last night, that over 20.000 )Jersons 
are employed in the sugar industry in 
Queensland.. (Hear; hear!) And do hon. 
members. thn.rk that w.e ar'! likely to intro­
duce legislation that Is g-nng to ruin that 
indu•trv? Nothing of the kind. At any 
rate, that is not the opinion of the farmers 
I represent-and I can claim to represent 
them, too, because there are centres in the 
electorate of Bowen which con'sisted p£ 
nothing but farmers, where I polled over a 
two to O?~ majority, owing, as I said before, 
to the vrsrt of the hon. member for Burrum 
who introduced the measure and then rar: 
away from it. I am plea,sed to see that this 
measure includes all the mills in Queensland­
even the central mills. I know that some­
times some of our friends who belie,•e in 
private enterprise tell us that the central 
mills arc not doing as well as they ought to 
do. I know that IS true in respect to many 
of them, and that there is any amount of 
room for improvement in connection with 
the system, inasmuch as if we have £100 000 
invested in a mill, and the capacity of that 
mill is 100,000 tons of cane annually, and 
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they are only passing through 40,00:) or 
50,000 tons, how can we expect that mill to 
pay? That is the position of many of our 
central mills; and the Government, I am 
willing to admit, will have to take action 
in districts where those central mills are. 
They will have to step in and grow cane 
themselves in order to keep the mill going. 

Mr. FORSYTH: If you do not get the rain, 
how are you going to get the cane to grow? 

Mr. COLLINS : That is so; but there are 
districts. as the hon. member for lYiur­
rumba knows, where there is anx amount 
of rain. Any amount of rain falls in the 
Mossman; but, if my memory serves me 
right, on only one occasion has that mill 
crushed to its full capacity-otherwise, to 
100,000 tons. For many years it has put 
through 36,000 or 40,000 or 41,000 or 51,000 
tons, where it should crush 100,000 tons. 
But, while I say that they m'rst take the 
necessary steps to cultivate thE> la'1d, I am 
satisfied that under this proposal-that is, 
by giving to the grower a good price for 
his cane-producticm will be stimulated. 
That is what is going to happen when the 
farmer finds that he is going to get from 
5s. to 7s. or 8s. more per ton for his cane. 
The hon. member for Murrumba shakes his 
head, but I say that I have read in the news· 
papers already, even in my own electorate, 
that that is so. I was reading the other 
day that owing to the Government having 
fixed the price of sugar at £18 per ton­
and I suppose owing to the fact that they 
know we are a party who keep our promises, 
and are going to carry the Regulation of 
Sugar Cane Prices Bill-men who have got 
land under irrigation on the Burdekin-and 
the hon. member knows that more land is 
irrigated on the Burdekin than in any other 
part of Queensland-an those men who have 
irrigated fairly large areas are planting more 
cane in anticipation of this measure being 
placed on the statute-book. 

GovERNMENT MEMBERS: Hear, hear! 

Mr. COLLINS: I know all the canefielda 
of Queensland, from Nambour to Mossman; 
I have walked over most of them, and, 
therefore, I claim to know something about 
the sugar industry, and I am satisfied that 
when this measure is P,assed the only people 
who will complain wrll be the large mill· 
owners and the Colonial Sugar Refining 
Company, which has six mills in Queensland. 
Thev have had this "freedom of contract" 
that' the leader of the Opposition referred to 
ever since' they have been growing sugar in 
Queensland, and no doubt they will resent, 
as all private enterprise do0•, any legisla­
tion that tends to hmit their profits. But 
we are going to live in a new age altogether. 
A new time' is coming, and we are approach· 
ing the fixing of prices all over the world. 
The old schools of political economy are 
being swept on one side. They have out­
lived their usefulness, and mankind is find· 
ing that all that is required is a little eom­
mon sense, and not a lot of high falutin' in 
works on political economy. (Hear, hear!) 
They have learned that, and they are look­
ing to this party-as a party of com!llon 
sense-to do something for them. 

Mr. BEBBINGTON: It will stick to you as 
long as you live-collaring our butter. 

Mr. COLLINS : I wish the hon. member 
for Drayton would leave butter alone. 
(Laughter.) We are dealing v.ith something 

Mr. Collins.] 
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far sweeter than butter now, a.nd something 
far more important, maybe, to the people 
of Queensland. 

Mr. BllBBINGTON: No. 

Mr. COLLINS: With all due respect to 
the ·dairying industry, it does not employ 
nearly as many people as the sugar industry, 
and I am satisfied that it docs not pay the 
same rate of wages. 

Mr. BEBBINGTON : Que;;tion ! 

Mr. COLLINS: I remember that one of 
the largest sugar-growers in North Queens­
land-the second largest sugar-grower-who 
was crushing 4,000 or 5,000 tons of cane, told 
me that he was voting Labour at the forth­
coming election. I asked him why, and he 
said, "Why would I not? I am a grower 
for the Colonial Sugar Refining Company, 
and over the way is another mill paying 

. from 4s. to 5s. more per ton for their cane 
than I am getting from the Colonial Sugar 
Refining Company." I am sure that the 
han. member for Drayton, if he were a sugar­
grower, would be strongly in favour of this 
Bill-in fact, he would be one of its best 
supporters. 

Mr. BEBlliNGTON: Certainly. I am going 
~o support it. 

Mr. COLLINS : My electotate is one of 
:the biggest sugar districts in Queensland, 
vtnd, in my opinion, it is capable of producing 
sufficient sugar for the whole of Australia 
when it gets going properly, a.nd here is a 
letter which the secretary of the Lower 
Burdekin Farmers' Association wrote to me-

" Lower Burdekin Farmers' Association, 
Limited, 

"Ayr, 16th August, 1915. 

"Dear sir,-Your letter of inquiry re 
prices. A letter has been posted to you 
to-day on the present situation. And in 
addition I give you the prices asked 
for the last ten years: -1905, 19s. 8d. per 
ton, including 4s. 8d. bounty; 1906, 
18s. 8d. per ton, including 4s. 8d. bounty; 
1907, 19s. per ton, including 7s. bounty; 
1908, £1 per ton, including 7s. bounty; 
1909, £1 per ton, including 7s. bounty; 
1910, £1 per ton, including 7s. bounty ; 
1911, £1 5s. 10d. per ton, including 7s. 
bounty; 1912, £1 4s. lld. per ton, in­
cluding 7s. bounty; 1913, £1 5s. lld. per 
ton, including the Government 9~. 2d. ; 
1914, £1 4s. 1d. per ton, including the 
Government 9s. 2d. 

"Yours faithfully, 
"J. H. THORNTON, Secretary. 

"Ghas. Collins, Esq." 

As most han. members know, Mr. Drysda.le 
owns two very large mills on the Burdekin­
the Pioneer Mill and th'e Inkermann Mill­
and those are the rates received by the 
growers for those mills. Then they for­
warded me the following letter:-

" Lower Burdekin Farmers' Association, 
Limited, 

"Ayr, 12th August, 1915. 

·" Dear sir,-As the all-important sub­
ject, ' the price of sugar-cane,' is now 
occupying the a.ttention of the Govern-

[Mr. Collins. 

ment, my association thought it would 
be useful to you, and probably helpful 
to us, to give you a little information as 
to how the recent acquisition of the raw 
sugar for the coming crushing was likely 
to affect the growers in this district. 

"Enclosed herewith is some tabulated 
information from which you will be able 
to ascertain the relative position of the 
growers and millers as regards the 
crushing just begun; but before you 
consider the figures it would be as well 
for vou to understand the system under 
whi,;h we have been paid for the past 
four V<'ars a.nd under which we will be 
paid, · I presume, this year unless the 
Government dictate otherwise, which is 
as follows :-

"With raw sugar at £12 per ton we 
receive 16s. 6d. per ton of cane with ld. 
rise or fall per ton of cane for every 1s . 
rise or fall in the price of raw sugar; 
to this, of course, has to be added the 
9s. 2d. per ton in lieu of bounty. 

"Now, dealing with line 1, from this 
you will see that last year ra.w sugar, 
having been worth £14 15s. 6d. per ton 
to the mil1er, we received £1 4s. 1d. 
per ton for our cane; on a n tons basis 
th" millers paid us £9 Os. 7d. for cane 
sufficient to make 1 ton of ra.w sugar, 
which left him (the miller) a gross profit 
of .£5 14s. lld. per. ton of sugar, or 
15s. 3d. gross profit per ton of cane. 

"Now, unless other arrangements are 
made, we will receive as per line 2 
£1 9s. 5d. per ton of ca.ne with raw sugar 
at £18; the miller will pay us £11 Os. 7d. 
for cane to make a ton of raw sugar, 
which will leave him £6 19s. 4d. gross 
profit per ton of suga.r, or 18s. 7d. gross 
profit per ton of cane. On comparing 
the two lines vou will find that the 
growers will get an increased price of 
5s. 4d. per ton of cane, whilst the miller 
will benefit to the extent of 3s. 4d. on 
every ton of cane crushed. 

" Probably you may be under the 
impression that the growers here are 
well off as regards the price they are 
paid for their cane as compared with 
prices elsewhere; . this is not the case, 
for wherein as a district supplying cane 
under the Colonial Sugar Refining Com­
pany's p.o.c.s. system we should have 
received last year . a.t least £1 6s. 8d. 
instead of £1 4s. 1d.. and the chances 
a.re £1 8s. or £1 8s. 6d. would have been 
nearer the mark. 

" Sngar-cane, like every other produce, 
varies greatly in qua.lity, and conse­
quently varies greatly in value. The 
cane here is, however, on the aver­
age absolutely the richest in sugar 
of all the cane grown in Austra­
lia, and consequently should com­
mand the highest price obtainable. 
Here it only takes 7~ tons of cane to 
make a ton of sugar, whilst in other 
centres it runs as high as 9~ tons to 
10 tom. In view of this fact it is quite 
possible that whilst growers in other 
parts mav have received £1 ls. or £1 2s. 
per ton,' they were really receiving a 
better price ·than we in proportion to 
the value of the cane supplied. 

" Had the Government not taken the 
steps they have, and had our price for 
cane been regulated as heretofore by the 
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world's price, we should have received 
for the coming crop about £2 per ton. 

"As you no doubt are well aware, 
this district has suffered perhaps more 
than any other district by the drought, 
and at the most only about one-fifth 
of a crop will be harvested, so that the 
extra price we are looking forward to on 
our cane will not nearly compensate the 
farmers for their loss on tonnage. 

" Hoping that the contents of this 
letter will be of service to you, and 
trusting to receive from you from time 
to time any information in connection 
with our industry that may be helpful 
to us, 

''I am, &c., 

"J. H. THORNTON, Secretary. 
" ~vir. Chas. Collins, Brisbane." 

I read that letter because it comes from a 
farmers' association. I do not know the 
political views of the members of the associa­
tion. They may be in favour of me, or they 
may be hostile to me, but that is neither 
hero nor there. This is the statement which 
.accompanied the letter-

" Comparative statement showing the 
relative position of growers and millers 
in the Lower Burdekin district for 
the years 1914 and 1915 in accordance 
with the local construction of the inten­
tion of the State Parliament's action in 
the purchase 0f sugar from the raw 
sugar-millers. 

"Local millers acknowledge that a. 
ton of raw sugar was made at one of the 
mills from 7~ tons of cane, whilst figures 
available convey the fact that 7.6 tons 
of cane was taken at the other mill for 
a ton of sugar ; the following figures are 
therefore worked ·out on a 7~-tons basis:-
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Of course, it is understood that when the 
-lo~al boards get to work that may be altered; 
.Qr, in othGr words, inst<'ad of the miller 
;getting the 3s. 4d. mentioned :there, he may 

get less and the grower may get more. 
What has been the position in the past in 
reference to the Burdekin? According to 
Mr. Drysdale, who is the owner of the 
Pioneer Mill, and also the owner of the 
Inkerman Mill, which is one of the largest 
mills in Queensland, unfortunately owing to 
the drought he is not going to crush any­
cane at Inkerman this year. The farmers 
in that part of Queensland are in a deplor­
able state. 

Mr. BOOKER: Are you going to allow Mr. 
Drysdale anything for this dead year in fix­
ing the price for next year? 

Mr. COLLINS: Wait till I state the 
nrofits ''hich Mr. Drysdale made. I have 
~ever met Mr. Drysdale, but I think he is 
a gentleman who will stand up to it, and 
docs not belong to what it called the " stink­
ing fish " party. Mr. Drysdale stated before 
the Sugar Royal Commission that the value 
of his Pioneer Mill was £100,000, and his 
tramways £25,000. He gave his profits for 
five years, made up as follows :-1906, 
£25,964 12s. 8d. ; 1907, £26,923 4s. 5d. ; 1908, 
£34,647 16s. 10d. ; 1909, £36,660 8s. 10d. ; and 
1910, £31,480 16s. The profit for five years 
was £154,368. I am satisfied that Mr. Drys­
dale will not cry out. 

Mr. STODAR'r: Are those net profits? 

Mr. COLLINS: Net profits, according to 
Mr. Drysdale' himself. Is there any mem­
ber of this House who will say that Mr. 
Drysd<J.lc could not have affol'ded to pay a 
better price for cane in the past? And yet 
he did not pay that better price. For ten 
years he made these enormous profits. No 
wonder the oonegrowers complained; they 
wanted some of those profits, and rightly so, 
too. 

Mr. H. L. HARTLEY : And they are going 
to get them. 

Mr. COLLINS: As my friend interjects, 
they are going to get them-thanks to this 
party, which is out to build up the sugar 
industry on the coast of Queensland ! I am 
satisfied that this measure will so stimulate 
sugo_r production that we will not have to 
be importing sugar from Java and other 
parts of the world, as we have been doing 
for some years. \Ve will produce all our 
sugar, and wiil settle along the coast the 
men for the defence of this great Common­
wealth. 

GOVERNMENT MEMBERS: Hear, hear! 

Mr. COLLINS: I am satisfied that this 
measure is not going to bring about the 
millenium. It is not going to give satisfac­
tion to every sugar-grower, because ma.n:y <?f 
them Bxpect too much. We do not say It IS 
a perfect mea,ure. If Acts of Parliament 
were perfect, what would be the use of 
Parliament? W' e can only progress by slow 
steps, and it is owing to the imperfections 
that are discover0d from time to time in 
Bills introduced into this House that we 
require Parliament. Even if this measure 
is Jouncl not to be perfect, we can only get 
to know that by experience, and if this 
part)l findc there are any imperfections in it 
after it has been in operation this season, 
they can introduce an amending Bill to 
r<"medy those imperfections. (Hear, hear!) 
But that is no reason why we should stand 
etill, as the !ea;der of the Opposition wants 
to do, and go on with the good old private 
enterpri:oe-lcavc (hings alone and make no 

Mr. Collins.] 
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progress at all. I am proud that this mea­
sure was left to be introduced by the hon. 
member for Herbert. Although I represent 
a large sugar district, I believe he represents 
one far larger, and one of wonderful ex­
pansion, owing to having ·the heaviest rain­
fall in this State, while I have the honour to 
represent the place that has the second 
heaviest rainfall. In the hon. member's 
electorate at Innisfail a fair amount of rain 
has fallcm, and at the Proserpine end of my 
electorate there has also been a fair amount. 
I am pleased that I have lived to see a Bill 
intro•duccd to do something for the primary 
producer. I have said for years that the 
only hope for the farmers of Queensland 
was by joining hands with the Labour party. 
(Hear, hear!) They joined hands with us 
last year,. and, with the exception of the 
Mirani sugar district, the Labour party 
represents every sugar district north of 
Bun-daberg. (Hear, hear !) Does anyone 
imagine fm· a moment that, as a party, we 
are likely to introduce legislation to destroy 
that industry-an industry in which the 
!Bader of the Opposition told us we had over 
£600,000 invest,c,d in our central mill system? 
'l'he Secretary for Agriculture told us there 
was over £6,000,000 invested in the industry. 
" Knibbs" tells us that in 1912 there were 
employed in the su(\'ar industry in the Com-

monwealth 27,380 white persons, 
[8.30 p.m.] and 1,383 coloured persons. We 

know that the bulk of those 
persons are employed in Queensland. I am 
satisfied that, within a short time after this 
Bill is placed on the statute-book, it will so 
stimulate the sugar industry in Queensland 
that there will be a demand for more mills, 
e.nd that in the space of two or three years 
instead of having 27,000 employed in the 
industrv in the Commonwealth we will have 
from 40,000 to 50,000 employed in it. 

GOVERNMENT MEMBERS: Hear, hear! 
Mr. SWAYNE (Miran-i): I beg to move 

the adjournment of the -debate. 
Question put -and passed. 
'The resumption of the debate was made an 

Order of the Day for Tuesday next. 
The House adjourned e.t half-past 8 o'clock. 

Questions. 




