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New lviembus. [16 OcTOBER.] Wajes Bill. ISll 

LEGISLATIVE COUl'WIL. 

TUESDAY, ].6 OCTOBER, 1917. 

TJL, PRESIDENT (Hon. W. Hamilton) took 
the chair at half-past 3 o'clock. 

GOVERNC\1E::\'T EXPENDITURE ON 
INDUSTRIAL 1~::--!TERPRISES. 

.SECOND PROGRESS REPORT OF EVIDEKCE 
TAKEN BY SELECT C0,1IMIT1'EE. 

Ho;-;. P. J. LEAHY laid on the table 
minute·" of evidence taken by the Select 
Cowmittce on 12th and 15th OctobeJ.·, ;md 
moved that the paper be printed. 

The SECTIETARY FOR MII'\ES (Hon. A. 
J .. )ones) : At this stage I might say that I 
intend to give notice before the Council 
r'ses of a motion. and I would like th•• hon. 
member to postpone his motion until to
nl/Jl'l'O\V, as tny n1otion 'vill have a bearing 
on this question. 

Hon P. J. LEAHY: You wish me to post
pone 1ny n1otion? 

The SECRETAR.Y FOR MIXES:· Yes. 
The motion that I intend to move has fo;· its 
object the discharge from the business paper 
of the motion moved by the Hon. Mr. Le<th-.
anrl a subsequent 1notion by the Hor•. Mr. 
Brentnall. 

Hon. P. J. LEAHY: The motion for the 
printing of this evidence? 

The SECRETARY FOR MI:'\ES: Ye••. I 
just rise to "'Y 1·hat I am opposed to th2 
printing- of this evidence. 

Hon. P . .J. LE.\HY : I fully exnected that 
in Yirw of the '•'"' in. which ·the Governmed 
wanted to burke "'Jiscu:-::gion. 

The SECRETAHY FOR :MINES: The 
Government did not do anything- of the sort. 

Hon. P. J. LEAHY: They declined to pro
duce. the papers yesterday. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! Order ! 

The SECRETARY FOR ;\;liNES: The 
Gm-ermnent are opposed to g-oing on with 
the printing- of this oyidcnce, when it is 
quite unnecessary, on the score of economy. 

lion A. G. C. HAWTHORN: \Vhat! 'l'ho 
Government talking of economy? (L<ntghter.) 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: How
ever, it will be a matter for the Council, but 
I rise to offer my protest on behalf of the 
Goycrnment to, the printing of the evidence 
that .has been taken by the Select Com
mittee. 

H,on. P. J. LEAHY: You do not like the 
<:·YI·c.ence. 

The SECRETARY FOR ::\1IXES: Later· 
on we will deal with the evidence. 

Question uut and p<t&,ed. 

NEW M:E:.l>IBERS. 

The PRESIDENT announced that he had 
received from the Governor a letter dated 
12th October, intimating that His Ex~ellency 
had been pleased to summon to the Council-

R~ndolph Bedford, Esq., of Brisbane; 
Ernest Bracher Purnell, Esq., of Rock

hampton; 

Frederick Courtice, Esq., of Bundaberg; 
and 

Thomas ::\fevitt, E·q., of Townsville. 

Hon. P. MURPHY thereupon introduced 
Hon. R. Bedford and Hon. F. Courtice, who, 
having produced their writs of summons and 
oaths of allegiance, sub·;·t·ibed the roll, and 
took their Feats. · 

Hon. E. J3. Pl:RNELL >Yas also introduced 
by Hon. P. MuRPIIY, and, having- produced 
hi, "rit cf summons, took the oath of 
alleg-ic,ncc and subscribed the roll. 

CoNGRATULATro~s ro ::\Ew MnrBERs. 

At a Iatc:r stage, 
The PRESIDE:\T said: Before proceed

ing to thn Orders of th<' Day, I may say that 
during 1ny enforced absence several hon. 
members were called to this Council, and I 
desit'(J on this occasion to offer them my con
gntulations. Some of them have been per
sonal friends of mine for ma>1y years. They 
took a very prominent part in the Labour 
moyement when it was not very popular to 
do so, and I am glad to see that their work 
in the early days of the movement has now 
been rccogni;,ed, and I congratulate them on 
their appointment to the Council. (Hear, 
hear!) 

AUDITOR-GEXERAL'S REPORT. 

CENTRAL S L"G .l.R- )IILLS. 

The PRESIDEXT announced the receipt 
from the Auditor-General of his report on 
the accounts of central sugar-mills for the 
year 1916-17. 

Orducd to b~ prmted 

PAPERS. 

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

Report of the Public Service Board for 
1916; 

Report of the Royal Commission on pur
chase by the Government of Wando 
Vale Station; 

Prcgrce> report of Royal Commission of 
State iron and steel works. 

WAGES BILL. 

RESL")IPTION OF CO)DfiTTEE. 

(Hon. "fV. F. Taylor in the rli'Iir.) 

On chtl'P 48-" Other re1." edit g not tn be 
aflrctcd or T"glds betwe1n parti,_., ··•zri1d "
to which Hon. A. G. C. Hawthorn had moved 
the addition of the following paragraph :-

"(c) To limit or affect the proYisions 
of the Industrial Arbitration Act of 1916, 
or of any awa:-d or agrectnent there
under." 

Hol!. A. G. C. BA WTHORN understood 
from the Minister that he had some sup.-ges
tion to ofFer, so that probably the hon. 
gentlem~n would be able to say whether he 
would accept the amendment or not. He 
thought the amf'ndment was a good one, and 
hoped it would meet with the concurrence 
of the Committee. 

Hon . .A. G. C. Hawtho-rn.l 
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The SECRETARY FOR MI='lES: On 
Thursdav last thev had discu··scd the amend
!1lcnt at ~so111C h·.1gth. Since Hw adjournment 
on ThtuR.day he had giYen further con~~idera
tion to the clan .... and he ,,·ould now suggest 
an a:n£'ndment on clau.:.;e 49 to read~ 

" The remedies provided by this Act 
fer the r covery of 'vrrgcs shall be deemed 
to c.~ in acldition to and not in sub~~itu
tion for ony remedy ·for the recovery of 
vnnaid wa;,;·es due under an award, 
order. or in·1ustrial agree1nent provided 
1: · the Indu-trial Arbitration Act of 
1916." 

He suggr ted that the Hon. Mr. Hawthorn 
should accept the amendment he had read, 
a~ it would ren1ovc :'~ny doubts. 

Hon. T. J. O'SHF.A: What are the 
remedies provided by the awards? 

'I'ho SECRETARY FOR l\1Ii'!ES: The 
object of the ciause wa,; to clear up aDy 
confmion that might remain a•· to the 80urt 
in which the --:orker could recover wag •s 
Section 64 of I he Industrial Arhttration Act 
provjded that the worker might suo b0vnr0 
the Industrial Court within sixty days for 
\vagc:; beco1ning due under an award. 
Clause 34 of the \Vagcs Bill was a ro
onadment of the olcl section in the Masbcs 
and Servants Art, which g'lYe a gener l 
rc1nedv for thrJ re ·Jverv o± anY unpaid 
wage'· whaboever; and that remedy might 
bo cxcrdscd at anv ti1ne 'vithin six 1nonths 
of the wages becoming due. He hoped 'he 
hon. gent~dnan would accept the amend
ment he (:\1r. Jone") had suggested in pla•~o 
of the amendment he ha;d moved. 

Hox. P. :\IURPHY rose to a point •Jf 
order. He would like to dra·,,· the Chair
rr.an's attention to th•; fact that no notice c! 
the amendment had been l!i,en to hon. 
members. Ho would point out thato chore 
were a number of ncv,; 1nernl>crs 111 tlw 
Council who were 1'0t conversant with the 
practicc of the Chamber. 

Hox. .\. G. C. HA \VTHORN: His 
a1nendrnent hqd been printed and circulated 
for the last fortnight. He was not raising 
any objection to the amendment suggested 
by the ~Iinister, because the longer they 
ha-d to discuss the m:•.tter the both r, as it 
was a matt."r v·,:ll worthy of dierus icm 
The :\1inister's amendment would take the:n 
no further th·.n the Bill itself, becaus., it 
said what the Bill said, that it was to 1>~ 
an addition to the remedies under the 
Industrial Arbitration Act, whereas his (Mr. 
Hawthorn's) amendment said the Industrial 
Act and it< awards should stand on their 
own footing, .and anyone who was paid 
wages under o.n a ward under the Indnstrial 
Arbitrativ1 Act ehould not have the right 
to go from the Inductrial Arbitr;;tion Court 
into a Police Court or some other court and 
say, "I \\'ant to 'cue under the ¥lagcs Act." 
He w,.s sure that his suggestion would 
appeal CYen to those hon. members 'vho 
were supporting the ::\1inister. They wonld 
agree with him that it was \;>otter to have 
an industrial award under the Industrial 
Arbitration Act interpreted under that Act 
and not have it open to be interpreted under 
that Act or under the Wages Act. 

Amen<lrr>~nt :otgreed to. 

Clause, as amended, put and passed. 

[Hon. A. J. Jones. 

The Council resu'ned. The CH.UR1IAN 
reported the Bill with amendments, and the 
report w~-s ad·:Jpted. 

The thircl readi"g of the Bill was made 
Ul' Order of the Day for to-morrow. 

OPTICIANS BILL. 

OmEI!ITTEE 

(Hon. W. F. Taylor in the chair.) 

Clouse 1 )lllt and p:"cwd. 

On clause 2-" lnt•''tpretation"-

Hox. C. F. MARKS: Ho would lik, to 
know whether the Mini.,ter prcli1osed to 
accept the findings of the Select Committee 
on the Bill. If he was prepar0d to do so, 
he (l-Ion. 0. F :Mark.·) would not insi,t on 
moving the amendments of which he had 
given notice. 

The SECRETARY FOR Mii'JES : Some 
time ago he had moved in the Hou,.e that 
the report of the Select c~mmi ttee be 
I'eceivcd. l1ut he was not inclined to accl' t 
the v-holc of that report. To sa'l'e time. 'if 
it met with the wishes of the Hon. Dr. 
:;,.larks and other3 who thought with him, 
he might say that he wm:d accept the 
report of the Select Committee with the 
insertion of the amendments indi :ated by 
him on Thursday !act, and tho deletion of 
the amend1nent ~uggested by a majority of 
the Sc!Pct Committee. which \vould prevent 
an optician from practi.sing· optometry on 
those und~r the age of sixteen years. 

HoN. C. F. :\lARKS: The Minister having 
indicated that he was going for the whole 
thing. becrruse that, was practically tho whole 
thine;, he would move the am• ndment·; he 
had -given notice of. He move-d the omis:·•.ion 
of the \Vords "practise: opto1netry," on line 
19. with a view to inserting th:· words 
''grind lenses of all 1•ariotics, to dispcn,•.' 
ocu]i,ts' prmcriptions. and to sell spec
tacle,." The objection of the pr Jfession. 
which numbered come 270 in this State, and 
which wa•.' practically confirmed by the 
'vholc profef-sion in ~.\ustralla, ought to 
have some wei.~ht with lnmnbers oi' the 
Council. The point was that the medical 
profcs,ion held that the opticians wNe· 
incompetent to recognise di,ease. 11oe 
Mini;ter should accept the findings of that 
borly, which was the only body comnetent to 
give an opinion on the matter.. From the 
information thc·v h~d frorr: tho Government. 
or eYen frorn th) SclC'ct Cornmltter:-: thE-re 
vvorc very few i e!.."S•Jns 'vho were compt:t2nt 
opticiau.e. Thor•' were four opticians 
examine<:! before the Select Committee, "wo 
of ,vhom were uncortificatcd and had no 
education on the mat+er !it all, and two .;f 
them had certificates from the Society 'lf 
Spectacle Makers. It was a v•·ry old nnd 

worthy society, but it only ll\'Ont 
[ 4 p.m.] a~ far as spectacle making. 

There "'"-'' no question of educa
tion in health or disease at all. It had been 
Phown vcrv clearlv to the Council that the 
matt,_ r '"as a Ye.ry itnportant one t'o thn 
Vi.dlolf~ ccn1Jnnni!_v, unri. L·J '' o11ld haxe t~• 
c<tll for a di,-ision unless th•· :Minister ag•e.ed 
with him. 

HoN. E. W. H. FOWLES: Before the 
amendment was put, he would like to ask 
whether the word " twenty-one" in the pre
vious line wa• .. quite in order? He thought 
that the Minister would find that it should 
be clause 22. 
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Th" SECRETARY FOR :iYIIl'i"ES : That 
could be altered late'· on, a·. the numbering of 
the clause; might be altered as the Bill was 
amEmded. He would be very glad if the 
hon. member would raise the point at the 
end of the BilL He wa; opposed to the 
a:tnendm._,nt moved by the Hon. Dr. ~1arks, 
and, although they all respected the opinion 
?f a. m<~-n qualified <~-s the hon. member was, 
It did not fo1low that they should accept all 
!!'." amendment' that he might suggest. The 
nil! was mtro-duccd bv the Government with 
a view to affording a'mple protedion to the 
public agaim;t the charlat-an and the quack 
';·ho tra,vclle-4 through~ut the country. The 
Select C ·'mrmttee appomted bv tho Council 
x:-onsisting o{•tho lion. Mr. Fa:hev~, the Hon: 
~lr. Le ahy, the Hon. Mr. Parnol! the Hon 
1·.lr. Stcphcns, and himself had ex~mined th~ 
following witnes·· es:-A. 'p. Greenfield vV 
.J. O'SulliYan, C, S. Fr>:ser. J. Guilfoyle;· 
Dr. Lockhart Gibson, Sn David Hardie, 
M.D, Dr. E. S. Jackson, and Dr. W. W. 
Hoare. The evid.•mce given by the opticians 
•.c·e o ve_ry much m favour of tho Bill, and 
that giVen by the medical men was some
what divided. As a matter of fact he 
th_o

1
ught Dr. Hoa_rc; statod that he was quite 

wrLmp: that ophmans should test the eve 
The ?bject of the amendment was to prevent 
ophcwus, whether qualified or not from test
!r g the eye. The effect of that: especially 
m a sparcely populatod country like Queens
land-and he asked hon. members to sepa
rate themselves ~rom Brisbane in considering 
th~ B1!1, >:nd v1ew it purely from a State 
pomt of. v_Jew-:-would be that a great many 
people hvmg m the country districts would 
not have the opportunity of gettino- their 
eyes tec,ted. The Bill provided that ;;: boarcl 
shoul·d be appointed, and also a board of 
examiners, one of whom was to be an 
ophthalmic surgeon or <1 medical man who 
practisE'd ophthalmologv. Dr. Mark. indi
c~ted that that would not be acceptable to 
lnm and seyeral othr?r members of the Coun
cil and to the medical profession. and thev 
would not sit on that board. The amend
ment he had indicated was that in that event 
two opticians should constitute the board. 
The whole discussion might be confined to 
the present amendment because the others 
were consequential. It' wa:; much better to 
ha vc no Bill at all than to accept the amend
nent. Th0 mr~'tue was intro-duced in the 
iJ:tPrl"ts cf the people, and if the amend
mnnt were ~arricd, thev would have to relv 
Of! the services of only "a few oculists. \V ere 
there sufliciont oculists in Queensland to test 
the e0-e.~· of the people of the State? 

Hon. C. F. MARKS: There are. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: He had 
lived in the :oity of Maryborough, and there 
were no ocuhsts there, but under the amend
ment a per~ an wouJ.d not be allowed to go 
to onP of the quahfied opticians there. They 
wcculd ha YO to go to one ·of the few oculists 
in Bri banP. How rnanv were there in 
_Qu_ec-n"land practisinP,' ophthalmology outside 
Bnsbano? 

Hon. C. F. MARKS: That is a good word. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: It was 
the correct one. and, as a matter of fact, 
the hon. member who moved the amendment 
diz! not practise it. There was only one in 
~nsbane who confined himself to the prac
tise of ophthalmology-that was, Dr. Hoare, 

who gaye evidence before the committee, and 
vdw \-•:as in favour of allo,ving opticians to 
tut the ey0. 

Hon. C. F. MARKS: 2'\ot of children under 
sixteen. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: That 
amendment, moYed be· the Hon. ::\fr. Parnell, 
was not discussed. The hen. member men
tioned it at the tail end of a sitting, and. 
without any disrespect, he might say that 
he thought that if it had been discussed it 
wculd not h.:-.ve been included. 

Hon. W. STEPI!ENS: Dr. Hoare recom
rr ·nd~>d that. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: Yes; 
they had evidence to prove that many medical 
men went to opticians to get their eyes 
tooted and for glasses. Perhaps some of them 
gave evidence. However, he was opposed 
to tho amendment, because the Bill was prac
tically worthless if it were carried. He 
hoped the Council would have the good sense 
to accept the Bill as it w<ts, or at any rate 
not vote for the amendment. 

HoN. C. F. MARKS: Dr. Hoare claimed 
to be a specialist, that was to say, he devoted 
his time to that and that alone, but it did 
I ot follow that he was any better man than 
their Chairman of Committees, who devoted 
his attention to that and other matters, or 
than Dr. Lockhart Gibson who gave his 
time and attention to that and other matters. 
He would like to give the Council and the 
Minister to understand that ophthalmology 
was part and parcel of the training of every 
medical man. He himself, so far back as 
the seventies, was a doctor. He could then 
and could now e.stimate the condition of the 
e0 e. Members of the Opticians' Society 
wore not trained to recognise disease in any 
form unle'; it was of the most obvious kind, 
and that was where the risk came in. There 
were oculist> in other parts of the country 
than in Brisbane. There was Dr. Davidson 
in Rockhampton, and if there were sufficient 
cases he had no doubt there would be other 
men. He had put before the Committee the 
pcint that tho profession generally had made 
it as plain as they possibly could that there 
v. a' great danger of allowing people who 
wore not competent to judg-e of the diseases 
of the eye, to deal with the eyes of the rising 
r-cneration or anv part of the generation. 
If the Committe"e adopted the Bill, the 
responsibility would be with them. 

EoN. T. J. O'SHEA: He understood from 
the Minister that if the amendment were 
carried it would practically wreck the Bill. 
He had given some consideration to the Bill, 
and he thought it would be a pity to do that. 
He thought there was some good in it. 
'I'heir only duty was to the public, The 
present condition of affairs was unoatisfactory 
and the Bill would bring about a better 
position. and he thought that order was 
better than chaos any day. The Bill would 
be the first step in the right direction. The 
vor;v fact of' excluding from their number 
the charlatans and quacks and the men who 
imposed on the public, the very fact of 
recognising opticians all a branch of a pro
fession or calling, would be a stimulus to 
them to do better work in the future, and 
merit from the public the satisfaction and 
the recognition which the improved condi
tion,s would bring. Much as he regretted 
havmg to disagree with Dr. Marks, especi
ally on a subject on which he was so well 

.'lon.1'. J. O'Shea.] 
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informed, he thought the Council would be 
unwise in carrying any amendment which 
would have the effect of causing the with
drawal of the Bill. 

Hon. R. SniNER: V\'ould it not be a bad 
thing if it were wrecked? 

HoN. T. J. O'SHEA: That would leave 
the opticians where they had been in the 
past. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES : At any rate, 
this Bill cannot mak·e the position any 
worse than it is at present. 

HoN. T. J. O'SHEA: It could not, as it 
was now as bad as it was possible to be. 
Any man who chose to put out a plate and 
call himself an optician could foid his wares 
and his pretended knowledge on the public 
in a wa-" that was not at all satisfactory. 
If the Bill were carried \yith the amend
ments which had been foreshadowed, it would 
improve the condition of affairs amongst the 
opticians. and thereby benefit the public, 
and that should be their first conuideration. 
He would not do anything that was likely to 
wreck the Bill. 

HoN. I. PEREL: He had a little know
ledge of the optical business, which he had 
acquired when a very young man. At that 
E•arly period in his career he noticed all the 
eYils with which the Bill dealt, and the 
dangers arising from quacks going around 
calling themselves opticians. Many people 
went to those quacks, thinking they were 
opticians. The time had arrived when they 
should bring before the public the fact that 
people who sold spectacles were not opticians, 
and that opticians were not oculists. He 
had gone through the Bill very carefully 
and had listened to the very fine arguments 
adduced by the Hon. Dr. Marks; but. if the 
amendment would wreck thco Bill. he for one 
would not vote for th<c amendment, because 
the Bill had a great many good points in it. 
If anv mea,ure submitted to them contained 
ninety good parts and ten bad parts, it was 
a meaourc which should receive their sup
port. In this Bill there were ninety good 
,parte, _and perhaps one or two bad parts. 
The Bill had been very carefully prepared, 
and was deserving of support. The opticians 
of Queensland WNe far in advance of what 
they were in his time, when an optician could 
only grind lense' to fit frames, whereas to-day 
he could make lenses. From his experiencfl 
as a practical man h•' would rather go to 
an optician to have his sight tested than 
he would go to any doctor. 

Hox. R. BEDFORD: On the assurance of 
the Mini,;ter that the acceptancfl of the 
amendment would wreck the Bill, and de
pending generally on the fact that the board 
of exa:niners were to be efficient. he would 
unhesitatingly vote against the amendment. 
In the back countr" from one end of Aus· 
trdia to the other, where opticians could not 
readily be communicated with, he had seen 
cases of the most shocking sort resulting 
from th,, practice of quacks, and under the 
circumstances he was absolutely for the Bill 
as it stood and quite against the amendment. 

HoN. A. H. P ARNELL admitted the Bill 
was a very good one, and it was not his 
intention to att<empt to wreck it; at the 
same time, he would point out that, prior 
to the appointment of the Select Committee, 
they had only the testimony of the Hon. 
Dr. Marks and the Hon. Dr. Taylor to 
guide them. and the Select Commitke was 

[Hon . .1'. J. O'Shr.a. 

appointed to give an opportunity to the 
opticians to give their version. If the corn-, 
mittce accepted the amendments which had 
been suggested to the Select Committee, the 
Bill would be even a better Bill than it 
was becau'e those amendments ha,d been 
suggc,ted by the Sdcct Committee after 
hearing the evidence of a number of wit
ness<'s. He thought the Minister was open 
to correction when he said that Dr. HoarO' 
said that even up to the age of forty years 
e··es shculd be tested bv a medical man; 
the doctor did sa v that" in no case would 
he allow the eyes "of children up to sixteen 
years of age to be tested except by an 
oculist. He took it that the Government 
were looking after the welfare· of the people· 
in the matter. If that were so, why could 
they not send a medical man to examine the 
eves of the children, especially in the far 
\Vestern countrv? It had been pointed out 
by the Hon. Dr. ::Yiarks and the Hon. Dr. 
Taylor, as \vel! as by medical witnesses before 
the Select Committee, that it was necessary 
that the eyes of children should be tested. 
A few years ago the Hon. Dr. Taylor was· 
sent out bv the Government of the da~· to 
visit the .\·hole of the schools of the \Ve•.t. 
and to test the eves of the children. 

The SECRETARY "FOR Mr"ES: If this amend
ment is carried, the Government will have 
to do something in that direction. 

Ho~. \. H. P ARI\'ELL: A few years ago 
ntn os WPre suppo,ed to be registered, and 
anv woman who had been practising mid
wiferv for twelve months. even although she 
had "no hospital training, was allowed to 
practice as a midwife. According to the 
report that had been issued by the Common
wealth Government. there was great danger 
from allowing incompetent v:omen to prac
tice as midwives. Of course, such incom
petent women generally attended on the poor. 
\Y om"n of mEans took good care to employ 
qualified midwives and doctors to attend 
them. According to the latest report, the 
number of deaths in childbirth was very 
much on the increase, showing the necessity 
fm thorough training. The same thing 
occurred in connection with the dentists. Any 
dentist who had been practising for twelve 
months was allowed to put out his sign and 
pau himself as a qualified man. There were 
many eminent dentish in Queensland. but 
thcr~ was a large number of men who had 
no right to call themselves dentists at all. 
This Bill wa~ g~ing to bri!'g ab?ut the. ~ame 
state cf affmr' m connectiOn with opt1c1ans. 
It was going to _allow a large nu;nbe1: of men 
who were prnctwallv only workmg Jewellers 
to pas. themoelvcs off as opticians who were 
licensed by the Government of Queensland. 

Hon. G. S. CrRTIS: Will they not have 
to undergo examination in the future? 

Hon. C. F. NIELSON: Some of them. 

HoN. A. H. P ARNELL: If the board of 
examiners had a medical man on it there 
might be some guarantee with regard to the 
qualifications of those who paesed the ex
amination; but if medical men refused to 
take a seat on the board, and it was to be 
composed of opticians only, then the examina
tion would be a farce. 

Hon. T. M. HALL: The medical men have 
declined to sit on the board. 

Hon. W. STEPHENS: Not all of them. 
HoN. A. H. P ARNELL: They should be 

given an opportunity to sit on the board. 
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There wc~·e many good points in the Bill ; 
but he o~Jccted to men who had no training 
at all bemg allowed to put out their signs 
and. _say that they were properly qualified 
optJme.ns. He hoped that a medical man 
could be induced to sit on the board. 

HoN. W. R. CRAMPTON felt satisfied 
that the adoption of the amendment would 
wreck the Bill, and he would be very sorry 
to see. that happen. From his experience 
he bel_wved a Bill of the kind was aooolutel~ 
essential. They had the evidence submitted 
by the Hon. Dr. Marks and others which 
could not ~e ignored; but, after h<Lving 
read the. e_v1dence _and finding that out of 
217 practrsmg med10os in Queensland there 
were on!;.: ~en pract!sing as oculists. he was 
of che opmwn that 1t would be Yerv difficult 
f~>r people i_n the West to have their eve
sight tested 1f the amendment were accepted. 
He ';'nderstood that before a man could 
pract~se .. as an optician he must pass an 
ex";mmanon and hrwe the qualifications pre
scnbed. by_ the board. It would be a great 
hardsh1p 1f the people in the West were 
compelled to go to Brisbane or one of the 
other larger cities along the coast in order 
to. comult a'?- oculist, when in their own dis
tnct t)10y m1ght be able to get the necessary 
attentwn from . one. who had passed the 
necP:"ary_ exammatwns and had a'l! the 
ql!rthficanons set forth in the Bil\. If the 
Blll were p'lssed, it would simph- mean that 
the optical business would become a branch 
of the medical profe'Sion. Under thE> cir
cumstance'. he· felt disposed to vote against 

' the amendment. 

HoN. T. ::V1. HALL: The. arguments that 
had been adv~nced seemed to indicate that, 
when the ~usmess was carried on without 
any r~gulabon whatever, t~e community got 
on fauly well; but the B1ll would provide 
some safq~uard, if :>ot a complete safe
guard, agamst unqualified men dealing with 
the eyes. . If they only went one step towards 
safeguardmg the public again·,t charlatans 
and quacks, they would be doing something 
The opticians would become a regulated 
body. t<; ,,·ho~J! memb!'rsh_ip men would only 
be ad':mttecl by exammatwn. If later on it 
was ~~!Scovered that amendments were neces
s:'ry m order to impose still further restric
tiOns. upon those ;yho were practising as 
opt1c1ans he was qm te sure that the Council 
would be prepared to make those amend
ment'. He favoured any movement that 
would benefit, if only to a small extent, 
t~ose who were at. present under a great 
d!~a?vantage. He mtended to support the 
ongmal clause. 

. HoN. A. G. C. HAWTHORN: The posi
twn wao rather an awkward one to a lay
man. ~hey had the medical profession or 
a _P?rtwn of it, saying distinctly that 
ophcmns should not be allowed to practi,·e 
under the Bill as drawn. On the other hand 
!he Select Committee, which had gone fully 
mto the matter, had come to the conclusion 
that the amendment was not necessarv · so 
'':hat were hon. members to do undc'r' the 
Circumstances? There was no doubt that tho 
opticiar:s' profession in Queensland required 
regulating. When he was Home Secretarv 
he was so impressed with the necessitv 0'f 
having the eyes of children in the \v egt 
tested, ophthalmia being so prevalent there 

that he had suggested that th~ 
[4.30 p.m.] Hon. Dr. Taylor should go out 

West and make an inspection and 
report. That suggestion was accepted by 

the. Cabinet. and Dr. Trtylor made a report, 
whwh showed that ophthalmia was very 
prevalent in the vVest, and there was verv 
great need for some supervision over the 
eye' of the children in the West. After that 
a medical man was deputed to go into the 
West for the purpose of examining the eves 
of the children: but he understood that 
during the last vcar or two no medical man 
had been avai!rtble who was capable of doing 
the work. That was a position that the 
Government ought to rectifv apart from the 
Bill altogether. It was abs~lutely necco;sary 
that therE> should be two or three qualified 
oculists whose dutv it would be to examine 
children's eyes, particularly in the vVest. 
No matter what salary was paid, the expen-'.e 
would be well repaid by the advantage 
received bv the children in the West. There 
were famllies in the West who were hun
dreds of miles away from people able to 
judge of the condition of the eye, and they 
were not in a position to send their children 
into the coastal towns. Those children ought 
to have some relief. The parents were living 
a very hard life, and they probablv had not 
the money to enable them to do 'the right 
thing for their children's eyes, and it was 
the duty of the Government to do something 
for them. 

An HONOURABLE MEMBER: State enterprise. 

HoN. A. G. C. HAWTHORN: It was not 
State enterprise. It was assisting the 
children \of the pioneers of the West out of 
money proYided by themselves. 

Hon. A. A. DA VEY : The Government can
not got anyone to undertake the work. 

Ho~. A. G. C. HAWTHORN: If the 
GoYPrnrnent advertised he thought they 
would succeed in getting a man qualified to 
undertake that work. He was particularly 
interested in the evidence given by Dr. Hoare 
before the Select Committee. As reported 
on page 35 of the report of the Select Com
mittee, he was asked-

" I am referring to a qualified optician 
-one who has got a diploma or a certi
ficat-e from distinguished oculists in 
England-and a high diploma, too. 
\Vould you prevent that man from test
ing the vision under J}-ny circumstances?" 

and he said: "No." 

That was the opinion of a man who w::s .an 
oculist and one who had made a speCiality 
of the work. Under all the circumstances, 
it seemed to him that the best thing they 
could do was to pass the Bill as recommended 
by thf' committee. The longer they deferred 
a Bill of that kind the more possibility 
there was of unrJualificd people taking up 
the business. He would like to see the Bill 
go through, because he recognised that some
thing should be done, and if they found 
that the Bill was unworkable in its present 
form it would be easy enough nE>xt session. 
on further evidence from medical men and 
others, to amend it. Much as he disliked 
''oting against the Hon. Dr. Marks, he 
l'egrctted he would have to oppose the amend
ment. 

HoN. A. H. WHITTINGHAM: He agreed 
with the Hon. Mr. Hawthorn that the 
amendm"nt put laymen in a rather awkward 
po,ition. They had the testimony of some 
three hundred medical m·en who asked for 
a certain amendment and they also had the 
assurance of the Minister that if the amend
ment were agreed to the Bill would be 

Hon . .A. H. Whitt1:ngham.] 
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wrecked. Hon. members did not want to 
;vre.ck the Bill if there were any good points 
m It, and no doubt there were some good 
points in it. People living in Brisbane .. had 
no idea of what a serious matter eye troubles 
were in the West. As the Hon. Mr. 
Hawthorn stated, some time ago a specialist 
was sent out "\Vest to examine the eyes of 
th~ <:hildren, and he regretted that that 
practice had been stopped. When the 
specialist went out he did a lot of good work 
and m: de many useful recommendations as 
to what should or should not be done in the 
schools i';l order to prevent the spread of 
ophthalmut. I£ the Bill was going to pre
vent quacks from practising the profession 
then he would vote for it. He rem'emberecl 
yory well when a quack dentist went out 
mto the Central districts, pulled people's 
tec~h. out, took impre--sions for plates, took 
casn m ud:ance, and that was the last they 
heard of h!m. They did not anticipate that 
quack ocuh.-ts would pull people's eves out 
but they might do a lot of harm by· the us~ 
of drugF, At present he was rather 
undecided as to which ~ay he would vote. 
It was ven- hard to turn down the testimony 
of medical men, and it was equally hard not 
to support the Government when they said 
the Bill would be wrecked. 

. HoN. C. F. NIELSON: He had no inten
twn of accepting the Minister's assurance 
th.at the amendment was going to wreck the 
Bill. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: Under the 
amendment the optician will not be allowed 
to practise optometry. 

HoN. C. F. :C<HELSON: It did not say that 
a.t all. On the other hand he had no inten
!wn of supporting the amendment, because 
It• 

1
left ~hmg~ e:x;actl:y as they were. The 

on.y . ~hmg It d1d was to give an extra 
d.efimtwn of optometry. It put that defini
ti?n on a lower plane, so to speak, but it 
did n'!t' do away with the fact that later on 
the Bill provided that persons who practised 
optometry ~ould measure the vision of the 
eye and p_reparr, .a!'d sell lenses for the pur
pose of aidm,g nsion. He could see no use 
m the .amendment at all, and whoever pre
pare? It. could have had nothing more or 
less m vww than .the sent!mental part. That 
was to say, they did ;:tot wish to give opticians 
the pk~sure of bemg knov.·n as anything 
~ore than persons who ground lenses and 
dispensed prescriptions. He objected the 
other day to the a.doption of the report of 
the Select Co_mmittee and gave certain 
reasons for domg so. 'l'hose reasons still 
held (l'OOd. The,Y had a Select C'ommittee, 
at which thr.ee w1tnessos only were examined, 
and the ev1dcnce of those three witnesses 
was pot at all conclusive that opticians should 
be !I<:ensed .. There was not a single country 
o:'timan mnted or brought down to give his 
y1ews on the matter. They had large towns 
m Queensland outside of Brisbane-Too
>~:oomba, Wan< ick, Rockhampton, Towns
nlle, and Maryborough-in all of which were 
men of uncmestionably high repute and who 
were consulte,l by members of the m'edical 
profPssion. There was an attempt made in 
the Bill to tr.1 and block the man who was 
"taking down" the public. It was their duty 
to do that 1f they could, but in trying to do 
that they should not injure a number of 
properly qualifiet1 men-men who had 
become qualified either by expehence or 
study or by serving under other qualified 
men and who have carried on the practice 

[Hon . .A. H. Whittinglwrn. 

of optometry for a great number of years
men who were held in high repute not only 
bv their own fellow-tradesmen, but also by 
,;)embers of the medical profession. One 
hon. member interjected that he saw no 
reo,son for the Bill. He must admit that 
until the Bill was produced in the Council 
he had never heard of any great call for the 
Bill. There had been no public demand for 
the Bill. The Bill, no doubt, had been 
brought in by the Government at the 
repeated Bxhortations of opticians in Bris
bane, and if they were going to have the 
Bill at all-it might be quite debat~able 
whether it was necessary to have any Blll at 
all-if t:hey '"ere going to have any Bill at 
all it was their duty to see that they did not 
injure anybody, particularly. men in the 
countr-c, come of whom were JUst as good as 
the br~t men in the citY. He was not person
ally acquainted ;vi.th ·the meanin~ of the 
various letters opticians got after the1r names, 
or what it meant if they belonged to the 
ancient society of spectacle makers. but it 
conveved to him, at any rate, that they had 
specialised in that subject, and when they 
had done that, particularly when thc'Y had 
carried on that branch of business for a 
groat number of years, and when they knew 
that medical men sent their patients to them 
and that they themselves go to them to get 
their vision tested and glasses supplied, noth
ing should be done to injure t):lem in. t!>eir 
busimcs. They should do nothmg to m]ure 
those people. and. if it were at all necessary 
that any Bill should be passed, then the 
po;ition of those 'vho had followed the pro
fession must not be overlooked. The prac
tice of optometrv was defined as the employ
ment of methods not being by means of 
drugs or medicine or surgery for the 
measurement of the powers of vision and the 
adapbtion of lenses for the aid thereof, and 
the amendment left that exactly where it 
was. Ho was opposed to the amendment, but 
it really meant nothing. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: The 
amendment meant everything to the Bill. 
The Hon. Dr. Marks agreed that the whole 
qu0,tion hinged on it,. and most of the 
othere were consequential. If the words 
" pu tise optometry" were deleted from 
the Bill, the onticians would not be allowed 
h do what the1' "-ere doing a.t present. 
The Gov0rnment · wcro there to do business, 
and if the amendment were carried they 
might as wPII carry everything which was 
n:o'ved and Pnd the thing. Better have no 
Bill at all if tho amendment were carried. 
Hon. memtwrs who were opnosed to him 
on mmt thinus were with him on this. 
Thev had sat t-wo or three daye as a Select 
CommittPe, and decided that the practice 
of optometry should not be co_nfincd to 
oculists. The Bi11 could not pcvJihly makB 
the position in the State any worse than it 
'-.;'as at t,he prr~ent time, .and. in his oninion, 
it woulc1 make it a v,ood deal better, because 
it '•' onlrl do away with a good many per ,ons 
"'ho \Vere practising now. 

IIcm. A. H. PARNELL: He was not 
there to take the part of the medir d pro
f,,ssien or the opticians, because both of 
'hose bodies were quite capable of looking 
aH-~ themselves, What he did want to do 
was to protect the general public, a.nd mem· 
bers would see from Dr. Hoa.re's evidence 
that he was very sympathetic with the 
opticianF,, but nevrwtheless was most em
phatic in his 0bjedinn to any onti 'ia ' t.-<t
ing the eyes of a child of sixteen or under. 
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1f the ""liniste-.· wo.s in any way prepared 
·to accept the Bill vcith the committee's 
reconnnendatio11s ernbodied in it, he would 
·\)·,· oc.ly bo pl<.1sed to snpport him. He 
«:lid not want to wreck the BilL 

Hoor. R. SU.l\E\ER: He had perused the 
evidence taken b}- the committee, not once 
but thrice. and it appeared to him that If 
the Hon. Dr. J\;lf1rks's amendment were car
rie-l, Greeufidd and Co., or other people to 
whom they h .cl been accustomed to go, would 
not be able to test the sight at all. He 
t'wught it better to lecne things as the .. were 
and let the Bill go, in an extensive country 
like Queensland. From the e1·idence. ho fom,d 
that even L1edical men went to opticians to 
have their eves tested. Even the Hon. Dr. 
l'llarlcs, he U1ought. would realiss that if the 
amendment were carriGd it would prevent any 
optician from testing the eyes of any person. 
He hoped the day would come when theY 
would be al1lc to aff urd State-aided medica:I 
men to t0ct the eyes of the children right 
throughout the State, but that time was not 
yet. There was another point in the Bill 
to which he would like to call attention. 
'Th.-,y were practica.!ly endr avouring to 
establish a monopoly for the opticiam. He 
would like to see ROmothing in that Bill, and 
others ·} ~ similar description, whereby they 
could lnmt the charges to the public. An 
optician could charge £3 3s. or £4 4s., 
"-hercas another one would tell you that 
he coul-d do the same thing for 5s. or 7s. 6d., 
and very often the patient found that the 
seven and sixpenny glasses suited him the 
better. In all Bills !ike that, whether they 
dealt with the registration of dentists or 
lawyers or doctors or opticians, they were 
practically enabling a close corporation to 
be formed. without attempting to limit their 
charges. He thought, nevertheleeo. that the 
suppliers of glasses should be registered, and 
he hoped the day would come when they 
"ould be abl0 to go farther in the direction 
of the object of the Hon. Dr. :Marks's amend
ment, and the State would provide medical 
men to look after the ey'-~ of the people. 

HoN. A. A. DA. VEY: He ha cl a great 
regard for the medical views v. hi eh ha·d 
been expressed. but he recogni>ed that the 
men1bers of rny profession v, ere someti1nes 
lir· ble to err on th.-. oide of },eing too parti
cuhr. He had in his mind the people living 
away from the centres of population. and 
he thouifht it would be a great mistake if 
the Co·mcil were to do anvthinO" which 
would deprive them of the service~ of the 
opticians. He suppos,•d that tll<' opticians 
v ere not all rogue>s and va<;abonds. although 
there w~re some in ey.,ry callin<;-excE>pt the 
one wh1ch he hanpcned to be "'"Ocinted 
with himself. HA wo!J!d hav0 thought that 
th0 doctors would have be0n satisfied if the 
veople in the outl0 ing districts had b("cll 
protected fro~'l thn u~e cf dru1Zs or Rnv
thing of that kind. The meas!uement of 
the sight appecWed to him to be a com
paratively •implc matter. Of com--.. 3, he 
m'dcrstood that the ·tq;;gPstion was that the 
opticians '!light J_oe ,misled; that there might 
be some dJBCR.<e m Lhe e~"e. If that were so .. 
he did not knm·: that the measure·nent of 
the eye and the consequent recommenda
tion of a re'tsonably competent optician 
"onld really lead to the injury of the sight 
of the patient. He was t"old th.:t the 
opticians eould and did easily discover dis-

ease in !he eye. TIE' Hon. Dr. -_.larks s<eiJ 
it would be difficult, that they only dis
covered the 1nost ob ious .and serious dis
( ases, but it ,, as ·within the range of pos
sibility that aTdhing like a decent optician 
would, on reroqnj"ing- a ·diseasC', SE'nd his 
patient to an oculiJt.. and. in fact. such an 
optician did. 'Ihey could not haYG every
thing really perfect. but the Bill provided 
for some sort of examination. It re6ted 
with the Committe•· and the medical pro
fc;sion as to whether thev would make that 
c .. xaminaticn real and genuine. He hoped 
members of the medi.cal profession v·ould 
not rrfuse to act upon it, because their ser
vices woul-d be Yery valuable. 

There was no reasonable ground for object
ing to the use of the word "optometry," 
\Yhich simply meant measuring the sight. 
but if the a"'.endment were carried it would 
mean thnt nobodv but the medical man 
would ·b, allowed "to measure sight or pre
scribe gla .-.es. There w0re not sufficient 
oculists in Queensland to do that work. and 
it was better to protect the people so far 
as they eould rather than leave them wholly 
unprotecterl, and the Bill r(•ally afforded a 
measure of protection to the people. He was 

told that the Government had 
[5 p.m .. ] not bc<?n able to obtain an oculist 

in connection with the State 
schools. He did not know whether that 
was true or not ; but. if it -,·as the duty of 
the State to educate the child. it was equally 
the dutv of the State to look after the health 
of that' child. It waq becoming more and 
more recog:1ised as time went on that the 
rnJJsl Yaluable asset a State had was its 
childnn. and he hoped the Government 
Y r>uld lo>'> no time in appointing a reason
able number of oculists to visit the schools 
throughout the State with a view to attend
ing to the eyes of the children and to 
diminatinl' diseases of the eye. which were 
very prevalent in the \Vest. On the whole, 
he thought they would do well if they 
nevativcd the amendment, regarding the Bill 
as being at least a step in the right direction. 

Ho'!. R W. H. FOWLES regarded the Bill 
as a praiseworthy and bona fide attempt on 
the part of reputable opticians to weed their 
ranks of quacks and to lift their present 
nnccr'11in occupation to the' stotus of a regu
btrd and rccognicccl pr0fc,·,ion. The sur
n :ors did that voar< ago; the chemists had 
do.ne it; the doctors themselves had done it; 
the accounta.nts had done it; and he thought 
the time had come for the opticians to do it. 
They placed groat "-eight upon the medical 
cminion of the Hon. Dr. Taylor and the 
Hon. Dr. Marlu, nnd he felt sure that, like 
true bport"lnon, when the Bill pa·, :od, those 
hon. ::1e'11bers "ould help to make it tt 
thoroughly workable moasuP. It w.ts well 
pointed out that it could not do any harm, 
and that it v·ould controL and porh<ips 
romoY•', the evils that flourished at 
m· . ent unregulated in their lll;dst. He 
hc;lrl in his hand a copy of the Opti
ciau Bill th<lt had been passed in Georgia, 
the thirty-eighth State in the American 
Union to pnss such a monsuro. It \vas 
>'id that before it bee~ me law the medical 
men of the Shte were induced to withdraw 
their oppo>ition o,nd even to lend their active 
eupport to the measnre. The only speech 
made in the House in favour of the Bill was 
made by a physician. and the Bill w~s _recom
mended unanimously by three physJCians to 

Hon. E. W. H . .Powles.] 
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the Senate Committee. That Bill was pra.c
tically a replica of the Bill now before the 
Committee. He supported the Bill for the 
reasons given by previous speakers, and also 
for the reasons that, while anybody in Bris
loano could consult an oculist, it was quite 
impossible for the 670,000 people throughout 
Queensland to consult the eight or twelve 
distinguished oculists in the State, four of 
whom resided in Brisbane. He did not know 
how many quacks there were in the pro
fession at the present time, but the Bill 

·would undoubtedly weed out those quacks. 
The Select Committee went very carefully 
into the evidence, and they should pay con
siderable respect to the decision come to by 
the committee. He agreed with all the 
amendments suggested by them except one, 
and there were two others to which he would 
invite the att.· ntion of hon. memhE'rs. If that 
were done, he believe-d it would remove a 
good deal of the opposition felt and ex
pressed by the me-dical profession. He be
lieved the Hon. Dr. Marks would accept one 
suggestion, and that was that, if any optician 
pr"cribE'd glasses for a client whom he knew 
to be suffering from any organic disease 
producing defective eyesight, ho should be 
sul.ject to a pcnulty. 

Hon. A. G. C. fL-IWTHOR:<i: How are you 
going to prove knowledge? 

HoN. E. W. H. FOWLES: It would be a 
ealutaQ' warning to hundreds of quacks if 
one werP convicted of such an offence and. 
sentenced to i!nprisonment for six months. 

Hon. A. A. DAVEY: The doctors say that 
opticianJ are not able to detect di-caec. 

IIox. E. \Y. H. FOWLES: The evidence 
of the doctors before the Select Committee 
was that first-class opticians ,;'ould know 
1.vhen a c1ient ,,_-as suffC'ring fro1n an organic 
disease which caused defective eyesight. 

Hon. C. F. MARKS: They have no means of 
knowin<:"; thcv arc not educated to know 
disease any m'are than you are. 

Ho:<!. E. W. H. FOWLES: Perhaps that 
difficulty could be overcome by prescribing "' 
slightly higher standard of examination, and 
requiring- opticians to haye "' more thorough 
knowledge of the eye a.nd some acquaint
ance with the main organic diseases which 
led to defective eyesight. He had every con
fidence that, if the Bill went through, the 
medical profession would lend their invalu
able aid to making the examinations a. first
rate test, lifting up the standard of opticians 
so that the quack would be weeded out, and 
the distinguished members of the profession 
would be stimulated to even great<:>r research 
in theii· own science, thus bringing up the 
average optician to a very much higher 
standard. The Hon. Dr. :Marks confessed 
that the amendment would wreck the Bill, so 
that there was no need to discuss it. 

Hon. C. F. MARKS: I did not confess that 
at all. 

HoN. E. vV. H. FOWLES: I understood 
so. Well it would wreck the main purpose 
of the Bill, <tnd would prevent opticians of 
great repute from testing eyesight. 

Hon. C. F. MARKS: There would be no
thing to prevent them going on as they are 
d.o~ng now, but it would prevent them pra.c
tismg optometry. 

[Hon. E. W. H. Fowles. 

Question-That the words p·oposed to be 
omitted (Dr. J:l!lrks's am.endm.ent) stand part 
of the clausr·-put; and the Committee 
divided:-

Hon. 
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Resolved in the affirmative. 

HoN. T. J. O'SHEA rnov.,d th.• omission, 
on lines 14 to 16, page 2, of the words-

,, 'Ophthalmi;' surgeon '-:--A. IT!~dical 
praf'titioner who conflnf's lus pr<1c:-wc ~s 
such to ophthalmology and ophthalmic 
surp-ery.'' 

He understood that the mc·--lical profession 
had unanimouslv decided th<tt they would 
not ncrmit one Lof their tncmbers to go on 
the board, and it would be a mist 1ke. to 
frame the Bill in 'uch a way that a str_Ike 
\vould prevent it from becmning op-.::·ahYe. 
The\· had the uss Irance of the Hon. Dr. 
Marks that no medical man in Brisbane 
would accept a seat on that board 

Hon. W. STEPHENS: He did not say that. 

HoN. 'I' . .J. O'SHEA: If the medical pro
fession were prepared to send a representa
tive to that board, he was qmtc prepared to 
accept the position, as it would prob_ably be 
an improycrnent. ·The same pracbce \Vas 
adopted in :·cgard to the Dental Ac• some 
time <J."O and he had made very carcfu] 
inquiry ~i~ con;JCction with. it. and _was t;?ld 
that the dl'lltJ,t, were still workmg "1th 
1·1c,!ica 1 assistance. but careful. thoughtful 
~en who \'·ere not at all hiaeeecl h~~ to!d 
him that if it .,,.'cro not for the provisiOn. m 
the Ad they would not require a medical 
man on that hoard, as they could 11et 

1 
<tlong 

verY well without one. The medica, men 
V..'C'l~-e ~acrificing tben1selvrs to so1no extent 
hv going on a hoard in ,vhich they \Yore not 
verv much intece,tcd. H the Hon. Dr. Marks 
told him that the medical men were prepared 
to take a seat on the board, he would with
draw his amendment. He was told that 
there were onlv six men in Brisbane who 
would be qualihed to sit on the bo:ud, a'!d 
he did not feel disposed to place himself. m 
tho hands of six men who c_ould d<;mde 
whether the Bill should become moperative. 

HoN. C. F. MARKS: As he had intimated 
to the Minister, having failed <.m. the te~t 
question which, alt~ough the Mm1ster said 
it was not verv per;hnent, was very necessary 
becausf· of what was to follow, he ;voul_d n'?t 
move the other amcn_dments standmg m ~IS 
name. He had no desire to wreck the Bill. 
As the Minister would remember, he ~ad 
told him that there were many good pomts 
in the Bill. If his amendment had. been 
accepted there would have been nothmg to 
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prevent ~he optici.ms from going on as they 
were domg now, but what the Bill would 
do was to say that those men were com
petent to diagnose disPase, which thev were 
not. If they were educated up to it, well 
and good, but the objection of the profession 
w~s that those men were being entrusted 
w1th the health of the eyes of the r•ublic. 
wl11ch they wer,, not competent to deal \Yith. 
As to the question put by the Hon Mr 
O'Shee jnst now, he had received a lct.ter a~ 
follows:--

" Dear Dr. M~rks,-May I say you 
would n?t be gmng too far if you told 
the _members of t~c Council that. the pro
f<:>sswn would obJect to any of 1ts mem
lwrs sitting· on the opticians' board. 
The Federal Council has said so, the 
Que,msland branch of the British Medical 
Ass?ciation has said so. and the 011tical 
Socwty of ~cw South Wales has said so 
also.'' 

He thought that endorsed what he had said
that m• dical mpn would not sit on the board. 
What could on<e single medical man do on a 
board compo,ed of six? 

Th": SECRI:TARY JIOR MD!ES : The board of 
examiners will consist of two only. 

~cioN. C. F. MARKS: That was not the 
~omt. The b~ard could <tppoint whom thev 
hk_ed as exammers. but it was a question o'f 
bemg a member of the hoard that controlled 
the propooed society. 

The SECRETAHY FOR MI~ES: The 
Hon. Dr. Marks had hardlv stated the case 
correctly when he oaid that his amendment 
wot~ld not ~ave interfered with opticians 
t0ytmg eyesight or practising optometn·. 
What he (Secretary for Mines) undcrstoo'd 
was that had thDy carriPd thL amendment 
s':'gge,ted, by the Ho':'· Dr. Marks, the opti
Cians couJ_d not practise optometry, and that 
the practice of optometrv would have been 
confined to oculists, who' were very few in 
mPn hers in this State. 

HoR C. F. M.iRJ<S: There is nothing in 
the Bill to prevent them practising. 

. T~e _SECRETAHY FOR MI~ES: Noth
"',~ m 1t at 'the present time. The Hon. Mr. 
0 ;::;hea had moved the deletion of the whole 
of the d0finition of "ophthalmic surgeon." 
He (Secretary for Mines) had three amend
ments to move-one in clause 4. one in clause 
5, and one in clause 9. After the word 
" require " he propowd to in'ert the words-

" provided that if no ophthalmic surrreon 
can b_e found 1vho is \Villing to act a~ an 
exam_mcr, the Governor in Cmmcil may 
appomt as the two examiners above
mentioned two per,,ons <:lcemed hv him 
to be competent optician'·" · 

That would provide. in the case of a strike 
in th_e medical profession, for a hoard of 
?Xammers. of two competent opticians. and 
m t!tcse hn;cs they had to protect themselves 
agamst s~l'lkc''· If they could not get an 
ophthalmic surgeon to s;t on the board the 
Bill would become inoperative unlc·s 'thev 
inPPrted the amendments he had suggested. 
He "ould much rather that an ophthalmic 
surgeon did take a scat on the hoard of 
examiners, as it would be of advantage to 
the yeoplc, and he hoped the medic d pro
fe:o'>wn, been u •e they did not get their way 
w1th one clause of the Bill. would not stand 
right out altogether. He hoped they would 
assist in making the Bill of some use to the 
people of the State. 

HoN. T. J. O'SHEA: He had no desire to 
press anv amendment that he thought would 
be injm:ious to the Bill. He approved of 
the Bill and desired it to become law in some 
form that would make it of benefit to the 
public, but he would like it to be free from 
the eccentricities of mechanical breakdowns, 
and he was afraid it would not he if they 
had to depend on the medical profession for 
its effective working. He did not believe in 
forcing on to the hoard any man following· 
that particular calling, and there were so 
few of them in Brisbane. The number had 
been variously estimated, hut in Brisbane 
it3elf which was the largest centre in the 
Statd, some people said th~re we~e four, ami 
others said there were s1x. S1x was the 
maximum and it might be found that there 
were onlv' four men who could fill the defi
nition in' the Bill. What was the use of the· 
proviso? 'fhe Hon. Dr .. Marks told him .t~at 
it was useless, and he sa1d the same provisiOn 
in the Dental Act was cumbersome and 
useless. 

Hon. C. F. MARKS : What is the use of 
quoting me? 

HoN. T .. J. O'SHEA: They had to quote 
Scripture sometimes. He thought the Hon. 
Dr Marks was verv often correct, and if hw 
(1\I.r. O'Shea) differ','d from the hon. gentle-

man on one point, that did not 
[5.30 p.m.] sa:. that he shou.ld npt quote 

him on another pomt. It would 
be better to let the Bill go through in such· 
a form that there would he no difficulty in 
administering it when it became law. The 
medical profession did not want it; it would' 
probably only mean friction. 

HoN. A. H. PAHNELL hoped that the 
l<?ader of the Government would stand by the 
clause. Later, if the medical profession 
declined to take a se:•.t, the Government could· 
provide a remedy hv appointing two opticians 
to the hoard of examiners. When it actually 
came to the point, he believed there would 
be found a medical man who would sit on 
the board and help to make the Act a he~ter 
Act in the interests of the general public. 

The SECHETARY FOR MINES: He was· 
sorrv the Hon. :Mr. O'Shea was pressing his 
ame'lldment, because there was no doubt that 
the consensus of opinion wa_s that it . ~ould 
he beneficial to have a med1cal practitiOner 
on the hoard, not neccs£arily an ophthalmic 
surgeon. He believ<:>d there was only one 
person practising in Brisbane who . could' 
really designate himself an ophthalmic sur
geon, whereas there were many medical 
men practising ophth::lmology and ot_her 
hranche' of medical sCience. If a medical 
man would not sit, then they would make 
provision for two opticians. Surely the Hon. 
Mr. O'Shea did not \vant to exclude the 
medical profession. They ought not to· 
assume that the medical profession would 
stand out, but they gave them an alternative. 
If they did, the Government would provide 
for the position. Because they had carried' 
an amendment in clause 2, it did not mean 
that they had no regard for the medical 
practitioner in the Bill at all. He wanted 
to get the benefit of his knmYledge. 

HoN. W. STEPHENS : So far as he under
stood it as a layman, he did not care whether· 
a doctor was on the hoard of four or not. 
He wanted a medical man to he one of 
the two who would set the examination 
papers. It did not matter who was on the 
board so long as they had ordinary, de.cent, 
intelligent fellows; the hoard of exammerll-

Han. W. Stephens.] 
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was the important body. Doctors told them 
·that a medical man would not sit: but he 
would _like to know what happened in 
Tasmama. 

Hon. C. F. MARKS: That is the only in
stance, and he will probably be off it now. 

HoN. T. J. O'SHEA: He had referred to 
the Hon. Dr. M"rks, and he was told that 
·there was only one ophthalmic surgeon in 
Queensland who could fill the definition in 
the Bill. vVhy confine themselves to one man? 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES : The BilJ pro
vides for a medical practitioner. 

HoN. A. G. C. HAWTHORN: The Hon. 
Mr. O'Shea would be unwise to press his 
amendment. They ought to leave the field 
.as wide as poSBible, and if thev conld not 
get an ophthalmic surgeon thev ·wanted the 
next best thing-that was a man who was 
practising, amongst othe~ things, ophthal
mology. He did not take it as absolutelv 
final that medical men would not go on the· 
board in the future. He was sure hon. 
members would be only too glad to give them 
t~':' opportunity to withdraw their oppo
sition. They would certain! v feel more con
-fident if they made up thei; minds to go on 
the board ; but if they did not, thev would 
hav_e to make some provision by which the 
busmess ~f the board could be carried on. 

HoN. A. DUNN: H seemed to him that 
the definition required amendment. It was 
desirable that provision should be made for 
a medical practitioner to take a place on 
the board, and the definition should read 
':ophthalmic surgeon or medical practi: 
iaoner." Then the other two lines following 
would be deleted-

" who confines his practice as such to 
ophthalmology and ophthalmic surgery." 

HoN. C. F. MARKS: He would like the 
'Minister to explain why he desired to have 
a medical man on the board. The commit
tee had_ ~ecided that it was not a question 
of medicme at all; that opticians were to 
be allo" ed to practise and deal "ith disea,,e. 
So where was the cc cas ion for doctors on 
the board? 

The SECRETARY FOR ::mKES: 0£ 
course, he did not agree that the com
mit:·c? had dcpdcd that the opticians should 
practise mcchcme. According to the cd
dence before the Select Cocnmittee. there 
were very fe"· caees-they had heard of none 
-where reputable opticians who had de
tected dieease, of the body that affected the 
vision had not sent the patient along to a 
medical rnan. 

Hon. C. F .. ='>:ARKS: They are not capable 
·of dctcctmg It. 

The SECRETARY FOF ::\fiNES: All the 
evidence was just the opposite-that they 
could detect a diseased eve. The business 
-of !ln optician was built up largely on repu
tatwn. 

Hon. C. F. :\LARKS: I admit that-very 
lu.r:;ely. 

The SECRE?'ARY FOR ::\liNES: People 
':ho ha·d pr_acti;cd f~r yec.rs 9ould not pos
stbly exut ~f Lwy did n~t give some mea
sure of satisfactiOn to the gene·1l public. 
He thought that the Hon. Mr. Dunn had 
not qqite grasped_ the qw·stiou. He (l\lr. 
~ on?s) was. standmg for the medical pro
E.esswn havmg a scat on the board of exam-

[l.fan. W. Stephens. 

iners. The hon. member would find that 
" lVI0elical pructitioner" was also defined in 
the definition clause. The suggestion of the 
Select Committee y, as that in clause 9 t,he 
words "medical practitioner" should be 
-deleted and the words "ophthalmic mr
geon" inserted. It was for members to 
sav whether that wa'; acceptable or not. 
Tliey could not possibly get an ophthalmic 
'tll'O:Pnn ful:6lline: the definition, and he bold 
that they should make provision for a medi
cal practitioner. The hon. Mr. Hawthorn 
put t.he c::tsc in a verv few words-get an 
ophthalmic surgeon i( practicable, failing 
him a medical practitioner, and failing him 
a qu difiecl optician. They were providing 
for that by the amc>ndment. 

HoN. E. \Y. II. FOWLES suggested that 
thC> shortest and the most satisfactory way 
out of the tangle \Yould be to omit the 
ddlnition of "ophthalmic surgeon" alto
geHlel· in the clause th.ey were dE'aling with, 
and then. in iine 49 of page 2, in clau'·e 5, 
sub,titnte the words " mf'dical practitioner " 
for "ophthalmic surgeon." Thus they '' ould 
lcaye it to the Governor in Council to 
appoint somebody who knew something 
about the E'ye. 

The SECRETARY roR :\liNES: Well, move 
that. 

HoN. T. J. O'SHEA: He would accept 
the suggestion. 

Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 2, as amended, put and passed. 

Clause 3-" A.ct not to apply to medical 
practitioners "-put and passed. 

On clause 4-" Constitution of board"

HoN. T. J. O'SHEA: From a practical 
point of view, he had found that four was 
a most awkward number to have on a board. 
One woul·d be chairman, and on every ques· 
tion they were liable to have a division. 
Sometime- th' y would have two membe~s 
en ono side and two on the other, and If 
the chairman had a casting vote, he and 
one <Jthcr member would be conducting the 
whole of the businees of the boal'd all the 
vear round. It was proposed, later on, to 
pr.,vido thct, in the event of there being 
an even number on the board, in the absence 
of one or more members, the chairman would 
then have a casting vote, which was only 
right. The Bill was drawn on the basis. of 
having fo.,r members on the board, whwh 
was a most awkward number. It should 
eith( r consist c£ three or five n1en1bers, and 
he thou :ht five would be the most serviee
ah:c nur;1hor. If thov were .all present, the 
chairman would not be called upon to 
o·Ivo a casting vote. If there were only four 
~n1 ,ellt, he woul,d have to give a ca::sting 
voc, but that would be a yer:v rare occur
renc~. He m;,Yed the omission. on line 32, 
of the \ ord " four." with a view to insert
ing the "\\Ord ''five'.' 

The SECRET \RY FOR MI~ES: Pro
Yision w'B made for the board to consist of 
four n1en1bers-an even number, it \vas true 
-but in another clause it was pi·ovided that, 
before ,.nv mo+ion could be carried, there 
nmst be three members in favour of it. 

Hon. T. J. O'SHEA: ·where is that clause? 

The ~OEURl~T AR Y FOR iYII:i'\Ei'\ : He 
had been looking for it, but could uot find 
it at the moment. 
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HoN. T. J. O'SHEA: Schedule I. pro
' Hies tit'lt no b:1sinc ·.J shall be tran,.acted 
unle,, at least th·, c-P 1nernbers are present 
,Yhon bn ,lnc·,s is trann1cted, and-

" The chairrnan, or in his .absence the 
chairman for the d •.. y, shall have a vote. 
and when there i an equal division of 
votes upvn a<ty question, it shall pass in 
the npo-ativc.'' 

The SEURET.\RY l<'OR :Yli:\'ES: That 
was only rit-ht. They n1ust hftve a 1najority. 
However, it wae not a very vital point. 

HoN. T. J. VSHK\: If the Bill wore to 
become law as drafted, an adroit draftsman 
could frame any question in such a way 
that i~ w ,u.]d h carried in the 1vav he 
wishecl. Why should they not adopt' the 
procc Jure that had been followed for a 
century in connection vvith big business con~ 
cerns? .\!! that a member of the board 
would have to do to carry his motion would 
b•: to frame a n•:gative proposition. \Yith 
a boar·cl oi five, the chairman would have a 
ca.stinp; vote: but-. with a board of four, i£ 
the chairman h · d a casting vote, he and 
ono c-mfrerc covld rule the board all the 
year round, which wa5 a bad principle. 

The SECRET.\RY FOR 2\,IINES: You want the 
chairman to have twq votes? 

HoN. 'I'. J. O'SHEA: Ho v-ould onh· 
exercise his casting Yote in ~he event of al1 
equal division. A board of five was much 
more workable than a board of four. It 
was not a matter that in any way affected 
th~ principle of the Bill, but it would bo 
conducive to hannon:• and good feeling. 
It v. as not right to he poking the chairman 
forward cverv twenty minutes to decide this 
or that question. 

.\mendment agreed to. 

Hox. T .• J. O'SHEA moved the omi,ston, 
on lino 37. of the word "three" with a view 
to inserting the word "four.',' The amend
':nent was comequential )lpon the amendment 
Just made. 

Amendment agreed to. 

HoN. T. J. O'SHEA moved the omission 
on line 38, of the words " ophthalmic sur~ 
geon,'' with a vie\v to insl)rtinrr the words 
'• Inedi('a1 practitioner." 

0 

Amendment agreed to. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES moved 
the insertion of the following words to 
follow 'ubcla use (2} :-

" Providf rl that, if no suitable medi
cal practitioner is willing to act as a 
member of the board the Governor in 
Council may appoint 'as the fifth mcm
l.?r of the board a person deemed by 
h1rn to be a competent optician." 

In the event of a mitable medical man 
n?t being a,·ai;able the amendment pro
vrdrd that two competent opticians would 
constitute the board of examiners. 

Amendment agreed to. 

Ho~. 'I' .• J. OSHE,\ moved the omi~sion, 
on line' 42 and 43, of the words " and 
appointed." As Hw Bill was draft-·,d ori.rin
ally it was int~ended that the Go,-ernot i1, 
Council should always appoint one memb,,r 
of th,, board, but that idea had been 
dropped. The Bill later on provided for 
the election of the bo;Lrd. and therdnre \h~ 
words " and appointed" v..:erc surplu.•mge. 

Hox. E. W. H. FOWLES: The mE>dical 
practitioner wcu!d ahYays be appointed by 
the Governor in Council. 

Hon. T. J. O'SHEA: Only in the first 
instance. 

Ilo~. E. W. H. l!O\YLES: The GoYernor 
in Connc.il would ap1 oi>e.t the m~dical prae
titiouer in e\·ery case. 

Hon. T. J. O'SHEA: I propose to move· 
the delotwn of li· es 49 and 50 of clause 5. 

HoK. E. W. H. FOWLES: That would 
cut out the medico.l practitioner altogether. 

HoK. T. J. O'SHEA: Only so far as. the 
appointn1.ent waB concerned. :Ho'':'ever, H It 
was desired that iho Governor m Cou':'cd 
at all times should appoint the medtcal 
practitioner t.o the board he did not see 
that there was any serious objection to it, 
but he did not think it was wise. 

Tito SECRETARY FOR }fiNES : I do not think 
the,)' could elect one. 

HoN. T. J. O'SHEA: \Vhy could not the
opticians elect the-ir own medtcal repre
sentative? TheY wore the best Judges on the· 
1natter. Clause~ 5 read. as follows:-

" On or before the thirty-first day of 
Januarv one thousand nine hundred ·and' 
twenty-C/ne.'' 

Aftm· that the board would be elected, and 
'Yhat was th(~ ncH:c.;sity for bringing -!:he 
Governor in Council into it then? 

The SECRETARY FOil MINES: If you agr8e 
to the awendment the board will be elected 
right. from the start. 

Hox. T. J. O'SHEA: No. Under clause 
4 '' the first board" shall consist of five per
s~ns, one of whma shall be chairman of 
the board and the members of the board 
shall as soon as is practicable after the com
rnen;ement of this Act, be appointed by the 
Governor in Council." But after 1921 the
board would be elcctPd, and that was why 
the words " and appointed" should be takea 
out. 

'Ihe SECRETARY FOR MINES: Under the Bill 
the medical man is appointed. 

HoN. 'I'. J. O'SHEA: Only in the first 
instance, and after 1921 the opticians should 
elect their medical representative. The men 
"··orking for the pro:cssiol)- would be bett~r 
satisfied if they had the rtght to elect then· 
medical representatn·c, who was to be chair
man of the boal'd. There would be no back
door bnsine':S a~out h. The 1ncn who wcru 
interested in the eLeetive "·orking of the 
Bill ought to have the right to elect the 
medical repres•lOltative on that board. 

HoN. P. l\f'CRPHY: It was not only the 
opticians who had to be considered, as there 
wore other int8rest.s as well. The Hon. 1\lr. 
O'Shea had put the case fairly for the 
optiriam, but there was a third party to be 
considered; tha.t was the public. If the 
nH cliral repr<'sentative was appointed by the 
Govemor in Conn,il that mfdical man would, 
be more likely to have the interests of !.tte 
public at heart than a medical man ele•:tod· 
bv the optician~. 

, Hon. C. F. l'vlARKS : Don't you worry 
about the public, yon have done them in. 

Ho:-1. P. :WlCRPHY: The opticians would 
elect a l.l.lan Hgrecable to themsolYes, where~ 
a·' if tht' Gov<:emo•· in Council appointed the 
medical r0presemative thPy v, ould a>_1point 
a man whom they considered would have 
the interests of the public at heart. 

Hon. P. ;Murphy.] 
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'l'he SECRETARY FOR :YII:\E:S: He 
would prefer the clause left as it was. As 
pointed out by tl1e Hon. Dr. :'.larks, they 
might have son1c diffirultoo;~ in getting a 
medical m3-n to sit on the board at all. He 
Rdmittecl that it was more democratic to 

·elect a man to the position, but in that 
case it was not altogether a matter of 
clen1ocracy. 

Hon. P. J. LEAHY: It is a matter of 
efliciency. 

The SECRETARY FOR :YII~ES: If they 
-could get a medical practitioner to sit on 
the board who would also be on th,, board 

oQf examinBr•·, the Bill would be more perfect. 

HoN. C. F. MARKS: The clause was con
trary to the principl<-s of the Government; 
they object·rd to nominees and must have 
persons elected. 

Amendment put and negatived. 
Clause, as amended, put and passed. 

[7.30 p.m.] 

On clause 5-" Constitution of subsequent 
boards." 

Ho:s-. T. J. O'SHEA moved a consequential 
anwndment on line 47, page 2, providing 
that four certified opticians should be elected 
by certified opticians, instead of three. 

Amendment agreed to. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES moved 
the omission of the words, in line 49. page 2, 
"ophthalmic surgeon " with a view to insert-. 
ing "medical practitioner." 

Amendment agreed to. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES moved 
the insertion of the following words after 
line 50, page 2 :-

" Proyid~d that if no suitable medical 
practitioner i' willing to act as a member 
of the bo"nd, then, in lieu of the four 
certified opticians mentioned in subsection 
1 (i.} hereof. fivo certified opticians shall 
be elected memb€rs by certified opticians." 

Amendment agreed to. 

Clause, as amended, put and paowd. 

On clause 6-" Fillin{! vacancy in first 
board"-

Ho". E. W. H. FOWLES moved the inser
tion of the word " competent" after the 
word "some" in line 34, page 3. That would 
bring it into harmony with line 38 of clause 4. 

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

Clauses 7 and 8 put and passed. 

On clause 9-" Qualifications for reuistra-
tion"-

HoN. T. J. O'SHEA: The clause, as 
drafted, made provisien for the registration 
of persons who, during the full period of 
three vears next before the commencement of 
the A~t had been bona fide engaged in the 
practice' of optomt try in the State and who 
passed the examination. He thought it 
would oo better to recognise as competent 
men who had been practising for five years 
and upwards and to register them without 
examination, but that men who had been 
practising for three years but less than five 
Years should be registered only on examina
tion. That was in conformity with what was 
done in other professions, and he thought it 
would be wise in this case. He, therefore, 

[Hon. A. J. Jones. 

moved the omission of the word " three " in 
line 50, page 3, with a view to inserting 
"five." He would follow that amendment 
with a furth<•r amendment with a view to 
inserting in line 53 the words-

" or (ii.} \Vho. during a lesser period 
than five vears next before the com
mencement "of this Act, has been bona fide 
engaged in the practice of optometry in 
this State." 

The clause would then read-

" Subject to this Act, any person of or 
over the age of twenty-one years shall 
bP ('lltitled to be registered and receive 
a certificate as a certified optician under 
this Act-

(i.} Who, during the full period of 
three years next before the commence
ment of this Act, has been bona fide 
engaged in the practice of optometry in 
this State; or 

(ii.} Who, during a lesser period than 
five years next before the commence
ment of this Act, has been bona fide 
engaged in the practice of optometry 
in this Stat•o, and who passes to the 
satisfaction of two examiners to be 
appointed by the Governor in Council 
-one of whom shall be a medical prac
titioner, and the other a person deemed 
by the Governor in Council to be a 
competent optician-an elementary ex
amination--" 

Ho". A. H. P ARNELL : He did not see 
any force in the hon. member's argument. 
If a man had been practising five years he 
ought to be in a better position to undergo 
examination than a man who had been prac
tising three years. He did not see any reason 
why a man who had been practising five 
years should escape examination an? a man 
who had been practising three years should 
have to pass an examination. They should 
make the examination as st:ff as they could, 
and only give the right to practise to men 
who were thoroughly qualified. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: At that 
stac;e it would probably be just as well to 
take into consideration the suggestion of the 
Select CommitteA. v.-ho, on their proposed 
amendment in this clause, were unanimous. 
The,- mggested that after the word "opto
metry" the words "in the Commonwealth of 
Aust;·alia, including a p'riod of twelve 
months " should be inserted. The clause 
would then read-

" Subject to this Act, any person of 
or over the age of twenty-one yt ars shall 
be entitled to be registered and recei,-e 
" {'ertificate as a certified opt;cian under 
this Act-

(i.} Who. during the period of three 
',·ea,rs next before the commencomE"nt of 
this Act, has been bona fide engaged 
in the practice of optometry in the 
Commonwealth of Australia, including 
a period of twelve months in this 
State--" 

He did not see whv thev should raise the 
narrow lines between" the States. There might 
he competent men practising in Sydney, and 
if they practi··cd in Queeneland for twelve 
months they would be qualified. 

Hon. T. J. O'SHEA: The Bill will prevent 
them practising. 
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The SECRETARY FOR MI::'ITES: The 
dause dealt with people who were now 
practising optometry. They could either 
accept the Bill as it was or agree to the 
amendment suggested, but they should cer· 
tainly at that stage discuss the committee's 
rccornmendation. 

HoN. R. BEDFORD: The effect of the 
amendment would be to create a close cor· 
•poration for existing practitioners for two 
years longer than was proposed by the clause 
in the Bill. Seeing that examination was 
necese<1ry before a man was to be admitted 
to practice. it should be quite as easy for a 
man who had practised for three years to 
p<!ss that examination as for a man who had 
fl ve years' experience. Therefore, he thought 
the clause should stand as it w<ls. 

HoN. T. J. O'SHEA did not wish to alter 
the three vears to five vears 1mless the second 
J.mendment that he foi·eshadowcd was likelv 
to be adopted. If hon. members were of 
opinion that the clause as it stood would be 
better than if it were divided into two sub
.divisions, as he suggested, he would not press 
his views. sePing· that a man who ha-<l b.-en 
in practice for five years might reasonably 
be considered competent. In reply to a 
rema:·k made bv the Hon. Mr. Parnell he 
might say that ·he had been practising his 
nrofession for thirty years. and be thought 
he knew his business, but he would not like 
io be called upon to pass his preliminary 
examination again. He couJ.d not do it. In 
fact. he doubted if there was a judge on thD 
heneh in Queensland to-dav who could pass 
the preliminary examination for solicitors 
offhand. (Laughter.) He had no doubt that 
an interval would be a!lowed between the 
paosing of the Act and the date of the first 
cx·tmination, which would give the old prac
titioners an oppo·tunit"- of bru<hing up their 
elementary knowledge in such a way as to 
pass the examination, which \vould give 
''01110 of them a few rcstle'is nights. He had 
no axe to grin<7. Ho wanted the Bill to be 
as nPar perfection as they could make it, 
and he certainlv thought his two amend· 
ments would irnjJrove the clause. 

HoN. T. M. HALL: By increasing the 
period of scrvi<>e i·o five vears thev would 
mise the standard in the direction aimed at 
bv the Hon. Dr. Taylor. In all matters 
affertin~ the granting of profes·,ional certifi. 
cttes it ·was customary to have some such 
period as five years' sei·vice. A solicitor had 
to serve articles for five years, and to undergo 
very stiff examinations, before he could 
be admitted to practise: and in every insti
tute of accountants in Australia men of five 
years' shnding, provided they wc1·e of good 
reputation, were admitted as foundation 
members. Thereafter, all persons anplying 
for admi~>ion had to nass an Pxamination. 
He thought five year·s was preferahle to 
three. because it would ensure greater effi
ciency. 

HoN. A. H. P A.RNELL objected to a man 
heing allowed to practise, whether after 
three year~ or after five yea-rs' SE'rvice, 
without passing an ex<1mination. It was 
propos0d now that the man who had been 
practising for only three years must pass an 
examination. whereas they were going to 
whitewash the man who had been practising 
for five years, and .allow him to practise 
without <1ny examination. 

HoN. G. S. CURTIS: A &erious injustice 
might he done to a man who had been pra-c· 

tising as an optician for five years o: more 
if he were compelled to pass an examination. 
He might 1 e a thoroughly competent, prac
tical optician, and yet nut be able to pass a 
scver0 theoretiool examination. If he could 
not pass the examination his living would be 
taken from him. The Hon. Mr. O'Shea had 
stakd that he would not be able to pass the 
preliminary examination for solicitors off· 
hand. and wt no one doubted the hon. 
member's ability in his profes3ion. It might 
be the same with an optici<ln who had been 
practising for a number of years. 

Hon. A. A. DAVEY: He might be a bad 
optician all .the sam<>. 

Ho~l. G. S. CURTIS: Probably the diffi. 
rulty might b;' overcome by adding a .P;rovi~o 
thot an optician \Yho had been pract1smg m 
ihe Commonwc<1lth or in the State for not 
less than five vca"' should not be required 
to nnrlergo {111 "exa;nination. 

Hon. T . .T. O'SHEA: I have an amend· 
mcnt to that effect to propose later on. 

HoN. G. S. CURTIS: He thought it was 
a verv reasonable amendment, and ono which 
might prevellt injustice being do'w. to a 
numh0r o£ men who have been l~(trn1ng an 
honec.t living for a number of years past, but 
who might not be able to pass a severe 
examination. 

Ho:«. P. J. LEAHY was in sympathy with 
thl' viev, s expressed by the Minister. particu· 
larlv with reference to the amendment sug· 
gest. d bv the Select Committee that it 
should not be nereseary for the whole period 
to be sNved in Queensland. Now t~a.t they 
had f.'dcrntion and the Federal spint was 
mppv.~d to be abroad, it was . absur·d to 
-rlraw a distinction between the t1me served 
iu nueemlru,d and thr· time served in another 
f\ht<'. It was likdv that a man might have 
prart' ... cl in -:\Tclbourne for a couple of yr·:1rs 
and then for health reasons be compelled to 
come to Queensland, where he might put in 
twch-o mont,hs. \Vhy should he not be per
mitto,•l to qualifv ju,t the ,,ame as the man 
who h 1d spent the whole three· years in t!'i.s 
State~ He admitted that there were legJti
mate rrrounds for a differr:<re d opinion as 
to wh~ther it was more desirable that they 
should permit a man who had ~1een practis
ing for five years to carry on without exam· 
ination. or whether they should compel a 
man who had been practising- for three years 
to undergo examination. To his mind, to 
insist upon an examination coupled with at 
least threr vears' practice would make for 
greater efficiency than five years' practice 
without examination. (Hear, hear!) He 
certainly supporte·d the views expressed by 
the Minister. 

The· SECRETARY FOR ::\1INES rose to 
suggest a compromi,e. He though~ t~ey 
might accept the amendment substitutmg 
"fivo" for "three," as su~gosted by tho 
Hon. 1\1r. O'Shea, so long as in a subsequent 
amendment they pro\'i.ded for the practice 
of optometry in the Commonwe1J~h, mclud
ing- n period of twelve months m Queens
land. 

Hon. 'I'. J. O'SHEA: I have no objection 
to that. 

Hox. W. STEP HENS: Was it proposed 
to <lo awav with the examination altogether 
if .a man had practised for five years? He 
understood that was the Hon. Mr. O'Shea's 
proposition. 

Hon. T. J. O'SHEA: That is so. 

Hon. W. Stephens.] 
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Ho:-;. W. STEPHENS: Well, he strongly 
objected to that; because a man had been a 
f rnud for five years it was no reason why 
he should be allowed to bo a fraud for the 
rest of his life. 

HoN. T. M. HALL: The regulations 
:roverning the profes:.,ion were certain to pro~ 
vi·de that, before a man could be registered 
as an optician, he must have been carrying 
on busines, at a proper address and be pro
vided with proper appliances. It was not 
likely that any man would be registered if 
he had been merely an itinerant peddler of 
spectacles. 

HoN. T . .J. O'SHEA rather resented the 
remarks me1dc by the Hon. Mr. Stephens, 
which might lead one to suppose that he 
(J\Ir. O'Shea) was a supporter of frauds. 

Hen. \Y. STEPHENS: Haven't you often got 
a fraud out of trouble in the courts. (Laugh
ter.) 

Ho;sc. T .. J. O'SHEA: He would undertake 
to get the> hon. member out of trouble, per
haps. (Laughter.) The Bill was not in
tendc·d to protect frauds or to give them any 
imprimatur which would be detrimental to 
the public. He could give the Hon. Mr. 
Stephcns the case of an old man who was 
over sixty years of age who had been prac
tising- optometry for thirty-five years and 
was a highly competent man. 

Hon. \Y. STEPHE!S'S: Arc you an authority 
as to conuwtency? 

HoN. T .. r. O'SHEA: He knew that he 
was co'Tinetcnt from the evidence before him, 
and he had some pretensions to being able 
to di,,cct evidencE'. •It would be a crueltv 
to thot man to insist upon his passing an 
exantinat;on before allowing him to continue 
in pra~-tke. 

Hon. R. BJ:DFOT<D: It would be a greater 
cru~ltv to keep back a capable young man 
who had only three years' experience and 
not five. 

Hox. T .• r. O'SHEA: Who is keeping 
back rt capable young man? 

Hon. R. BEDFORD : Then, you should let 
the clan ·e stand as it is. 

HoN. T . .J. O'RHEA: He was adopting 
the mggestion of the "!\1inister, who had 
given the Bill 'ume study. and he was adopt
; ng- the further suggestion made by the 
Select Committee. The ::tfinistcr had an
nounced that he was prepared to accept the 
position of admitting m''n who had been 
practieing for over five years without 
examination. 

HoN. A. H. P ARC\JELL: He wanted to 
nnderstand from the Minister whether men 
who had been practising for five years had 
to undergo any examination. 

Hon. T. M. HALL: No. 

HoN. A. H. PARNELL: Then, he would 
divide the Committee on the question. 

HoN. E. W. H. FOWLES: The proposi
tion was first, that the man practising for 
five years should be certified as an optician 
without any examination whatever. To him 
that seemed a little dangerou~. Anv man 
who had called himself an optician t'or five 

years and had done ver"" little 
[8 p.m.] practice-it did not say how 

much; it did not say right or 
wrong; it did not say whether he was of 
good repute-was to have the door flung 

[Hon. W. Stephens. 

wide open. Surely opticians themselves 
would be the first to stand up again·ct an 
amf'ndment such as that, ?ecause the public 
would at once say that If that was all a 
man had to do, then the less they had to do 
with the Opticians Bill the better. Further
more, there was another danger in the pro
position. Why should a man who had called 
himself an optician for five years just before 
the passing of the Bill b<' called an optician 
for ever, v;hilc c similar man who from now 
started to call himself an optician, and did 
not do any more work--

Hon. T. M. HALL: You must have a. 
starting point. 

HoN. E. W. H. FOWLES : They ought to· 
start with a high standard. 

Hon. T. M. HALL: With five yc.us' 
experience. 

HoN. E. W. H. FOWLES: Some men who 
had been practising only three years would 
have more experience than other men who 
had been practising five years. It was a very 
dangerous practice to give a man a certifi
cate because for five years he had been call
ing himself an optician. After all, what 
man need be afraid of the 'examination? 
He had only to pass merely an A B C 
examination; not in mathematics, not in 
trigonometry, and not in any other ometry, 
but merely in optics, which he was supposed 
to know something about. He had simply 
to pass an elementary examination in optics 
deemed sufficiently comprehensive to reason
ably safeguard the public against P?Ssible 
injury arising from ignorance or Incom
petence. If a man could not pass such an 
<'Xamination '!,S that h~ ought not to be let 
loose on the public. Then it was proposed 
to have a second door by which people might 
enter, and tile proposition was that anyone 
who had been practising any lesser period 
than five years might come in after passing
an elementary examination. Any man could 
call himself an optician for one day, pass 
an elomentarv exa·mination in optics, and 
then would b~come a certified optician under 
the Bill. He suggested that they should: 
stick to the Bill as agreed to by the Select 
Committee. It would be pretty difficult to 
improve on that Bill. If a man <>ould not 
pass an elementary examination on the very 
thing that he was supposed to kno'·J some
thing about, then he ought not to be let loose 
on the public. 

HoN. I. PEREL: He hoped hon. members 
would not prevent the Committee doing a 
lot of good because of the supposititious 
statements they had hE-ard. Why take away 
the trade of a man who had been making 
his living in the business for five years? 
He thought a man who had had five 0 ears' 
practical experience at optical work had 
gained sufficient experience to pass any ordi
nan· examination that might be put to him. 
If the amendn1Pnt were agreed to they would 
be no worse off 'than they were now. 

Hon. A. G. C. HAWTHORN: They will have 
a Government certificate. 

HoN. I. PEREL: He wanted to protect 
the rights of elderly men who had been 
engaged in the business of opticians. He 
did not want to see their living taken from 
them. A practical man would understand 
his work just as much as the man who passed 
a theoretical examination. He for one would 
rather trust himseif to an old practitioner 
than to a new one. The amendment was 
a very good one, and the Committee might 
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just M well let it go. He die! not know that 
there was any absolute necessity for the 
Bill, but it was there and they had to do the 
best they could in connection with it. As 
the Hon. Mr. Murphy had remarked. there 
were other people interested in the Bill who 
had not been considered. Ho thought the 
opticians had been very well looked after. 
As for the medical men, he did not think 
thev had been too well looked after, and as 
for· the general public, he did not think they 
had received very much consideration at all. 
They had been listening to a long debate on 
the matter, which might be a very impor· 
tant one; but he thought it would be just as 
well if the Chairman introduced the Taylor 
sys~em into the Council and speeded it up 
a b1t. There had been a good deal of I.W.W. 
busine~s that afternoon. 

HoN. G. S. CURTIS: It seemed to him 
absurd to ask a man who had been ten or 
fifteen years in the business now to pass an 
examination. There might be something in 
the argument of the Hon. Mr. Fowles that 
the examination was only an elementary one, 
but the Government having allowed men to 
carry on business for five years, it seemed 
absurd now to call upon them to pass an 
examination. 

HoN. R. SUMNER: There should be some 
provision t.o allow the old people in the 
business to continue. If they made the 
examination too stiff it might mean that 
they would push a lot of them out. Under 
the Boiler Inspectors Act they had to make 
provision for people who had been in the 
business for some years, otherwise a number 
of people would have been pushed out of 
their jobs. The same thing applied in regard 
to the Scaffolding and other Acts. It wa·, 
only right and fair that they should make 
some provision for men who had been in 
the business for some time. He was sure 
that there were dozens of men driving 
engines who could not pa."' the preliminary 
examination, and yet they knew all about 
their 'engines. It might be the same in 
regard to men in the opticians' trade, and 
he hoped the Committee would do nothing 
that would push out men who had been a 
lifetime in the business simply because they 
could not pass an examination. 

HoN. A. A. DAVEY: He understood that 
the opticians were anxious that the public 
should be protected agaimt fraud, and while 
he had every sympathy for the old man, he 
was of the opinion that the old man would 
be able to hold his own. It would be a 
positive danger to admit a man without 
examination merely because he had been 
practi:>ing for five years. It might be a 
simple practical examination which would 
be provi·dcd by the exam iner•·. It was 
quite possible that under the amendmenb 
they would be thrnsting on the public some 
people who had been perpetrating a fraud for 
five years. Under the amendment they would 
receive the sanction of Parliament to con· 
tinue their fraud, and it would be far better 
to rely on the good sense of the board of 
examiners to see that the examination was 
simply a practical one, and he did not think 
any old man needed their sympathy in that 
direction. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES : What about 
leaving the Bill as it came from 'the other 
Chamber? 

HoN. P. J. LEAHY: He thought the 
Committee would be committing a crave 
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injustice if they did not permit a man to 
practise, even although he had not spent the 
whole of his time in Queensland. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: 'I'he 
opticians did not suggest to the Government 
or the conunittee, either in evidence or in 
anv other wav, that the amendment moved 
by. the Hon. Mr. O'Shea should be adopted. 
\Vhile the advice and opinions of opticians. 
and medical men were very valuable, members 
were there to bring their common sense to 
bear 011 tlw a.mendments. Perhaps the 
whole t.hing ,could be settled if the Com
mittee deletod the word " State," and in· 
serted the word "Commonwealth." ThPy 
v ould then, of course, have to undergo an 
exnn1ination. 

Hen. T. J. O'SHEA: To shorten matters· 
I am prepared to take the Committee's sug· 
gestion. 

The BECRE'I'ARY FOR MINES: And 
cut out the five years? 

Hon. T. ,T, O'SIIEA: Yes. 
Amendment (J.fr. O'Shea's), by leave,. 

withdrawn. 

HoN. T. J. O'SHEA moved the insertion, 
after the word "optometry," in line 53,. 
page 3, of the words-

" in the Commonwealth of Australia, 
including the period of twelve months." 

Amendment agreed to. 

HoN. T. J. O'SHEA moved the insertion 
of the word ''prac-tical," after the word 
"elementary," in line 3, page 4, That had 
been suggeoted by several hon. members, 

HoN. E. W. H. FOWLES : If they 
a.Jopted the amendment thev were limiting 
the discretion of the examiners. Wonld it 
not be better to make it practical in those 
caR'!B whorEJ the examiners thought it best 
and written where they thought it best or 
writtel? and practical where they thought it 
bc3t, m the ca'e of unsatis[actorv candi
dates ? If thev found a man exceilent in 
theorctwal WOI'k they might give him a 
s~ort examination in practical work, and 
v-1ce versa. 

Ho:'· !"· J, LEAHY: An elementary 
cxammatwn m1ght be a theoretical examina
tlon, nnd for that reason he thought the 
amendment would make for higher effi. 
ciency, and he took it that, after all, that 
i' what they were aiming at. One hon. 
memb~r, a few moments ago, made a 
pathetJC plea for those who wero practising 
but the object that he and most other hon: 
members had in view was to protect the 
public, He thought the amendment would 
protect the public to a larger extent than 
the clauee as it stood. 

'I'he SECRETARY l10R J\liNES: I accept it. 
Amendment agreed to. 

HoN. T. J. O'SHEA rnovod th2 omission 
of the word "optics." in line 4. lJe~re 4 with 
a vie,>' to inserting the word "optom~try" 
Optics was a very broad subject and ti1e 
Bill was an Opticians Bill. and' the onlv 
profc-,sional branch of the work was 
optometry. _'I'hey. would be keeping the 
clanse more m stnct consonance with what 
had preceded it by accepting the amendment. 

Th~ SECRETARY FOR MINES: He 
was oppoeed to the amendment. He thought 
the word "optics" was the correct term. 
Optometry was an art and optics was a 

Hon. A. J. Jones.] 
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scien<'e. The clan"" as it stood was accept
able to the opticians and the medical pro
fession. 

HoN. T. J. O'SHEA asked the Minister 
for a definition of "optics." 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES : The science 
of the eye. (Laughter.) 

Hon. T .• T. O'SHEA: You are getting into 
deep water. 

HoN. :E;. W. H. FOWLES: IJ' they 
divided on the amendment, he would have 
the pleasure of again voting with the .v1inis
ter. He took it that optics was the science 
which was the very foundation of optometry, 
the very thing an optician must know. If 
,they went on whittling a" ay the provisoes 
and safeguards, they would have a race of 
opticians who knew nothing about optics 
.and very little about optometry. Any
body who liked to put up a sign would be 
able to do it with Vf:rv little examination 
.and claim the imprimat'ur of the State. If 
they made it simply optometry, they could 
put a few letters on the wall at six yards 
and ask him whether it was five vards or 
put a couple of the decanters in 'front of 
him, and ask him whether he saw four or 
two. (Laughter.) Optic' included the laws 
of vision, and they might as well try to read 
without an alphabet as practise optometry 
without a knowledge of optics. They might 
as well regard a milkman as one who had 
never seen a cow. 

Amendment agreed to. 

HoN. E'. W. H. FOWLES: I called for a 
division. It will not be accepted by repu
table opticians if it goes through like that. 

Hon. T. J. O'SHEA: I can tell you just 
the opposite. I' 

The CHAIRMAN : I did not hear the 
hon. member call "Divide." 

Hon. E'. W. H. FOWLES: I called for a 
division. 

Hon. T. J. O'SHEA: After it had been 
settled. 

The CHAIRMAN: The consequent ques
tion has been put since then. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES moved 
the insertion of the following words after 
the word "require," on line 12, page 4:-

" Provided that if no suitable medical 
practitioner is willing to act as examiner, 
the Governor in Council may appoint as 
the two examiners above-mentioned two 
per~ons d,~cmed by him to be competent 
optrcrans. 

That was consequent upon a previous amend
ment. 

[8,30 p.m.] 
Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 9, a~ amended, put and passed. 
On clause 10-" Persons selling spectacles 

to be licensed"-

HoN. T. J. O'SHEA moved the omission, 
on linos 35 and 36, of the words " or conduct 
eye-testing " with a view to inserting the 
word " optometry". The amendment would 
make the clause uniform with what had gone 
before. 

Amendment agreed to. 
Clause, as amended, put and passed. 
Clause 11-" Registration not to imply 

medical qualifierztion, dc."-put and pa"-"ed. 

[Hon. A. J. Jones. 

On clause 12-" Rest?·iction on medical or 
surgical practice"-

HoN. E. W. H. FOWLES asked whether 
the Secretary for Mines intended to adopt 
the amendment suggested by the Select 
Committee, prohibiting an optician from 
prc,,cr;bing glasses or testing the eyesight 
of per -.ons under sixteen years of age? 

The SEORET\RY FOR MINES: I W<mt the 
clause to go through as it is. 

HoN. E. W. H. FOWLES: He had an 
amendment to submit which he thought 
would meet w~th the approval of hon. 
members. He moved the insertion, after 
line 14, of the following paragraph:-

"or (e) Not being a medical practi
tioner, prescribes or supplies glasses to 
any person whose defective ey<' ight he 
k~o,, s ?,f bcliPvos to be ·due to organic 
drcease. 

~o harm could be done by the amendment, 
and possibly a lot of good would be done by 
it 

Hon. T. J. O'SHEA: A lot of litigation. 

HoN. E. W. H. FOWLES: \Vel!, that 
would do no harm to his hon. friend. 

Hon. T. J. O'SHEA: I am not looking for 
work. 

HoN. E. W. H. FOWLES: The amendment 
would prevent a number of unscrupulous 
men from supplying or prescribing glasses 
for people who they knew, or believed, 
were suffering from organic disease which 
produced defective eyesight. It is strongly 
supporte.d by Dr. Hoare in the Select Com
mittee's report. 
Ho~. C. F. MARKS: He would like to 

point out, as he had tried to point out the 
other day, that the amendment would be 
rather an iniquitous provision to insert, 
because the men whom: it was proposed to 
authorise by the Bill had no means of 
knowing what disease was. They might be 
able to observe a deformity of the eyef but 
they were not educated to detect disease, and 
it would be unfair to penalise them in the 
event of their making a mistake. 

The SECRETARY FOR MI="'ES said he 
was opposed to the amendment and also to 
the other amendment suggc,ted by the Select 
Committee. When the Bill was introduced 
in the Assembly by the Home Secretary, 
that clause was not in the Bill. H was moved 
by Mr. Macartney, a member of the Opposi
tion, and was accepted by the GoYernm:ent. 
It was a drastic clause, and he did not think 
they should make it, any more drastic. 

HoN. E. W. H. FOWLES: The clause 
meant that, if any optician knew that a client 
was suffering from orr;anic disease-such as 
Bright's disease-which produced defective 
e'·esight. then he should be liable to a 
penalty. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES : vVho is to prove 
that he knows that his client is suffering from 
disease? 

HoN. E. W. H. FOWLES: That was 
pure!~· a matter of proof. The amendment 
only provided that. if he knew, or believed 
his client was suffering from such organic 
disease, it was his dutv to send him to a 
doctor. " 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES : Opticians do 
that now. 

HoN. E. W. H. FOWLES: The main 
objection to the present system was that 



Opticians B ·u. [16 OcTOBER.] Opticians Bill. 1827 

opticians were said to prescribe glasses in 
cttses where customers were suffering from 
some disease. All the qu<:stionable cases that 
had been brought forward were cases where 
it was alleged opticians prescribed glasses 
for defective eyesight, although the trouble 
was due to some organic disease. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: Travelling 
quacks rnigM do that, not opticians. 

Hox. E. W. H. FOWLES: If the Minister 
voted against the amendm·ent, he would be 
taking to his arms the tra veiling quack. 

Ho>r. A. G. C. HA vYTHORK thought the 
remarks of the Hon. Dr. Marks furnished 
'>ne of the best reasons why they should not 
cccept. the amendment. because the hon. 
member caid that opticians were not able 
• o diagnose di·oase. Apart from that, it 
would throw the onus of proof on the prose
cution. and it wouJ.d be verv difficult for 
any prosecutor to prove that an optician 
knew that his client was suffering from some 
organic disease when he prescribed glasses. 
If they a-dopted the clause as it was passed 
by the Assembly they would be going quite 
far enough. He did not think they should 
even adopt the su~gestion prohibiting 
opticians from prescribmg glasses or testing 
the Pve"'ight of persons under sixteen vears 
of ag'C. Tbc clause as it stood went aS far 
as was necc o3ary in protecting the public. 

Amendment put and negatived. 

Hoc;-. P. J. LEAHY moved the insertion, 
on lino 14, of the following paragraph:-

"Or (c) Kot being a medical prac
titioner, proscribes glasses or tests the 
eyesight of persons under sixteen years 
of age whore the services of a medical 
practitioner are available." 

'The amendment was approved by a con
,,iderable majority of the Select Committee. 
The oYi-dence given by the medical witnesses 
W<lS that in cases even up to forty vears of 
age opticians should not be permitte-d to pre
fcribe glasses, but the Select Committee 
thoPght, with all due re,pect to the medical 
mon, that that was taking a rather extreme 
Yiew. It war recognise-d that there was a 
greater ·danger in the nse of children than 
in the case of adults, because in the case of 
an adult the eye was formed, and that there 
'IVJS 1wt so much danger in permitting an 
optirian to prescribe glasses for an adult 
a' there was in the case of a child whose 
-eyr·; were not fully develop&d. For that 
re,,on they thought it would be a hu
Jrcanitarian thing to provi-de that children 
under sixteen years of age should not be 
tn•ntcd by an optician but that they should 
have to go to an oculist. Knowing that that 
was the object. he thought the amendment 
shoul-d receive the support of hon. members. 

Ho:--:. G. S. CURTIS: He presumed that 
hon. members ,-ere actuated bv the desire to 
sene public interc,,ts, but \7h'fm they knew 
that the Select Committee were absolutelv 
nn.mimous on that point and considere-d !t 
of the highest importance, he thought the 
amendment should receive the support of 
hem. members. · 

The SECRETARY FOR ::\HKES: He was 
opposed to the amendment. The hon. Mr. 
Loahy pleaded f'?r the support of hon. mem
bers on humamtarian grounds. He (the 
Secretary for ::\1ines) would also appeal to 
hen. members on similar grounds. If the 
amendment were carried, the people in the 

country, and even in ::\1aryborough an-d Bun
daberg,. and such places where there was 
no oculist practising and no ophthalmic sur
geon, but where there were competent 
opticians, woul-d suffer under a great dis
advantage. In those places the opticians 
'· ould not be allowe,J to test the eves of 
childrrm under the age of sixteen years, and 
many people who could ill afford it would 
han' to send their chil-dren right down to 
Brisbane to ha vc their eyes tested by oculists. 
\Vas that the right thing, on humanitarian 
grounds, to allow little chil-dren a way in the 
W estcrn and Northern parts of Queensland 
to have their eyes dragged out at school 
and in doing their home lessons, whe?I there 
was an optician available who was compe
tent to prescribe glasses and thereby give 
those children relief? 

Hon. G. S. GcRTIS: The medical men say 
the opticians are not competent to do that, 
and it might be better if the chil-dren were 
left alone. 

The SECRETARY FOR l\11::'-<ES : The 
opticians said the contrary, and many other 
people also said the opticians wore compe
tent. He was satisfied that the opticians 
had proved that they were competent to test 
l he e:ccs of children under the age of 'ixteen 
years. They did it everv day and what 
objection could there be?- It ;,as no use 
arguing that the opticians, when they ob
serve-d a disease in the eye, or a disease of 
the body which showed symptoms in the 
eye, did not submit such cases to a me-dical 
man. They always did, whether it was the 
case of a child or of a grown up person. 
He hoped the Committee would not accept 
the amendment. It was one of the vital 
amendments that would destrov the Bill to 
a considerable extent if agreed" to. 

HoN. P. J. LEAHY: The hon. member had 
used several arguments which were unan
swerable, but at the same time they were not 
a complete reply to his remarks regarding 
the amendment. He admitted that in places 
where no oculist was available it mio·ht be 
better that children should go to an optician 
rather than not haYe their eyes tested at alL 
That difficulty could be got over by a slight 
alteration in the amendment to provide that 
in place' vvhere an oculist was available no 
<'hild under the age of sixteen years should 
be treated by an optician. That woul-d get 
ovc,r the whole sunerstructure of the aro-u
ment that the Mini"ster had raised on ft v~ry 
flimsy foundation. He would be quito' will
ing to make the amendment read in this 
\vay-

" not being a n1edical pr-actitioner pre
scribes glasses or tests the eyes of persons 
under the age of sixteen years in places 
where the services of an cculist arc avail
able." 

The SECRETARY FOR ::Ylrc;-ES: That is most 
inconsistent. If tbev do an injury where 
there is an oculist, ·thev will do the same 
injury where there is no oculist. 

Ho>r. P. J. LEAHY: The suggestion he 
harl made met the arguments of the :.VIinister. 
and he hoped the hon. gentlemm1 would 
ac"ept the amendment. The hon. member 
''aid ther•J should be no more objection to 
opticians testing the eyes of children under 
the age of sixteen years than to testing the 
eyes of adults. On" reason was that th,-, eve
sight of children under sixteen years of age 
could not be tested properly without the use 

Hon. P. J~. Leahy.] 
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of ·drugs, and he thought it was the opinion 
of most hon. members that it was a dan
gerous thing to allow opticians to use drugs. 

Hon. A. G. C. HAWTHORN: It is prevented 
in the Bill. 

HoN. P. J. LEAHY: If opticians could 
not test the eyes of children under sixteen 
years of age without the use of drugs. which 
they were not permitted to use under the 
Bill, then they could not do it properly. 

Hox. R. SUM:c\ER: According to the 
report of the Scioct Committee, doctors, like 
others, often di.,agreed. Dr. Hoare stated 
that one reason why an optician should not 
be allowed to examine the eyes of children 
under a certain age was because drugs were 
necessary. On the other hand, Dr. Gibson, 
who ho.•i had a very large experience, stated 
that he never used drug., on children. He 
would emphac,ise the fact that it would be a 
tremendous hardship to the children in the 
West if they were not allowed to "'et advice 
from the most practical man avaifable. He 
saw a letter in. the paper this morning in 
which the writer stated he hoped the 
chil drcn of the \Vest would not be forced to 
come to Brisbane to hav·" their eyes tested. 
ThP Bill was only a step, and he hoped it 
'\ ould go further some day. If they could 
provide competeat oculists to do the ~vork in 
the vV est, then he would support the amend
ment, but at the pr~scnt time he was opposed 
to it. 

HoN. G. S. ClJRTIS: Dr. Hoare, when 
giving evidence. was asked the question 
',·,;heth<>r he would allow an optician to test 
eyl'8 except in the case of children, and he 
replied. " I rhink they should not be allowed 
to touch childcen. That is very important. 
If a child's eyes ar-e badly treated, the whole 
future of that child is affected, and it is the 
next generatiou which ha.o to run this 
country." It might be better for the child 
not to be treated at all than to be treated 
improperly. 

Ho". C. F. ::YIARKS: He would like to 
draw attention c.gain to the Jlilinister's asser
tion with regard to the weight of the opti
<'ians' eYid£'nrr. There were four opticians 
who gave evidence before the Select Com
mitte~. Tvvo of them admitted that they had 
no certificate, at all, and two of them had 
certificatPs from the \Vorshipful Society of 
Spectacle ::Y1akers. That was the only 
diploma the-: had. They clai"1cd, and the 
~1inister cl-aimed, that those certificate>, such 
as thev were, were signed by a leading 
oculist 'of London. That was not the case. 
The gentleman who signed them was Dr. 
John'on, who was now ''ractising in Johan
ne,burg·. He was not a leading ophthalmic 
~urgcon in London by any means. Then, e.s 
against th<1t. the committee had the evidence 
bdore thern of four mPdical men, <1ll of 
whom infonned the committee that the 
optici;:ns were incompetent to examine eyes 
be,-,ause of their inability to recognise dis
ease. One of them. the junior man of the 
lot, a man who had only begun to practise 
ophthalmology in the last year or two, 
admitted that over sixteen years, or perhaps 
over forty years, the opticians mi 15ht do 
little harm, but that they should be ahso
lutelv forbidden to examine the eyes of 
children under the ag<> of sixteen years. In 
.addition to that, the House had the oovan
tage of the utterances of the Hon. Dr. 

[Hon. P. J. Leahy. 

Tay lor, the senior ophthalmologist in Queens
IHnd. and what more evidence 

[9 p.m.J the Committee desired on the 
question as to whether there was 

competency on the part of the opticians he 
could not in1agine. The quhstion was 0nc of 
disease, not a q ucstion o£ optometrv at all. 
Opticians wore not educated in any wa:,' to 
reccgmse dJse<J.se. They never could recog
nise disease until thev had been educated in 
the sa1nc way as rnedical rnen. A child, or 
even <ln adult, might lnso the chance bv not 
going to an oculist who could recognise a 
disease. An opti<eian could accorr:modate 
him with lenses and m<J.ke him see b8iter for 
the time being, but the chance of recovery 
then was small. 

Ho!'O. B. F AHEY: He had refrained 
during the evening from participation 
in the discussion out of respect for his hon. 
friend in the chair, who was a very sound 
c·0ulist of long experience, and his friend 
Dr. Marks, who also was opposed to the Bill. 
He was a member of the Select Committee, 
and perhaps he might be able to charge 
their worthv chairman, the Minister, with 
disloyalty to the members of the committee, 
because he was opposing their views. He 
would not do so, however. because the hon. 
member had been unusually accommodating 
that evening. They had as witnesees before 
the committee opticians who had diplomas 
of a very high order, and some cBlebrated 
medical men, and the conclusion he came to 
1ras that they might as well attempt to mix 
oil with watec as attempt t<> reconcile the 
differences of opinion between them. He 
asked one medical man whether he would 
allow opticians to place certain letters on the 
wall at a certain distance with a view to 
ascertaining whether th-e patient could 
decipher them with one or both eyes, and 
he said, "::'\o." Under those circumstances 
he had decided in favour of the opticians. 
Presumably the Government had the interests 
of the public in view when they brought 
down their Bill, and that was the object 
considered by the Select Committee. They 
must consider that there were recommenda
tions m<1de by the committee that any person 
under sixteen years of age should be com
pelled to consult an oculist. The presump
tion was that up to that age :J\'ature endowed 
growing humanity with strength and vigor 
and healthy constitutions, and consequently, 
if there was anything wrong with the e-:e
si.,.ht of .a youth, the presumption was that 
thero 'val~ son1cthing organically "\Vrong. 
The conclusion the committee came to was 
that an oculist should be consulted. (He:,,r, 
hear !) That was entirely the reason whv 
the committee came to that conclusion. In
convenience might occur, as the Minister had 
suggested, but it was .a great deal better that 
the eye ohould not be interfered with at all if 
an oculist was not available, and he thought 
the Council would do wiselv and act 
humanelv towards those vouths if thev 
carried 'the amendment. He was sorrv h'e 
W<tS opposed to the Minister on the subject, 
who had been more accommodating than 
usual, and he was wearing .a pleasant smile, 
such as he had not known him to wear in 
that Council before. 

An HoNOt:RABLE MEMBER: He has b.1ckers 
now. 

Ho". B. F AHEY: The hon. member or 
his Government did not take the advicf" 
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offered bv hon. members in that House, and 
he thought they did well to realise the neces
sity at last. 

Thn SlWRETARY FOR MIXES: A friend 
of his, an eminent medical man in the State, 
who did not live in Brisbane-he need not 
mention his name-appealed to him and sttid, 
"' vVhatevcr vou do do not allow this clause 
to be inscrt~cl in the Bill." He was referring 
to the amendmont the? were dealing with. 
Ho (~.1r. Jucs) had opposed it in Committee 
and he opposed it now, and he was not 
dislov.,], as had been suggested, to the 
·comn1ittce. Thev were not unanimous on 
~oYer? I amendments. So hon. members would 
see that meclical men differed. vVhy should 
t he•· victimi'e the children of the poor 
people in Brisbane or elsewhere? 

Hon. G. S. CuRTIS: Dr. Hoare is in favour 
of it. 

The SECRET.\RY FOR MINES: Dr. 
::\Tarks had said that Dr. Hoare had been 
practising as an ophthalmic surgeon for only 
twdvc months. He knew that Dr. Hoare was 
verv keen on the <tm<mdment, and it was only 
he 'who had suggPstc·d it. Dr. Jackson did 
Pot suggest it, and he might say that Dr. 
J ackson did not say in his evidence that 
opticians wcrp not competent to test the eye. 
::\or did anybody before the committee 
suggest the amendment but Dr. Hoare. 

Hon. T. J. O'SHEA: He did not say sixteen, 
he said fifteen. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: The 
hon. member who caught the remark thought 
he said sixteen, and moved accordingly. 

Hon. P. J. LEAHY: \Vould you accept 
fiftpen 'I 

The SECRETARY FOR ::YHNES: No. He 
was willing to accept the amendment moved 
by ::\Ir. C\ilacartney in the Assembly. It was 
quite drastic enough. He appealed to the 
good sense of hon membc.rs to make the Bill 
acceptable to the people of Queensland. Why 
bring all the little children awav from the 
Weet, when they had thP wo~d of the 
optician,,-reputable men-that immediately 
they discerned symptoms of disease of the 
ey~ thf'y sent their children away. Medical 
men had to admit that. 

Hon. E. W. H. FowLES: That is not what 
Dr. Hoarc said in question 569. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: Take 
his own case. In 1909 he went to an optician, 
who said to him, "You do not \Vant glasses; 
vou mmt comult an oculist." He did not 
take his advice, unfortunately, and eight 
years afterwards he had to have an operation 
on the eye. 

Hon. P. ,J. LEAHY: Did you not give the 
optician a tc,timonial? (Laughter.) 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: That 
was a story told outside the House. He 
hoped the good sense of the Committee would 
rcfnsc to accept the amendment. 

Hox. P. J. LEAHY: He desired to alter 
his amendment to read-

" not being a medical practitioner pre
scribes glaeses or te~ts the eyesight of 
persons under sixteen years of age where 
the services of a medical practitioner are 
available." 

He recognised the force of the arguments of 

the :Minister in case,. where medical prac
titioners or oculists were not to be had. 
There was a medical practitioner in almost 
every place. He supposed that expert know
ledge was of some use after all. Dr. lYiarks 
and the Chairman ha.d a great deal of expert 
kr~wlcdge, and they had the benefit of 
other expert lmowledgo on the Committee. 
Of course, he kn0w it was a popular fallacy 
that a mm;nbcr of the Assembly knew about 
most things and that members of the Council 
knew about all things. He did not accept 
that vimv. He thought all they could sa.y 
~bout themselves was that they were a little 
bit less io:norant than they were in another 
place. (Laughter.) He did net profess to 
know everything himself, and he went for 
information to others. He had not the 
sligbte::t doubt that the J'>linister and himself 
had the same idea. but he was doing some
thing that, in his judgment, would be good 
for the children, and the Minister was 
wanting to do something that would be bad 
for them. 

Amendment, by leave, amended accord
ingly. 

HoN. T. J. O'SHEA: He had refrained 
from taking part in that discussion up till 
then. He thou~ht it would be a mistake if 
any amendment were interpolated in the 
clause. All the Acts of Parliament would 
not compel individuals to do what they conld 
not afford to do. A large number of persons 
in centres where ther<> were medical prac
titioners were poor and would not send their 
childr0n to oculists. It seemed to him on 
reading the evidence-and he read it very 
carofullv-that the only witness that men
tioned "the matter was one medical man. 
There were three others. 

Hon. B. FAHEY: Only one of them was an 
oculist. 

HoN. T. J. O'SHEA: He had heard re
marks made on the floor of that Chamber 
which would lead one to suppose that there 
were vcrv eminent professional men called, 
and he agreed with that opinion, but only 
one out of seven or eight \vitne-;ses mentioned 
the matter of preventing opticians from test
ing the eyesight of children. 

Hon. Vi". STEPHEXS: Sir David Hardie also 
mentioned it. 

Hox. T. J. O'SHEA: He had not noticed 
that on reading through the evidence. It 
was mcreh a casual remark made by one 
medic~] ~itness, and evidently the Select 
Committee thought it might be a safeguard 
to the public. He thought the amendm~nt 
would prov~ rather injurious than othervnse, 
as people could not be forced by legislation 
to do what was uncongenial to them or what 
thev could not afford to do. The provision 
would be honoured more in the breach than in 
the o bscrvance. and he thought, under the 
circumstance'<, it would be wise to withdraw 
the amendment. 

HoN. A. A. DA VEY: One piece of inf_or
mation that was lacking was the proportwn 
of children under sixteen years. of age .whose 
eyes were diseased. He took 1t that It was 
a comparatively small proportion. 

Hon. E. W. H. FowLES: I think th~ real 
reason was because the eyes of such ch1ldren 
arc still growing. 

Hon. T. J. O'SHEA: The witness suggested 
that drugs might be used. 

llf7tt. A. A. Da'l:ey.] 
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Ho>r. A. A. DA VEY: Nature, probably, 
knew more about what the condition of the 
eve should be at the various stages of a. 
child's growth than all the oculists in the 
world. Unless children's eyes were diseased, 
it appeared to him that it would be a very 
great injustice to deprive them of the oppor
tunitv of a vailing themselves of the services 
of a· competent optician. \Vas it contended 
that a large proportion of children's eyes 
did not require some accommodation in the 
shape of glasses? 

The SECRETARY FOR ::'v1INES: Under this 
amendment they will not be able to get 
glasses. 

HoN. A. A. DA VEY: While there were 
any number of places in Queensland where 
there was no medical man or oculist avail
able, there were plenty of children every
where. Therf' were many places where 
therQ wtcs neither a doctor nor an optician, 
though there might be an occasional travel
ling optician, and it \Yould be a great hard
ship to a number of young people and also 
to their parents if they were precluded from 
consulting an opticia10. 

Hon. G. S. CcRTIS: Supposing t_hey were 
i•npropcrly treated and their sight was 
destroyed? 

HoN. A. A. DA VEY: iThere was no 
absolute g-uarantee that they would be pro
perly tre;ted m-en if they went to an oculist. 
There were differences of opinion even 
amongst oculists_ They should not do any
thing that would penalise people who were 
pioneering the outlying districts. A number 
of people had prejudices, and he did not 
know that thev were not entitled to hold 
those prejudic~s. He ha·d heal'd that a 
number of people in the \V est would not 
send their children to be examined by the 
oculist whom the Government ha·d appointed 
to examine the eye' of the children in that 
part of the State. He went the length of 
saying that, as the State had undertaken 
the education of the children, it should also 
employ oculists to visit all the schools in the 
State. and compulsorily examine the eyes 
of the children attending those schools. 
(Hear, hear!) As the State had not under
taken that most important work up to the 
present--

The SECRETARY FOR 2\1I~ES : \V e cannot get 
the men. 

HoN. A. A. DA VEY: That strengthened 
his argument. If competent men were not 
obtainable, it would be all the greater hard
ship if they prevented people in the We"t 
from getting some little relief_ They had 
got along all right apparently so far, and 
no doubt they would continue to get along 
fairly well, hut the Bill woul·d be an im
provemEmt, as it would provide a better class 
of opticians of whose services the people 
m the backblocb could avail themselves. 
He was opposed to the amendment, and 
would rather see the clause passed as it 
stood. 

HoN. P. MURPHY considered the argu
ments used by the Hon. Mr. Davey were 
the strongest that hacf been advanced 
against the amendment. The hon. member 
practically asked what would become of the 
children under sixteen years of age whose 
eyes might not be diseased, but had become 
weak and required attention. In many 
eases their parents would not be able to 
afford to send them to an oculist, and they 

[Hon. A. A. Davey. 

would be obli~ed to let the eyes of the 
children go ;ithout attention until they 
were sixteen years old, and perhaps by that 
time their sight might be gone, _or, .at all 
events, they might be beyond rehe~. That 
was a very strong argument agamst the 
amendment. 

HoN. D. F AHEY: There was one phase 
of the question on which the Minister had 
dwelt very much. That was t~e manner 
in which the amendment would mcommode 
people who were living away from centres 
of population, particularly poor people who 
could not pay to send their children to a 
large centre where there was an oculist. He 
would remind the Minieter that the late G:o
vermnent commissioned their worthy Chai_r
man to go through inland Q~eensland exercis
ing his profession as an oculist, and surely ~he 
present Government were not above followmg 
a good precedent. Brisbane was nc:t. the only 
place where oculists \Yere practising thmr 
nrofession. There w>~s not a centre of 
population, eithm· inland or on the coast, 
where they would not gE!t I_IIOre thai_I one 
oculist. and he did not thmk the mcon
venience in that respect would be as great 
as was imagined by the hon. gentleman. 
Hen. members must also remember that only 
an infinitesimal minority of young people 
required glasses. and. when they required 
them, they should be able to go to a good 
man. 

HoN. P. J. LEAHY: He was as strongly 
of opinion as ever that the amendment was 
desirable, but ho could see clearly that a 
majority of l1on. m~mbers were oppo~ed to 
it. and under the GirCt:mstances he did not 
wi"'h to occupy time. He, therefore, begged 
leave to withdraw the amendment. 

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 

Clause put and passed. 

Clauses 13 to 16. both inclusive, put and 
passed. 

On clause 17-" By-laws"-

Ho~. T. J. O'SHEA moved the omis
sion on line 11, of the words " thereupon 
hav~ the force of law," with a view to insert
ing the words-

" be laid before both Houses of Parlia
ment within fourteen days after such 
publication if Parliament is in session, 
and, if not, then within fourteen days 
after lhe commencement of the next 
session. If either House of Parliament 
passes a resolution disallowing any such 
by-law, of which resolution notice has 
been given within thirty sitting days of 
such House after such by-law has been 
laid before it, such by-law shall there
upon cease to have effect, but without 
prejudice to the validity of anything 
done in the meantime. 

" For the purpose of this section the 
words 'sitting days' mean days on which 
the House actuallv sits for the despatch 
of business: Provided always that if 
such by-laws are not duly laid before 
Parliament as hereinbefore prescribed 
they shall thereupon c~ase to have a;'l 
force, effect, or operatwn whatsoever. 

Amendment agreed to. 

[9 p.m.] 
Clause, as amended, put and passed. 
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Clause 18-" Board ma11 appoint registrar 
and e.raminers "-put and passed. 

On' clause 19-" Powers and d1tti1 s of 
board"-

H<_JN. T. J. O'SHEA moved the omission 
on !me 39, of the words "also decide upo~ 
the restoration," with a view to inserting the 
:"ordB "may rest<;>re." That was really mak
mg the constructwn of the clause better and 
more effective. 

Amendment agreed to. 

Hm;. T. J. O'SHEA moved the omis;wn, 
on line 40, of the word "of." That was a 
consequential amendment. 

Amendment agreed to. 

HoN. T. J. O'SHEA moved the omission 
m: line 54, of the words " decide as to ,; 
w1t.h a ':iew to inserting the words " p;e
scnbe, dnect, or fix." That was purely a 
verbal amendment. 

Amendment agreed to. 

Clause, as amended, put and passe·d. 

Clauses 20 to 22, both inclusive, put and 
passed. 

On clausp 23-" Omission to take o1tt 
annual c.ertificate or license for more than 
tzco !/f(trs "-

Ho!'!. T. J. O'SHEA moved the omission 
on lines 40 to 47, of the words- ' 

"for a period exceeding two years ceases 
~o bold an annual certificate or license 
1~1 force under the last preceding sec
tiOn, and afterwards applies for such 
certifica ~e or license, shall not be entitled 
to receive one unless he first satisfies 
the board as to the circumstances under 
which he omitted or ceased to take out 
his certificate or license, and as to his 
c<mdu:t and employment i.n the mean
tlme,' 

with a Yiew to inserting the words-

" having held a certificate under this 
Act, has ceased, for a period of at least 
two years, to he;> Id such certificate, and 
afterwards a.pphes for such certificate 
shall not be entitled thereto unless h~ 
furnishes to t)le boa..rd a satisfactory 
reason for ha vmg omitted or ceased to 
obtain such certificatq, togeth€r with 
P.roof of good character in the mean
time." 

Hon. members woul-d appreciate the fact 
that the amendment was an improvement 
on the clause as drafted. 

. HoK. E. W. H. FOWLES: I suggest that 
m front of the word " ceased " there be 
added the word "has," and in front of the 
words " two years " the words " at least." 

Hon. T. J. O'SHEA: I will accept that 
suggestion with the permission of the Com
mittee. 

The CHAIRMAN: Is it the wish of the 
Committee that the amendment be put in 
the amended form ? 

HoNOURABLE MEliiBERS: Hear, hear! 

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

Clauses 24 to 26, both incll1f!ive, put and 
passed. 

On clau··e 27-" Right of appeal"-

HoN. T. J. O'SHEA moved the omission, 
on line 52, of the word "two," with a view 
to inserting the word " six." The clause 
would then read-

" No such appeal shall be entertained 
unless it is made within six months next 
after the notification to such person "' 
the decision,'' 

etc. He could imagine a case occurring at 
Croydon where it might be very difficult to 
comply with that section if it were left at 
two months. No harm would accrue if it 
were ma·de six months, and no one could 
complain. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES : I will accept 
that amendment. 

Amendment agreed to. 
Clause, as amended, put and passed. 
Clauses 28 to 33, both inclusive, put and 

passe·d. 
On Schedule I.-
HoN. T. J. O'SHEA moved the omiSSIOn, 

on line 54, clause 4, of the wo!'ds "it shall 
pass in the negative," with .a view to insert
ing the words " he shall have an a·dditiona! 
or casting vote." That was on the question 
debated earlier in the evening as to whether 
it was preferable to give the chairman .a 
casting vote or not. He certainly thought 
it was, as it would save a lot of chicanery 
or juggling with resolutions if they left the 
decision on all questions that arose before 
the board to a majority of the boar·d pre
sent, and in the event of the board being 
even in numbers and evenly divided on the 
qucetion, that the chairman should have a 
easting vote. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: The 
Committee might accept the amendment, as 
it was consequential on the amendment car
ried previously. However, he would have 
much preferred to have the clause remain 
as it was originally in the Bill, but he recog
nised the necessity of the amendment now 
that the number of the board had been in
creased to five. He did not want to waste 
time ·discussing the point, as he wanted to 
get on to some other equally important 
business. 

Amendment agreed to. 
Schedule, as amended, put and passed. 
Schedule~ II. aud III. put and passed. 
On Sch€dule IV.-" Certificate to sell. 

spectaclis and e1Jeglasses"-

HoN. T. J. O'SHEA moved the omission 
of the word " spherical " before the word 
" spectacles " in line 14, page 12. It was 
merely a verbal amendment. Spectacles 
wme not spherical, but lenses might be. 

Amendment agreed to. 
HoN. 'I'. J. O'SHEA moved a consequential 

amendment providing for the insertion of 
the words " containing spherical lenses " 
after the word " eyeglasses " in line 14, 
page 12. 

Amendment agreed to. 

'fhe SECRETARY FOR MINES moved
"That the Chairman leave the chair 

and report the Bill to the Council, with 
amendments." 

HoN. A. G. C. HAWTHORN: Before any
thing further was done he would like to 

Hon . .A. G. C. Hawthorn.] 
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have an intimation as to what thev were 
like!.: to do that night. They had had an 
intimation that they were to go on with other 
business, but he would tell the Minister
and he thought the Council would agree 
with him-that they had done a very good 
day's work. It was then a quarter to 10 
o'clock. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: We have to 
make up for lost time. 

HoN. A. G. C. HAWTHORN: The lost 
time wa ., not through their fault. 

Hon. T. J. O'SHEA: You were marking 
time until } ou got your army. 

, HoN. A. G. C. HAWTHORN: Although 
rt had be.·n asserted m the Press through
out the country that time had been iost 
through their not forming a quorum, the 
Government had been just as m11ch to blame 
as they. Had they had one or two of their 
supporters thoro on those occasions there 
would have been no want of a quorum. 
Further than that, they had been days there 
without business. The House had attendee! 
reg~darly and been prepared to go on with 
bus;ness and had to go away without doing 
busmess. He wanted to suggest-and he was 
sure he would have the majority of the 
Council . with him-the advisability of 
adjournmg the House until to-morrow after 
that bu~iness was through. He did not want 
the busmess to be takQn out of the Minister's 
bands, but he merely intimated that they 
consid0red they had done enough that day, 
They had passed two Bills through Com
mittee, and they were prepared to do neces
sary work. He hoped the Minister would 
meet them in an amicable and friendly way, 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: It was 
most unusual to raise such a point when he 
moved that the Bill be reported to the 
Counc;L Surely the hon. member might 
wait till the business of the House was called 
by the President. 

Hon. A, G. C. HAWTHORN : You told us 
you were going on with important business, 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: He said 
that they war:ted to hurry up with the Bill 
~8fore them, '!' order to get on with equally 
Important busmess. It was the intention of 
~he Governm<'nt-and he intimated that 
mtentwn when moving the adjournment on 
Thurday l~st-to pass the Requisition of 
Ships Bill that day. 

Hon. P .. J, LF.\HY: You kept it back your
s<'lf for <

1·ays deliboratdy~-at the bottom of 
the bminoss-paper. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: Not 
at all. The hon. member who raised the 
protest on this stage said that it was the 
Gov<'rnment's fault that they had no quorum. 
He came there on two or three occasions 
and there was no quorum formed, 

B;on. T. J. O'SHEA: And you were glad 
of It. 

rho SECRETARY FOR MINES: Hon. 
mmnbers s"id, "Wh:v did he not have his 
supporters th0re ?" ,How many supporters 
did he ha Ye? 

The CHAIRMAN : This discussion is verv 
irregular. I have allowed the Hon. M1~. 
Hawthorn to go on, and the Minister to 
r0ply. I must now put the m'otion, 

[Hon . .A. C. C. Hawthorn. 

HoN. E. W. H. FOWLES: Speaking to a 
particularly relevant point, he would like 
to Stlggost to the J'\linister the consideration 
of ono clause which said-

" This Act does not apply to any 
medical practitioner," 

and vet clausr' 2, 4, 5, 9, 11, and 12 and 
some' others referre~ to medical practitioners. 

The SECRETARY FOR MI::'>JES: They 
had deleted the words " ophthalmic sur
gPon" right through the Bill and inserted 
the \Yord ., " medical practitioner." He pur
posed amending the Bill on the third reading 
to-morrovv. 

Hon. P. J. LEAHY: Can you make an 
amendment of this kind on the third reading? 
It is more than a verbal amendment. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: They 
could recommit it to-morrow, or their 
mistakes could be corrected in another place. 

Question put and passed. 

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

The SECRETARY FOR MINES moved
That the report be adopted. 

HoN. A. G. C. HAWTHORN: I raised a 
discussion in Committee and got no satis
faction. I now ask the Minister what he 
proposes to do immediately this report is 
adopted and the third reading ordered, Does 
he propose to adjourn till to-morrow? I 
ask a fair question; I think I am doing a 
fair thing, 

The SECRET.'I.RY FOR MINES: I pro
pose to go on with the Requisition of ShiJ?s 
Bill and if hon. members want to get therr 
trai~1s and tram~, 've may take a vote on it. 

Question put and passed. 

The thi t'd reading of the Bill was made an 
Order of the Day for to-morrow. 

REQUISITION OF SHIPS BILL. 

SE '0:\'D READING-RESD:IIPTION OF DEBATE. 

On the Order of the Drt:· being called for 
the r~sumption of debate on the second 
reading of the Requisition of Ships Bill-

Question-That the Bill be now read a 
sooond time-put; and the Council divided :-

CoNTENTs, 13. 

Hon. R. Bedford 
F. CourtiC'e 
W, H. Crampton 
"\V. II. DPmaine 
A .• T. Jones 
H. C .. Tones 
H. Llewelyn 

Teller: Hon. 

T:on. L. J:- rDonald 
G. Pagr~Hanify 
I. Perl'l 
B. D. PurnPll 
W. ,T, Hiordan 
H. ;-:umnl'l' 

W. R. Crampton, 

~OT~CoNTENTS, 21. 

Hon. T. C. Beirne Hon. A. G. C. Hawthorn 
C. Camplwll P .• T, Leahy 
.T. Covdishaw C. F. :llarks 
G. S. Curtis E. D. :JiiJr,: 
A. A. Davey T . .1. IY~hea 
A. Dnnn A. H. Parnell 

B. Fahey W, Stephens 
K W. H. Fowles A. ,J. Thynne 
j_, Gihson H. Turnf'r 
H. L. Groom A, H. \Vhittingh:.m 
T. 11. Hall 

Teller: Hon. T. ?\f. Hall. 

Resolved in the negative. 
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MoTION---THAT BrLL BE READ A SEco::-;rn TJME 
T0-1IORROW. 

':I'he SECRETARY FOR MINES: I beg 
to move-That the Bill be read a second 
tirne to-morrow. 

Hon. P. J. LEAHY: Are vou in order in 
moving that just now? • 

The SECRETARY FOR ::\HNES: Yes. 
If the hon. member has any doubts, I would 
refer him to page 357 of " May's Parlia
mentary Practice," where it sa:ys-

" The opponents of the Bill may vote 
against the question-' That the Bill be 
now read "" second time' ; but this course 
is rarely adopted, bece.usc it still roma.ins 
to be decided on what other dav it shall 
be read a second time, or whether it 
shall be read at all ; and the Bill, there
fore, is still before the House, and may 
afterwards be proceeded with." 

HoN. P . • T. LEAHY: The Minister must 
know that all he can do now is to give notice 
of motion. He cannot move the motion now, 
except by leave of the House. 

The SECRETARY FOR J'.HNES: When 
the Bill was before the House on a previous 
occasion there was a long discussion. Hon. 
members indicated their opposition to the 
Bill by their voices and their votes, and 
they accused this Government of not acting 
soon enough. 

HoN. A. J. THYNNE: I rise to a point 
of order. The second reading of the Bill 
has just been negatived on a division, and 
my point is that it is not open to the hon. 
gentleman to do more at this stage than to 
give notice of his motion for to-morrow. 

Hon. K W. H. FOWLES: Unless by leave 
of the House. 

HoN. A. J. THYNNE: One of the axioms 
of parliamentary practice is that you cannot 
move a motion of this kind without notice. 
The utmost the hon. gentleman can do is to 
give notice of motion asking the Council to 
order that the second reading stand an 
Order of the Da;7 for to-morrow, but no 
definite motion can be made now. 

HoN. P. J. LEAHY: Speaking to the 
point of order, I may say that we a!] know 
that a Bill may be revived. It was done a 
few months ag~ in the ca~o of the Common
wealth Powers (War) Bill. ::\1y objection is 
that the hon. gentleman cannot move this 
motion except by leave of the Council. 

HoN. R. BEDFORD: I am surprised at 
the Hon. Mr. Thynne raising a point of 
order and quibbles of this sort on a matter of 
the utmost urgency to tbe whole of the 
people of Queensland. I may be wrong so 
far as the mere forms of the House are 
,concerned, but it seems to me that quibbl-es 
on m •ttcrs or urgency like this are absolutely 
out of place. 

Hon. P. J. LEAIIY: Do vou say it is a 
n1a et er of urgency? ... 

HoN. R. BEDFORD: I do. 
Hon. P .• J. LEAHY: Then whv did the 

Minister keep it at the bottom of the paper 
for five days? 

HoN. R. BEDFORD : I was not here, and 
I do not know. Am I in order, Mr. Presi
·dent, in speaking on the .motion generally? 

The PRESIDENT : The hon. member can 
speak to the point of order. 

HoN. R. BEDFORD: Of course, I have 
nothing more to say on the point of order. 

HoN. L. McDO;'\ALD': I do,ire to sav a 
few 'mrds on the motion moved b 'the 
Minister-That the Bill be read a second 
time to-morrow. 

Hon. E. W. H. FOWLES: The point of 
order must be settled first. 

The PRESIDENT: I would like to hear 
some further expressions of opinion while I 
am looking up some of the authorities. 

HoN. E. W. H. FOWLES: The matter has 
been put very clearly by the Hon. Mr. 
Thynne, who has he.d over thirty years' 
experience in this Chamber. The Bill can 
certainly be revived again, but the Minister 
cannot spring a motion on us this evening 
such as he has done. The usual thing is to 
give notice of motion for the following day. 
By leave of the House he can, as everyone 
knows, bring the motion on at once, but 
only by leave of the HousE>. 

HoN. A. G. C. HAWTHORN: The Minis
ter, as has been said, can only submit this 
motion by leave of the House. It is all very 
well for him to sa v that he told us he was 
going to bring thi; Bill on to-day, but he 
placed it third on the list. We have already 
passed two Bills through Committee, and I 
consider we have done very well, indeed, 
and I for one do not feel disposed to allow 
the hon. gentleman any concessions of the 
kind that he has asked for. There is plenty 
of time to give notice for to-morrow, and 
that is the proper couree to take. I hope 
the President will uphold us that the motion 
i-: entirely out of order, and that he will 
make the Minister bring his business on in 
a proper manner, and not endeavour by a 
side wind to gain a point. If he brings his 
busine~.e on in the proper way we will support 
him every time; but, if he attempts to gain 
a point by a side wind, I certainly will not 
support him. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I wish 
to know whether I am not in order in speak
ing to the motion. 

HoN. A. J. THY?\NE : The motion is not 
in order. and you cannot speak on it at this 
scage. The question before the Council i.9 
the point of order. 

The SECRETARY FOR ::.VHNES: I am 
quite within my rights in restoring the Bill 
to the business-paper because of its urgency. 
\Vhether we sit earlv or sit late, we will 
endeavour to get the Bill through, because 
'' c know that it is urgent, and we want to 
relieve the present situation. 

HoN. A. J. THYNNE: I rise to a point of 
order! Has the hon. gentleman any right, 
''"hi le the point of order is under discussion, 
to discuss the gennra.l question? 

The PRESIDENT: I asked for an ex
l1ression of opinion from hon. members to 
give me time to look up a few anthorities. 

HoN. E. W. H. FOWLES: Standing Order 
No. 41 dl uls with the point of order. 

The PRESIDENT: The 11inister has the 
right of reply. , 

The SECRETARY FOR :YIIXES: The 
poi:1t of order is that I am out of order in 
'p< :1kin::; to the motion. 

HoN. A. J. THYNNE: My point of order 
is that the hon. gentleman must adhere to 
the usual practice, and it is not competent 

Hon. A. J. Thynne.) 

( 
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for him or any other hon. member to speak 
on the motion until the point of order has 
been decided. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: The 
President invited an expre:Jsion of opinion 
on the point of order. 

Hon. P. J. LEAHY: But you a.re speaking 
on the general principle of the motion and 
are not addr{"'sing yourself to the point of 
order. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: If the 
motion I have moved is in order, I take it, 
although I have already spoken on the second 
reading of this Bill, that I am in order in dis
cussing the motion that I am now moving. 

The PRESIDEXT: The hon. gentleman is 
only in order in speaking to the point of 
order. 

Hon. T. M. HALL: Can you enlighten us 
on the point of order? Show us, if you can, 
in the Standing Orders where you can do this 
sort of thing. 

Hon. A. G. C. HAWTHORN: There is no 
Standing Order to provide for it. 

The · PRESIDENT: On page 236 of 
4

' J\lay," it says-
" An Order of the Day may be super

seded by the vote of the H ou,;e, as, 
for instance, where an amendment em
bodying an abstract proposition is 
substituted for the question-Tha-t the 
Bill be now read a second time, or for 
the question-That the Speaker do leave 
the chair for the Committee of Supply. 

" In such a case, if it be deemed expe
dient to revive the order for the second 
re2.ding of a Bill (see page 359) a motion 
can be made to that effect at a subsequent 
sitting." 

My ruling is that the hon. gentleman is out 
of order in moving the motion at the pre
sent time. He will be in order in moving 
that motion to-morrow. 

Hon. A. J. THYXNE: On giving notice of 
his intention to do so. 

The PRESIDE:;:\;T: It is not necessary to 
give notice. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I beg 
to ask leave to move-That the Bill be rea.d 
a second time to-morrow. 

Hon. A. J. THY!'!NE: It is not necessary to 
ask leave. 

ADJO"CRNMENT. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I beg 
to move-That this Council do now adjourn. 
The first business to-morrow, after the Hon. 
Mr. Leahy's motion, will be the two motions 
of which I have given notice, then the Farm 
Produce Agents Bill in Committee, and the 
State Produce Agency Bill in Committee. 

Hon. P. J. LEAHY: Are your two motions 
urgent? 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: Very 
urgent. 

Hon. P. J. LEAHY: You are very much 
afraid of that Select Committee. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I am 
not afraid of the Select Committee. 

Question put and passed. 
The <Oonncil adjourned at twenty minutes 

past 10 o'clock. 

[Hon. ~. J. Th~nne. 




