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LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL. 

TUESDAY, 6 JA"L:AHY, 1920. 

Tlw PHESIDENT (I-Ion. W. Hamilton) took 
the chair at half-]Jast 3 o'clock p.m. 

APPOI0TTME:J'\T OF CLERK-ASSISTANT 
.'I.C\'D USHER OF THE BLACK ROD. 

Tlw PRESIDE?\T announc0d the appoint­
UH?nt. bv the GoY(•rnor in Counc·:il of ~1r. 
Clarence John J\fcPhcroon as Clcrk-A,si,hnt 
of the Legislative Council and ·cshcr of the 
Black Rod, in tho place of Ml'. Thomas 
Dickson, transferred. 

Mr. lHcPlwrson thereupon produced his 
Commission and took the oath of allegiance. 

ASSE?\T TO BILLS. 
Tlw PRESIDENT announced the rf'ccipt 

fron1 tho Gov:~'rnor of n1rc;~agcs conYCJnng 
His Excellency's .assc•nt to tho following 
Bilh:~ . 

\Yol'l,ers' Homes Bill: 
Stock F"'ods Bill : 
Co-operative Agricultural Production and 

Advanc0 s to F'arn1ers Aet Arnond­
mpnt Bill; 

Queensland Government Savings Bank 
c\ct Amendment Bill: 

Daraji Railwav .Bridge Bill; and 
Jimbour Selections BilL 

LEAVE OF ABSEXCE T'O ::\1EMBER. 
IloN. J. L\LOH. 

The PRESIDENT announ< ·ed tho receipt 
from the Gon•nwr of a letter dated 11th 
.:\0\'cmlw ·. 1919, intimating that His Excel­
lency p1·oposPd to g1·ant a request for 1eaYC 
of abs<mce hom the Legislative Council for 
the remainder of the prc"'ent session to the 
I-I on. J arn, :"'i Lalor. 

PAPEH.S. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES (Hon. 
)\.. J. Jones) lard on the table the following 
lJa[JCrs :-

Report of the Public \Yorks Commission 
on the proposal to remove thn loro­
InotiY(~ depOt from rruo·woornba to a 
site ncar \Villmvbnm. 

Report of the Public \Yorks Commission 
on a propo.,al to construct the Dirran­
bandl J~xtension for a distance of 10 
Inilt~s . frorn Dirranhandi, including 
the bnclgc over thP Balonne River. 

Report of the Public \\T orks Commission 
en a propo;•al to construct a tram\vav 
from tho iron mines nt Moun't 
Digg-cndcn to tho Gayndah Railwav. 

Report of the l'uhlic \Yorks Commissi~n 
on the qm•stion of constructing tho 
railway from Goondoon to Kalliwa 
Creek. 

Repm-t of the T'ublic Service Board for 
1917 and 1918. 

Despatch coll\·eying His :Majesty's assent 
to an Act pass.r•d durillg session of 
1919. 

Award for f'lnployc~s of the Cornmis­
sioner for Railways. 

Report on tho operations of the sub­
Departments of Aboriginals. Prisons 
Government Relief, Diamar1tina Hos~ 
pita! for Chronic Diseases, J ubileo 
Sanatorium (Dalby), Dunwich Bene­
volent Asvlum, and Institution for 
Inebriates. 

Return of all schools in operation on 1st 
J ul~;. 1919. 

Raihnly b.\T-]a,ws rf~lating to the convPy­
a n<'P of passengers, goods, and li Y€ 
~tock. 

and mm·ecl: That all the papers be printed 
\Yith tho exception of thG " Gawtte" rdating 
to the conveyance of passengers, goods, and 
lin' stock traffic on the Queensland railways . 

Hox. A. G. C. HA WTIIOTI,N: I would 
like to kuo\v whv tho J1linist.cr docs not want 
that papnr pri{rt:d. Is he afraid of the· 
inrrf'af'e of fares and freigl1ts getting to the 
public anrl of their being allowed to see· 

ho\v hig-b tho Govcrnrncnt are raising 
'? This is a most unusual proposal, 

am! I "·ould like the J\;Iinister to give us 
somp l'Pnson for it. It is a thlng that Dught 
to go hronrlcast before the general public, so 
that tho,- mav sec the wav in which the far.es 
and freig·hts on the Qucer{sJand railways ha:vc 
be{'n inerea."-{'d. 

The SECRETARY FOR MTNES: I ma:v 
inforn1 the hon. g"ntlernan that the paper is 
Yf'l'T,- 'ohuninous and the inforn1:1.tion has 
nll<•ad,- been published. Tbe hon. gentleman 
i~ uot correct in :;:.ayillg that there is any 
att<'rnpt on the part of thP Gov·ernment to 
Irick tlw fact that f,nT'" and freights ha:vo 
bc•en raised as from 1st January. I take thi~ 
011portunity nf informing the Council, and 
inciclentally the peopl-e of Queensland, that 
tho incrca,c,. in freights is not 30 per cent., 
as has been stated in the Brisbane Press. 

Hon. A. G. C. HAWTHORN: They are 
nearly 45 per cent. in sorr1c cases. 

Hon. P. J. LEAHY: The increase is maN 
than 30 per cont. in some cases. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: The 
increase is much less than 30 per cont. in 
very 1nany cases. 

Ron. P. J. LEAHY: Thoro is the zone 
systen1 

Tho SECRETARY FOR MINES : It may 
he intcn•sting to tho hon. gentleman who 
interjects ro know that the fares and 
freights in Queensland :in many instances aTe 
lower than those in America and other 
countries. 

The PHESIDENT: Order ! Tho han. 
gentleman cannot discuss the que"tion of 
fares and freights on the motion before the 
Council. 

Ho0:. P. J. LEAHY: I know that the 
question b' fore the Council is that the papers 
tahled arc to be printed, and I am not going; 
to discuec; the question of railway fares and 
freights; but I want the Minister to under­
stand that, if we do not ofl:'er objection to thP 
priming· of the papers which ha_vc been 
tabled, that is not to be taken as 1mplymg 
our approval of the contents of those docu­
mPnh. lt is a pure matter of form whether 
vre pass the motion Dr not. 

Question put and passe·d. 

LIQUOR ACT AMENDMENT BILL. 

SECO'W HEADING-RESUMPTION OF DEBATE. 

Hox. G. S. CURTIS: I desire to profacG 
my remarks by saying that I am sure we are 
all in fayour of temperance, and would him 
tu sec~ a reasonable rr1easure of reform of the 
liquor laws of the country. f3ut such refo:·'n 
should be based upon the prmcrplc of JUSt'lCe 

and equity, and not upo': the prin~iple <?f 
repudiation or confiscatron, such as IS 

lion. G. S. GuTtis.] 
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involved in the schemes of nationalisation of 
tho trade or prohibition which have been 
advocated in some countries. I am sorry to 
notice that thoro is no provision in the Dill 
for compensation in tho event of oitlwr 
nationalisation or prohibition to thmo who 
may bo deprived of the rights which they 
have le-gally acquired under tho laws of 
the State. If the Bill gets into Com>;1itteo, I 
shall bo prcparod to move tho re.{ui;ir" 
amendments to supply the omisoion in that 
1·cspoct. It would have been far better fer 
tho Govcnunent to bring in a 1neasure such 
as was passed in 'Tictoria somt~ thirteen Y''U.1'6 
ago-a pra<'ti-ca.ble, coinnlo~l-sensc measul'c, 
and not an irnpractic•rble and undl'irahle 
thing such as this. Tho Victorian Act pro­
vided for a gradual 1·oducl;ion in the number 
of licenses, and also provided for compenoo­
tion to be paid to those who wen; depnvcd 
of their licenses, the eompensatlon be1!1g 
paid, not from tho public Treasury, but_ t-y 
those in the trade ibolf. That measure has 
worked very satisfactorily in Y ictoria, vvhcre 
somet'hing like 1,000 licenses ha vc been 
11bolishcd. A measure such as that would 
have a much bettor chance of being carri,ad 
than the Bill now before tho Council. T:wre 
is much more likelihood of an experiment 
being· successful where it is the result of .a 
reasonable compromise between extremes. 
Sucih a compromise -as is involn,d in tho VIC­
torian Act is likely to be more successful 
than either prohibition or a continuance of 
the tra.de under existing conditions. 'What 
we wish to secure is greater control and 
o-rcatcr restrictions on the trade instead of 
its total abolition. I have hoard it said that 
many of the evils which at present exist in 
connection with the hquor trade m Que.et!s­
land are due to defective and lax admmis­
tration of the existing law, and I believe 
there is a good deal of truth in the stat<;­
mcnt. I maintain that the rights of mdi­
viduals are ontitle·d to consideration, but by 
prohibition we would deprive the. great 
majority of people who. do not drmk to 
oxceeo of the right to obtam what has become 
to millions of people a. real need. The Stato 
exceeds its functions when it steps m and 
interferes with the liberty of the individ?al 
in regard to alcohol. T:he state of mmd 
which actuates the extremists of tho temper­
ance party in connection. w·ith ~.his m~tter _is 
similar to the state of mmd whiCh existed m 
the case of the religious zealots of former 
times. Later on I shall quote a pafsage from 
an essay of John Stuart Mill. which is the 
masterpiece of all his work.. I do not ques­
tion the sincerity of the mohvcs or dosncs of 
the extremists, nor do I say that they. arc 
actuate.d by any but the best possible mot1ves, 
but I contend that they have become 
obsc~sed by the conviction that it is necess~r;Y 
to force their views with respect to prol1lbi­
tion on the great mass of the people, whether 
they like it or do not like it. They wish to 
compel the large majority of the people to 
act .as they do. It should be borne in mind 
that the abolition of the trade would not only 
deprive a great number of people of their 
individual liberty, but it would also inflict .a 
serious injury on the owners of properties 
who have spent largo sums of money in erect­
ing large hotels. If prohibition wore carried 
out, and no proper provision were made for 
money compensation to the owners of hotels, 
that woul·d mean ·a very serious loss to those 
persons. This Bill assumes the right of tho 
Stato to take away a man's property without 

[Han. C. S. CuTtis. 

paying for it, because thore is no provision 
in the Bill dealing- with compensation. 

The SECRETARY FOR MIKES: Would that not 
be an after-consideration'! 

HoN. G. S. CURTIS: Provision ought to 
b,:, made in the Bill dealing with the question 
of compensation, so that when people are 
asked by means of a referendum to vote on 
the question of prohibition they would know 
whether they arc voting to take away the 
property o£ people without compensation, or 
wlwthcr the owners of hotels ar··· to be com­
pensated. If the majority of the people are 
m favour of nationalisation of the liquor 
trade, or of prohibition, they can ob1;a.in 
what they desire, but they shou\.d recogmse 
tho fairness and the justice of compensatmg 
persons who rnay suffer vory serious. injury 
bv tho reduction of the value of then pro­
p(,·ti"·' in lhe ewnt of prohibition being 
enforced. A license is, of course, an annual 
one, and has to be ronoweJ oyer;,: year. Sorne 
persons contend that the fact that a license 
has to be renewed every year does away with 
any clai1n a licensee rnay have for cmnpensa­
tio"n in the ey.ent of his license being refused. 
I cannot sav that I can sec any' justification 
for that m:gumcnt. I hap]J811Pd to be in 
Sydney many years ago when I hca:·d this 
very question .discussed in the Legislative 
Assemblv of Now South \Vales. I heard the 
late Sir" George Reid speak upon the very 
]Joint I have mentioned. Sir George said 
there was no doubt that there '' ::ts an implied 
contract between tho State and hotelkeepers 
or licensees that if their hotels wore con­
structo.d in accordance with tho proYicions of 
tho Ia w, and they conducted their businesses 
properly, their licenses would be renewed 
from year to year. He laid th.at down very 
distinctly as his opinion. In the course of 
the same debate, another leading member of 
the House, who was aft.erwards Agent­
General for :\'ow South Wales, stated, with 
regard to the contention that property-owners 
should he granted an extension of time 
as cornpensation before their liconsos were 
cancelled, that that simply meant that 
thov would not rob the owners to-day, 
but" would rob them at somo future time. 
I think Sir George Reid was right in 
his contention-that as the laws of the 
country regulate the liquor trade and make 
etipulations with regard to the construction 
of public-houses. the number of rooms those 
houses should contain, tho size of the rooms. 
and the hours during which the licensee 
should conduct busiuess, those laws recognise 
and logaliso the liquor trade, and the Govern­
lnent cannot no\V turn round in response 
to .any irrational demand of certain people 
in th.o countrv whoso minds arc obsessed 
with tho ideas" of temperance or prohibition, 
and take av,ray those people's ptoperty with­
out compon"<1tion. An important case came 
hdore the Appeal Court in England, in 
which this question of compensatwn was 
dealt with. The Imperial Government had 
commandeered and taken possession of an 
hotel for war purposes, and refused to com­
pensate the owners for tho use of the 
property, and an action was brought 
agaimt them. All tho records of the 
past were examined by the Master of 
the Rolls, and it was found that there was 
not .a single c:1se on record, even in the thne 
of the Stuarts, in which the Crown had set 
up the claim that they could take a citize.n's 
property without paying for it. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES : This Bill does 
not propose anything of that kind. 
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BoN. G. S. CURTIS: No, but it omits 
provision for co1npensating owners or 
1icensces if their licenses .ar~· taken a\vay 
:from them. and the Bill should not bo silent 
on that point. \Vhen we get into Committen 
I hope that a suitable amcnrlmPnt will be 
adopted to show that this Cot<ncil is not m 
·favour of repudiation or confiscation. 

The SECRETARY FOR MIXES: \Vhy didn't you 
raise your Yoico .against the Denharn G<Yvern­
nwnt when they did not providn for com­
pensation? 

BoN. G. S. CURTIS: I was not here at 
the time, but I know that the Denham 
GoYernn1cnt <tiid ~.eyerai thing·s r cJjd not 
.approve of. The Dean of C .. r,r,rrbury 
publishc.d an article in the "Fortnight~y 
Review" of January last dealing with the 
question of prohibition. In that article his 
argun1cnts are has·Pd upon a re1;,ort br0ught 
up by a scim1tific commission on the use of 
alcohol, and tho dean said that their report 
·was ·in l'iiect a ~trong plea in favour o1 tOlera­
tion and mc·dcration-a strong argument in 
IaYour of regulation and restriction, 'b:mt not 
at all a ~trong argument in favour of prohibi­
tion. The dPan \Yas verv distinct in 'his con­
·dcmnation of \'\7hat v as .,proposed to be dono 
in the rnattcr of the abolition of the drink 
traffic, and he declared that tho report of the 
'Cmnini:sion \Yas not in favour of inflicting a 
great injustice upon the majority of the 
people by taking a\va5T fro1n then1 their 
individual liberty to d<;;idc whether the,· 
\Yould take alcohcJ! or not. 'Th" ftrst nart ,;r 
this measure deals with the question of 
nationalisation. In my opinion. it is not 
desirable that the Government shoclld under­
take the management of the liquor tr"dc by 
nationalisation, bet:auso it is certain tLat. Jn 
such a cas.e the business W')'l1L1 not be 
managed succ0ssfully and the loss would 
ultimately have to be made good by tho tax­
payer. Tho success of a large family hotel 
requires constant Yigilance, supervision, car·E', 
and attention in its managcrnont, and this 
can only he secured by private ownership, 
o,· in other words b.Y those who are financially 
;nterested and have their mon~'Y inve;;ted in 
the business penmnally conducting t}k buf'i­
ness. As Mr. Gla·dstono used to 'ay, the 
busine~s of goYcrnmcnt is not to trade, but 
to go\ (~1·n. The oss·c::ntials of success in 
connection with the conduct of hotels cannot 
be secured by State management. The busi­
ness wculd be b>tdly mauaged by the State, 
and tlw result would be a continual loss to 
th- public Tro:.tsury. IIerc is a passage from 
John 8tuart .Yiill, dealing with the question 
of nationalisation, and this passage will 
:apply equally to all businesses carried on by 
the GoYernmont which should be undertaken 
hy private enterpriS·E!-

" The objections to Government inter­
ference. 

" Tho first is, when the thin~ to be 
dono is likely to be better done by indi­
;·iduals than by the Government. Sp·eak­
mg generally, there is no one so fit to 
conduct any business, or to determine 
how or by whom it shall be conducted 
as those who are personally interested i~ 
it. 'I'his principle condemns the inter­
ferences, once so common, of the Legis­
lature, or the offices of Governments, with 
the o>:dinary processes of industry." 

[4 p.m.] 

Later on ho says this-
" The third and most cogent reason 

for restricting the interference of 
government is the great evil of adding 
unnecessarily to its power. Every func­
tion superadded to those already exer­
cised by the Government causes its 
influence over hopes and feara to be more 
widely diffused, and converts, more and 
more, tho active and ambitious part of 
the public into hangers-on of the Govern­
ment, or of some party which aims at 
becoming the Government. If the roads 
the railways, the banks, the insuranc~ 
offices, the great joint stock companies, 
the universities, and the public chariti0s, 
were all of them branches of the Govern­
ment; if, in addition, tho municipal cor­
porations and local boards, with all that 
now devolves on them, became depart­
ments of the central Administration; if 
the employees of all these different entor­
)Wises were appointed and paid by the 
Government, and looked to the Govern­
ment for eYery rise in life, not all the 
freedom of tho Pre<~ and popular consti­
tution of the Legislature would make this 
or any other country free otherwise than 
in name. And the evil _,-ould bo greater 
the more efficiently and scientifically the 
adn1inistrative machinery were con­
structed-the more skilful the arrange­
ments for obtaining the best qualified 
hands and heCLds with which to work it." 

This condemnation of govcrnn1ental control 
of industries is applicable not only to the 
pwposal now before the Council, but to all 
the other entcrpriecs which the Government 
have in hand. Prohibition will deprive of 
their individual liberty the large number of 
pcople who do not drink to exce::s. Many 
people ha vc tho opinion that the moderate 
usc of alcohol as a sedative and a soother 
o{ the nervous svstem is a real need and to 
deprive them of its use would be ~n arbi­
trary rmd tyranni<.Jl abuse of power which 
cannot be justified because of a small 
minority of the people who are liable to 
drink to excess. \Vhat is wanted is liquor 
reform, not prohibition. As I have already 
said, those were the opinions n:pressed by 
the Dean of Canterbury with regard to the 
liquor trade after the publication of the 
report of tho \Scientific commission of 
inquiry into the subject. Reform can be 
secured by reasonable restrictions and better 
control. ·r have referred to what Victoria 
has done. Tho action of that State has 
resulted in a good deal of goo·d. IV e all 
know what the United States has done. I 
will have something to say about that later 
on. In Mill's time several of the United 
States adopted prohibition, but they had to 
repeal the law; and I think they will have 
to repeal ag:ain the law which they passed 
recently. M1ll sa;-s further-

" There is a limit to the legitimate 
interference of collective opinion with 
individual independence; and to find that 
lim it and maintain it against encroach­
mont is as indispensable to a good con­
dition of human affairs as protection 
against political despotism." 

That is the limited authority of the State 
with regard to interference with the liberty 
of the subject. I draw particular attention 
to this passage, and ask whether it should not 
count before the excessive enthusiasm of some 
of our friends with regard to this matter-

Han. G. S. Curtis.] 
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"Yet, so natural to mankind is intoler­
ance in whatever they really care about, 
that rohgwus freedom hfls he"rdly any­
where been. practically realised except 
whPro rehgwus mdifferenco, which dis­
likes to ha\·e its peace disturbed by 
theologiCal quarrels, has added its weight 
to the scale.'' 

The state of mind of those who are advo­
cating total prohibition is preciselv the state 
of mind of the religious zealots of previous 
trmGs. 

Tho SECRE'fARY FOR :\1I='iES : V\'hich branch 
of tho lirjuor traffic do you represent' 

Hm>. G. S. CURTIS: I am in favour of 
regulation and restriction of the liquor trctde. 
I am not 1n favour of nationalisation or total 
prohibition. .l\1ill also has this to say-

,, 1\ people, it appears, n1ay be pro­
gTCS6IV8 for a certain length of tint·e, and 
then stop; when does it stop:' ·when it 
ceases to possess individuality." 

I have quoted from Mill because I think his 
views should be treated with respect. Vi'ith 
reference to the liquor trade especially he 
<-ays this-

" Under the name of preventing intorn­
perance, tho people of one English 
colony, and of nearly half tho United 
StatPs, have been interdicted by law 
from 1naking any use ·whatev'er of 
fermented drinks, except for medical pur­
po,cs; for prohibition of their sale is, in 
fact, as it is inlPnded to be. prohibiti·Jn 
of their use. And though the impracti­
cability of executing tho law has cac<Gcd 
its repeal in several of the States which 
had adopted it, including the one from 
which it derives its nttme, an attempt 
has. not'.\·ithstanding, been commenced, 
and is prosecuted '' ith consideraLle zeal 
by man:,' of the professed philanthropists, 
to n.gita.to for a .si1nilar la,v in this 
country. rrho association or ' Alliance' 
as it terms itself, 'vhich h'as Leen form,ed 
for this purpose, has acquired some 
notoriety through the publicity given to 
a correspondence bcbvcen its secretary 
and one of the ve.ry few English public 
men who hold that a politician's opinions 
<mght to be founded on principles. The 
organ of tho Alliance, who would 
' dooply denlore the recognition of anv 
principle which could be wrested to 
JUstify bigotry and persecution,' under­
takes to pomt out the ' bro·td and 
impassable barrier' which divides such 
principles from those of the association. 
'All r;>attors relating to thought, opinion, 
C'onsc_Iencc, appear to me,' he says, (to 
be without the sphere of legislation· all 
pertaining to social act, habit, relation, 
subJeCt only :to a discretionary power 
vested in tho State itself, and not in the 
individual, to be within it.' No mention 
i~ mado of a third class, different from 
either of these-viz., acts and habits 
which are not social but individual· 
a,lthough it is to this 'class, surely, that 
tnr, act of ~rinking fermented liquors 
belongs. Sel!mg fermented liquors, how­
ever, 1s tradmg. and trading is a. social 
act. But the infringement complained of 
is not on the liberty of the seller, but on 
that of the buyer and consumer." 

Later on he expresses this opinion-

"A .theory of 'social right.s' iho) liko 
of wlnch probably nov or before huncl ;t; 

[Han. G. S. Curtis. 

way into distinct language: being not'!i 
ing short of this-that it is the absolute 
social right of every individual, that 
every other iudividual shall act in every 
respect exactly as he ought; that' whoso­
ever fails th<croof in the sm.allcst parti­
cul~r violates my social right, and 
entitles me to demand hom tho Legisla­
ture the ren1oval of tho grievance.:' 

That is the attitude taken up by the advocates 
of prohiLitio.n hero at tho present time. 
;\lill says-

" So monstrous a principle is far rnore 
dangerous than any single interference 
with liL"rtv: there is no violation of 
liberty whid1: it >vould not justify; it 
ackno,vlcdges no right to an~v freedom 
what ever, except, perhaps, to that of 
holding- opinions in sc•crot, without evel' 
di~closi ng tflCnl ; for the mornent an 
opinion, -..vhich I consider noxious, passPs 
an;-one's lips, it invad~s all the ' social 
rights' attributed to me bv the Alliance. 
The doctrine ascribes to- all mankind a 
vested interest in each Gther's moral, 
intcl!ednal, and oven physical perfection, 
to be deiined by each claim.ant according· 
to his o\vn standard." 

Mill distinctly and emphatically condemns 
it as tlw rr1ost unreasonable and un .. ~varrant­
able interference with tho liberty of the 
subject. I do not think I need quote any 
further from him. To-day I came across an 
article in the "Edinburgh Revimv" of 
October last upon this subject. I will con­
tent myself with giving the conclusion of 
the article. I have no doubt hon. gentlemen 
arc already tired of quotations, but, to my 
ruillll, they hrc very in1portant in helping 
to elucidate the question of whether the great 
majorit.i of the people should be deprived 
of their individual libertv because of the 
opinions held by a comparatively few persons 
in the country with regard to the prohibition 
of the !iquo1· trade. The writer of this 
article condemns prohibition. He says that 
it ·would be a n1ost irrational a.nd unreason­
able thin[( and a m.ost unwa.rrani·able inter­
ference with the liberty of the subject. He 
winds up in this way-

" It is not the object of this article 
to defend the consumption of alcohol, or 
to express any opinion as bcbvccn total 
abstention and moderate or occasional 
indulgence. Probably many people would 
be best suited by one course, and many 
by tho other. 'l'he objed is merely this; 
to deprecate drastic compulsory action on· 
tho gTound that scientific knowledge is 
not sufficiently advanced to say whdher· 
the effect would be rrood or bad. Pru­
dence strongly sug·gests the unwisdom 
of any vigorous State action. Moreover, 
the 'CnitPd States having now plunged 
into tho experiment of total prohibition, 
wo have before us a unique opportunity 
of observing the results of that experi­
nwnt, and thus acquiring the nccossa~;y 
information for adopting a wise and safe· 
policy. 
"~o suggestions are n1ade, therefore, 

as to >Yhat course ought actuallv to be­
taken. :\1v onh endeavour is to set 
forth a fe;\' doop principlf's, which have 
been overlooked in the shallow contro­
versies of political life. The whole 
problem is merged in the larger question 
as to the l'ights of the State to inkrfere 
with the individual. A multiplicity of 
laws and regulations invariably produces, 
a low standard of regard for Ia w ;. 



Liquor Act [G JACiUARY.] Amendment Bill. 1997 

evasion becomes respectable, and the arm 
of tho lctw is weakened by attempting 
too rnuch." 

":ThJorccn·er. law in a demorr.atic. corn­
'munity is HH'rc]y an cxprt'~.sion ( ... £ the 
·Dpiuiun CJf tho ntajority; and how do vve 
,~TIOIY thl' opinion of ~he maj~-;rity i ~ 
right' \Yhero it con be tested against 
fnct, a'· in the history of science and 
;rhilo.<ophy, tho opinion of tho majority 
.uu controversial matters has far HlOl'O 

•often than not turned out to be wrong. 
Let the rnajority guide their liYcs a.s 
thov think fit: Lut ld them not forr·e 

·thelr rnodt~ o£ Efe. indiscriminatelv on 
all rnL'H; for arnong th{~ rnir:orit~v 'i:hcr.~ 
\Yill bo ~orne wiser t.han they. The grc.tt 
new idea."·, upon vvhich civili~atlon has 
slo\Yly grovvn up, have nearly .always 
{lriginatcd in the minds of a ft:-1\· nH- n 
,o£ unu~ual genius, and hi:1Ve j!,nHlualJy 
'\YOn hy ren.son .of their true nwrit against 
!clw unporu!arity which at first beset 
·them. If 1ninorities urc to be invarinLlv 
.dominated by the opinion of majoritie:, 
.~ll hop" of progress is at an encl. 

" Furthern1oro, anarchy and uver-govorn­
JIH'·llt go hand in hand. The excessiYe 
goYernnwnta! interfcrL'lh'CJ iiJYulvf'd bv 
the \VU 1'-rnost Df thPI1l llC''2C'S.:lTCV. H(> 

doubt. a:;< lllE'H2ures of war--hayc aircad,T 
Jed bv reaction to a far more anarchical 
<tate "of Europe than when the hand of 
bOYernment was lighter; and the con­
-dition of anarchy is gre<ttcst "hr·ro the 
\Y-cight o£ governn1cnt vvas heaviest. 
Jmprovement cannot be othenYise than 
slo1,-v; it is o.:rtain a.lso that irnproYf',1H'ltt 
can only be achieved by a gradual bm 
·determined relaxation and ultimate ahCJli­
tion of arbitrarv resb<ctiuns u uon the 
liberty of tlw individual. Only in the 
.Pure air of freedom can the dea.dly virus 
of Bolshevism ancl social unrest be 
drstroyed." 

1 commend that article to every hon. member 
"as being \Veil worth reading. Tlwro is no 
doubt that the decision arriYed at by the 
L'nited State~ of America has harl a wide­
spread influence in inducing n1any pcrtJons 
·to think that other nations ought to do the 
same thing, but in that connection I want to 
equate an article which appeared 0<1 lth 
:September last in the Brisba.ne "Sun"-

"Mr. Stephen Leacock, head of the 
department of political economy at 
M'Gill UniYersity, Montreal, aq well as 
a humorist novelist, writing· on the warn­
ing of prohibition in America in the 
':\fational Review' just issued, sa.ys-

It is time that people in England 
should have proper warning of the 
social c:ttastrophe which has over­
whelmed America. VVhile there is yet 
time the danger should be a.vertod. 

From the crusade of a despised 
minority, a mark for good-natured 
ridicule rather than fear, tho pro­
hibition mOY{_,ment beearne a vast con­
tinental propaganda. backed by un­
limited money, engineered by organised 
hyrocrisy. Under the stress of war, it 
masqueraded as the crowning effort of 
patriotism. The war over, it sits 
cnthroned as a social tyranny, baeked 
l::.v tho full force of the law, the like 
of which has not been seen in English­
'P"aking countries since the fires died 
out at Smithfield." 

He points out that this question was nl'ver 
subntlttt:d to a national vote, but v;:as carried 
by the State Legislatures because large funds 
were :subscribed to pay professional agit.abws 
to go through the country, and they evcnt­
uall-.- succeec!cd in stamping their will on the 
members of the State Legislatures. 

Hon. G. PAGE-Ihxrn: It first came in 
State after State by popular vote. 

Hox. G. S. C'CRTIS: He spca.ks of H1cm 
as salaried agitators. I notice that J\1r. 
"Pussyfoot " ,Johnson has gone to England 
and is endcaYouring to convince the people 
there that prohibition is a desirable thing, 
but so far as I have been able to see they are 
not inclined to take it ycrv seriouslv. and I 
have SC·ell S{'\rcral n-'ry ant;Jsing inc{dents in 
the pa.]Wt·s. I saw one cartoon depicting ,John 
Bull' s house. J\Ir. '· Pussyfoot" Johnson has 
an assistant at l'\rerv doo1: and at every win­
dow, and there are several men on top taking 
off the roc£ J·o Sf'f', of c-ourse, \vhether there Is 

liquor there or not. ,John Bull comes out; 
he is YNY much alarmed. ''Do not be 
alarrncd," ~says ~-Ir. '"Pussyfoot" Johnson, 
'·we ar-:-' Dnly 1naking prBliminary investiga­
tions. \Yc haYP not ma-de up our minds to 
take poss~"s~ion or not." IIere is an opinion 
by an English writ~r, 1\Ir. Chesterton-

" It mav suit America to prohibit 
drinking, but it will not suit us. 

(( rrhf.l ~-\lncricans are a people vvithout 
tr" cliticm. and conseqrlCntlv without a 
Ion' of tlw br autiful. To them it means 
nothing) excepting a sort of double guard 
again~t a!10wi'ng a negro to get drunk. 

,; Thev rccllj:-;.p that to give the negro 
alroho1, ~ so long- a.s he e"'jp.t.,· undC'r the 
conditions at present qbtaining in the 
XorthPrn States of Arnorica. is a dan­
gerous and altog·ethor inadvisable thing 
to r1o, and jn:::trad of recognising that 
·what \YUS really ''Trang were the con­
ditions thee- assumed that the fault lay 
with the dri11k." 

His letter is certainly a Y('l'Y strong one, and 
ho rnaln~s out a goDd case against the English 
people's following the example of the people 
of the 'Cnited States. He reminds us that 
rna.n kno\YS of somcthi11g better to drink 
than wnhT. kno1rs ho·w to make it. and 
drinks it for hi., own betterment and the 
good Df his soul. 

I haYe here some particulars of tho results 
of the operations of the law in the State of 
Victoria. taken from the "Australasian" of 
the 9th November last. It gives the total 
number of houses and the number that werP 
abolished. Tho printing is not g-ood enough 
to <>nablc me to read it. but at anv rate the 
owners were compensated by a ·fund pro­
Yidcd by the trade itself. and tho amount 
came to· a ycry con~idora hie surn. 

I do not think I need detain hon. members 
anv lon,.er. One the one hand I have sai·d 
thitt I ~annat conceive of tho Government's 
possihly carrying· on the trade successfully. 
for the reasons I have alroadv stated and 
those given by :MilL The Government lack 
tho two essentials of s;,:tecess. ccono1ny and 
efficicncv, and the management of an hotel 
0a lls for constant and unremitting super­
vision in the intere,t of the comfort of those 
staying in the house. With reg-ard to the 
other question, I have already expressed my 
view that abolition of all the hotels seems to 
be inconceivable. unreasonable, and absurd­
it is impracticable and undesirable. If· it 
were carried throug-h our Australian wine 
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trade would be de,troycd. \Y e would not be 
able to get oYen a glass of our beautiful 
light colonial wines,. or of any colonial 
winos at all. I do not think tl:c 1 •cnpk Will 
c1.:er to anythin~x cf the kiud so 
absurd unreasonaLh~. I haYt~ Lepn a 
moderate drinker for many years past, and 
I do not fpc] any the worse for it. I think 
I feel all the better for it. and if I were 
deprived of the little alcohol I am in tho 
habit o± c~·.r~~'uruing after the day's \Vork ib 

over, I would feel vcrv miserable. If such 
;c law wen• passed it 'would help to make 
the wol'ld much more drab and sombre than 
it is at present, and if alcohol -does shorten 
the lives of a few to a slight extent, it is 
pointed out by tho article in " The Edin­
burgh Rcvie,v," that is more than compen­
sated for by the greater ease and comfort 
of those who have their glass of wine or 
whisky. (Laughter.) 

I do not think it wuuld be possible to 
abolish drink. If you tried to abolish it by 
statute, there would bo an illicit manufac­
ture and sale, and in a vast sparsely popu­
lated countrv like Australia it would be 
absolutely impossible to make such a law 
e!Icctivc. Evon if it wore enforced, the 
natural craving on the part of most people 
for some stimulant would mean that if they 
could net get alcohol they would get some 
drug'. son1othing else that -would be very 
much worse, which I feel sure would be very 
injurious. not only to indiyiduals, but also 
to tho State. 

The truth in regard to this matter lies 
between tho two extremes, • behwen tho pro­
posal to abolish the trade and the nroposal 
to give it unlimited freedom. It should be 
restricted and placed under snfficient control, 
and by that means the welfare of the country 
and the comfort and happiness of the people 
would be best conserved. I have here a 
letter by Lord Hugh Cecil on the question 
of tho restriction of liberty. Lord Hugh 
Cecil is a statesman with verv sound views 
and very sound principles. IIe is indepen­
dent and able to exprPss his opinions inde­
pendently-political influence does not l1ave 
to be brought to bear on him before he 
0 "DrP"""es his vie,vs. l-Ie writes to " The 
Times'':-
[4.30 p.m.] 

" It is no welcome task to oppose those 
who. animuted by excellent motives are 
striving to increase the national ' effi­
ciency in "-aging "ar. But I feel bound 
to say " \Yord in protest against the pro­
posals now being- put forward for tho 
legislative prohibition of tho sale of 
alcoholic liquor. 

"Th<'se proposals are ro~ommended, 
first. be~auso some of tho y;orkmcn whose 
labour is neceseary to furnish munitions 
of war, drink so much as to interfere with 
their capacity to labour: secondly, 
because Russia has prohibited the sale of 
vodka. and France the sale of absinthe. 
Both those reasons seem to me unconvinc­
ing. We have not been told tho number 
nf the workmen whose drinking habits--aiid 
impaired efficiency have caused the diffi­
cult:-·. I think we ought to be told. 
Until we know the extent of the evil, we 
cannot intelligently seek for a remedy. 
But I will guess the number to be ahout 
100,000. I cannot think it reasonable, 
wise, or even right that the liberty of the 
whole community should be restricted 
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be~ausc the habits of a few-in propor-­
tion to the whole, they are a few-are 
mischievous to the public interest. If 
liberty must be restricted--and every such 
restriction is lamentable-let it be the 
liberty of those who are in £,ault, not that 
of the entire people. Was there ever any­
thing less reasonable sugg·ested than that 
innumerable citizens, who arc perfectly 
temperate, and who have nothing what­
ever to do with munitions of war, ehould 
be deprived of a legitimate satisfaction, 
because some of the workmen ernploye-cf 
by Government are morbidly given to 
drink? And it would bo not onlv the 
liberty of all citizens, but the property 
and even the livelihood of some which 
would be threatened. For the liquor busi­
ness in all its branch•·s is a great industry, 
and to destroy it would be to impoverish 
largo numbers. This would not be 
n,tional law-making. It would be a 
.destructive inundation of ungoverned 
emotion. 1!\To hear, indeed, of compensa­
tion. But compensation would be almost 
impossibly complicated, and would be an 
additional bur-den to the he a vv laden 
national finances. And all this to correct 
the infirmities of 100,000 workmen ! One 
has heard of expensive methods of roast­
ing a pig. 

"But we uro told that Russia has sup­
pre"sed vodka, and France absinthe, and 
that tho suppression has been beneficial. 
One answer to this argument is that it is 
much too early to judge of the success of 
these experiments. The hand of authority 
in moral reform usually seems to succeed: 
at first; it is only in tho long run that 
tho counsels of freedom arc justified. 
Compulsory piety and compulsory cha'­
tity are proved failures. I doubt the· 
ultimate success of compulsory sobriety. 
But the answer which I would emphasise· 
is that our tra·ditions of personal liberty 
are not shared by our great allies. Great; 
Britain is a free country in a sense in 
which Russia does not pretend to be. 
And e.-en the French, democratic and 
zealous for equality as they arc, have 
never cared for the libCJ·tv of the indi­
Yidual as we care. In respect to libertv 
"Te stand almost alone. 'Slavery,' said 
Burke of tho American colonies. 'they 
c,m have anvwhere. Thev can have it 
from Spain,' they can have it from 
Prussia. Liberty they can ha.-c only from 
you. That is tho commodity of price of 
which .-ou ha,-o a monopoly.' In rcsnect 
to freedom we mnst not seek to learn from 
others-oven from our allies. Let us walk 
by the light of our own wisdom. 

" I will not discuss the proposal to· 
.-oluntary abstinence so strongly urged by 
th0 Archbishop of Canterbury and others. 
I am not quite in sympathy wit:h their 
lang·uage, nor is it my present intention 
m7·eelf to abstain. But all self-den" ing is 
admirable: and I do not at all desire to· 
discourage, anyone who is spontaneously 
disposed to this or any other self-denying­
practice. Ea<'h man must decide such 
n1att~rs 'in his own heart and conscience.,. 
Bnt if the Government should be so ill­
ad.-isc-d as to propose tho prohibition by 
law of the sale of all alcoholic liquors, or 
even of ardent spirits, I trust that they 
will be md in Parliument by an animated 
and unbending resistance." 

There is a serious omission from the Bili',. 
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inasmuch as it makes no provision for the 
compensation of owners whoso properties are 
taken over by the State, or whose properties 
may be seriously depreciated in value if total 
prohibition is brought about. There should 
be a distinct provisiDn in the Bill that they 
should be compensated. \Vith respect to the 
third que·tion-the continuance of the trade­
r think it wou]J be advisable to provide that 
the continuance should be subject to such 
restrictions and limitations as appear to bo 
desirable. It might be a good thing tD 
appoint a Royal Con1rnissiou to invcst1gat0 
the whole question. and upon its report the 
Government might be able to ·frame a suitable 
Bill. If the Bill goes info Committee, it is 
my intention to movo amendments in tho 
Jirection I have spoken of. 

HoN. G. PAGE-HANIFY: Without 
attempting to traverse the remarks of the ·han. 
gentleman who has just sat -down, I would 
point out that his arguments, in tho main, 
were arguments against son1othing whieh this 
Bill does not ask this Council to agree to. 
They \\ere arguments .against the enactment 
of prohibition. What we have to decide is 
purely and simply w.hether the people them· 
selves should have the right to -decide to 
extend tho provisions which arc already in 
tho law, giving them the right to decide upon 
the question of prohibition as a national 
issue. That. broadly, is tho proposal of the 
Brll. I need not say that. after :having 
devoted nearly a quarter of a century to~ 
agitating for tho recognition of the right of 
the people just about along the lines on which 
this Bill .g·oes, I am Ycry r]mc h in oa rnest and 
anxious that tho Bill should become law. I 
1nakc no apology either for sttying that in n1y 
opiniDn this settling-as I believe it is the 
only way Df settling-tho liquor problem, is as 
big· an i:.sue and as important an i;;:Buo as has 
ever engaged tho attention of this Council; 
and it is worth .all the time which han. 
HlPtnhers can give to it if, in the end, "\VC can 
CD'ne to a proper and reasonable solution, 
which I bP!iove will be found in the passing 
of the Bill. May I say quite frankl;c that 
what I fear is not that the Bi!l will be thrown 
out on its second reading, but t-hat some 
amendment may be) inserted in the Bill which 
will be unaccept-able to those who, after very 
careful and matm·e consideration have framed 
the Bill, and which will result in its loss? 

Han. A. G. C. I-IAWTIIOR!\": Are you 
Speaking for the Government? 

Hox. G. PAGE-HANIFY: I am not 
'peaking particularly for the Government. 
I am speaking for the whole part.v. This 
Hill comes down to this Parliament as a. 
distinct direction from the convention of 
tlw Labour party, who tho Government 
1'( present. 

H0n. i\ G. C HAWTHORN: You will have 
the Bill without amendment or else have 
no Bill at all? 

RoN. G. PAGE-HA::\'IFY: I am afraid 
that that will be tho position. I am afraid 
that it means that amendments will be 
in,erted which will be obnoxious to those 
"-lw framed tho Bill and which will bo 
obnoxious to tho principle of thP Bill, and 
that the i'lscrtion of those amendments will 
re-sult in tho loss of the measure. I hopo 
hon. gentlemen will not a I\ ow that. There 
arc "'vera! hon. members in this Council­
in fad. quite a fair number of members in 
tl"'' Council-who gon<'ra.lly vote against 

Government measures on whom I think we 
can surely depend for a vote in favour of 
this Bill. I venture to warn any so inclined 
to examine very careful1y any suggestion for 
tho amendment of the Bill, with the know­
ledge that amendments are likely to be 
brought forward with the intentiGn of 
jt'dpardising and losing the Bill. I warn 
them that thosc who know they cannot secur<' 
tho rejection of the Bill on the second read­
ing \Vill be ingenious enough to devise and 
lnsPrt plausible, well-seeming arnendrncnts­
with a vi<•w to getting the suiJport of han. 
rncmbf'rs, and thu:_l secure tho rejection of 
tho Bill. If hem. members who in tho past 
h"H' bee'l regarJed as tho frienJs of tem­
perance rpform will add their votes to those 
"ho sit Jwhi1ed tho Government anJ who arH 
nlod~·crt to support the Bill, the'n all will 
be well. and tho Bill will become an Act, 
and will place the people of Queensland in 
a rnoro favourable position to secure gcnu1no, 
iar-rraching roform-rcform far in advan9e 
of what is to be found in any other State rrr 
An~tralia; I \Vas going to say "in Anstra­
lasi ' " but that is not so. Tho liquor 
pmLicm. tow,rds the solution of which this 
Bill is a dcfmitc step, is a far-reaching, 
n anY-~ided OllC. Harry S. Warner. in one 
of the opening ch.cpters of his splendidly 
r~asoned book, "Social W elf arc and the 
Liquor ProbJen1," says--

,, 'l'he magnitude and complexity of 
1110 p:·phkm is almost beyond compr~­
hcnsion. It infests every sGurce of pubhc 
welfare. and is intermixed with almost 
every social an~ political question of 
ti1c• da v. Tho drmk traffic and 1ts effects 
o'l sociotv. and the effectual final solution 
of tho niazo of evils that arise from and 
are fostered b:v it, is truly tho greatest 
social problem." 

Probablv there is no one question that 
has ca us<od statosmon and politicians so much 
anxious thought as the liquor traffic and its 
eoncomitant evils and disastrous conse­
quences. By deen .Jesign .. wro.ught with 
MachiavPlian cunning, the hcenstng system 
has been grafted into our politi2s an:d ?ur 
public finance until many loose-thmkmg 
citizens have come to the conclusiOn that the 
traffic is a kind of public benefactor an:d 
ci\nnot b0 done without. But democracy Is 
awoke. and realises thet the eost m men 
;qod monev is too great. tho system too waste­
ful. and 'that we must find a cleaner 1!nd 
more economical method Df collectmg 
revenue. The liquor traders ever7where 
han' ~ubscribcd to the motto. and hved to 
it "Our Trade Our Politics." They are m 
p~1lirics " for keeps." anJ in every Britis-h­
speaking C'ommunit:v havG becornc a vcr:v 
real. a very forceful. and a very powerful 
anJ essentially evil political force. 

Iron. G. S. CuRTIS: They helped to put 
the present Government in power. 

Hox. G. PAGE-HANlEY: 'Thev may 
ha\'€. That is iust what I complain of-that 
thev are a political force, and that they are 
a hie to put Government~ in power. and that; 
thcv arc able to unseat Governments. They 
arc able to nnt themselves up for sale all 
the time. They arc an eyi] in politics, and 
it wonlcl he a good thing- to get that evil 
"''t e>f pn]itics. \Vhatever share thev may 
f"lVP bad in nutting- this Gov0rnmcnt or 
::> nP nt hf'r Grovcrnrnpn+. j nto powPr. I arn 
oppo<od to the'll. Whil<t the anti-liquor 
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forces hav'o allowed themselves to be divided 
along party lines, the liquor traders, well 
organised, skilfully led, and rich, have been 
able to defeat every effort to secure tho 
of!iciont public control of their trade. fully 
r< a !ising that once tho power to prohibit is 
centred in the people, thoir day of doom is in 
sight. 'l'hey fdly realise that the evil inherent 
in their traffic is so palpable and self-evident 
that no free. liberty-loving ptople v;oukl 
long tolerate it. No cmo knm' s better than 
tlw liquor traders that once tho people are 
,[(iYen tho unfettered power of deciding tho 
issue by a majority vote the knoll is sounded 
and the hour of doom is in sight. 

Hon. G. S. CuRTIS: You know that 
majorities are not always right. 

EoN. G. PAGE-HANIFY: I am more 
prepared to abide by majoritv rule than by 
rni:nority rule. 

Hon. A. G. C. HAWTHORN: That is not the 
<:·a2o in New Zealand. 

HaN. G. PAGE-HANIFY: I do not know 
whether it is tho ca,c in New Zealand or 
not. I hope to be able to ,ohow a little la,, r 
that, if tho majority had been allowed to 
rule in Now Zealand, they wonld havo had 
national prohibition as far back as 1911. I 
do not know 1-vhat the -issue n1ay be to-dav. 
I realise that tho war has upset {nanv things, 
and probably opinion which was formerly 
stable in that country may have become 
UlBtable: but I am still hoping that hon. 
gentlemen will find, whAn the complete 
figures como from New Zealand, that COYJ­

tinuance has not been carried. as has been 
asserted in our papers. 1-Iowevcr, at present 
we are in ignorance about that. The people 
have now learned the lesson that the licensed 
liquor traffic is a politically created and lL 

politi0ally fostered and protected c,-il: and 
they realise that the first stop to secure its 
abolition is to got it out of politics. That 
is tho essence of this Bill-" Let the people 
decide." But before leaving the question 
of the political protection afford<>d to this 
traffic, let me quote what the late Lord 
Randolph Ch12..rchill had to say on the 
subject. He, I take it. was not particularly 
a tcn1peranco advocate. I Virould ask hon. 
members to ponder a~d analyse his words. 
and sec if they do not ring true. and if 
thev arc not in aocordarwe with their own 
kno<~le-dge and experience. In the " Life of 
Lord Randolph Churchill," vol. ii., page 398, 
I f\nd tho follo.wing :-

"Tho groat obstacle tn temperance 
reform undoubtedly is the wholesale 
manufacture of alcoholic drink. These 
manufacturers are small in number, but 
they are very wealthy." 

And those are the folk who would score 
if the Ron. li'Ir. Curtis were listened to and 
provision were made for the payment to 
tl,em of monetary eomp.ensation. It is not 
tho licensed victualler-he is only a pawn 
in the game·-but it is the man behind the 
l:··ensod victualler who scores alwavs when 
there is anv compensation to be paid. If 
vou read through the proceedings of the 
Licenses Reduction Board in Victoria, of 
which the Hon. Mr. Curtis is so enamom·ed, 
vou will find that the licensed victuallers 
have ha(l ll verv small proportion of the 
comncm~atlon paid. In many cases, you 
wonld find that. where a license was extin­
gnish<'d. the lic<>nsed victualler got a nominal 
compensation of £1. It is the big trader 
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behind who i~ the n:al danger, and that is 
\Vhat the lJOOpJ.g \Yallt to get at. 

lion. E. W. H. FoWLES: What proportion 
of Queensland hotels aro •· tied" houses? 

Hox. G. PAGE-HANIJ.i'Y: I could not tell 
the hon. gentleman. 

II on. T. I\ EVITT: In Great Britain it, is 
92 per cent. 

Ho:-<. G. PAGE-HANIFY: I know there 
is u very considerable proportion. The 
quotation continu('s-

" rrhe-.:c manufacturers exercise enor~ 
1nous influence, Every publican in the 
country nearly, certain1v nin(:"'\-tPnths of 
the p~blioans · in the coi.mtry, aro their 
abject ancl tied slave,'·· There jg abso­
lutnly no free will, and the wholesale 
manufacturers of alcoholic ·drink have an 
enormously poworflll political organisa­
tion, so powerful and so highly prepared 
that it is almost like a Prussian anny; 

" It can be mobiliBed at anv InorrH~nt, 
and brought to bear on the point which 
is threatened. Up to now this gr<>at 
cla·,c, has srwcessfullv intimidated the 
Government, and successfully intimidated 
niCmbers of Parlia1nent." 

Han. A. G. C. HAWTIIOR~: Does that appl,Y 
here? 

HoN. G. PAGE-HANIFY: It applie6 here, 
and it applies to every British community. 

Hon. P. J. LEAHY: It docs not apply to 
this Council? 

Hox. G. PAGE-HANIFY: I hope it does 
not, but I will answer the hon. gentleman's 
que6tion after lho Bill has been finally dealb 
with by tho Council. It certainly applied 
to the' Council when liquor reform was before 
it previously. Lord Randolph Churchill 
continued-

" In fact, they have directly over­
thrown two Governments, and I do not 
wonder. I do not blame Governments 
for being a little timid of meddling with 
them. But in view of the awful misery 
which does arise from the practically 
unlimited and uncontrollod sale of alco­
holic drinks in this country, I tell you 
you my frank opinion-the time has 
already arrived when we must try our 
strength with that party. 

"Do imagine what a prodigious social· 
reform, what a bound in advance wo 
should have made, if we could curb and 
control this destructive and devilish 
liquor traffic, if we could manage to 
remove from among us what I have called 
on former occasions the fatal facility of 
recourse to the bocrhouse which besots 
every man and woman, and really, one 
may say, every child, of the working 
clas,es in England." 

vVE' have now reached our last obstacle as 
far as t.his Bill is concerned. The liquor 
traders confidently rely upon this Council. 

Hon. E. W. H. FowLES: That is hardlv 
fair. The publicans put m the pnoscn't 
Government. 

HaN. G. PAGE-HANIFY: I shall be able 
to show you upon what grounds I make that 
statement. I say the liquor trade still rely 
upon this Council. I am hoping that their 
reliance will prove to be based upon a rotten 
reod-t.hat this Council will show to them 
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t1mt during the past five years they ha,·e 
progreesed with the trend . of thought 
.throughout the world and rea!Jsed that thiS 
is a matter for the people to decidf!., I a'!' 
.not fearing the result of th: CounCils dec1· 
sion. I am very hopeful mdeed that tins 
Bill is going to become law, although, as I 

,5 ay, the liquor tr~ders are relymg upon the 
•Council to throw It out. I say that because 
I realise what happened on a prc:wus occa. 
sian, and in saying i~ I am not disparagmg 
c1n any way the good mtontwns of many hou. 
members. Will the Council prove to be tl~e 
insurmountable obstacle? For its credit s 
sake I hope not. There is probably no State 
in the world to·day, that, given the passmg 
oi this Bill will be in a more favourable 
position to 'secure the annihil~tion o~ the 
r.nrime-producing, home~?estroying, rrusery­
begetting, drunkard·makmg system knmvn as 
the lic<mse·d liquor traffic than Queensland, 
and the responsibility of making or marrmg 
tJ1is Bill lies on this Council. Look out on;r 
ihe world. The licensed liquor traffic IS 
doomed. 'Will members of this Council be 
so i!l.advised as to oppose this Bill-to 
.defeat it or to so amend it as to destroy it? 
If they ·do, a day of reckoning. will. surel,s 
•Come and the wreckmg of this Bill wul 
~ount heavily in tho indictment against the 
Council when th0 Bill C'O!YH~s bofol'e the 
oovereign people. This Bill goes to bedrock. 
It gives the people power to annlhiiate the 
whole hateful traffic. Most people when the:" 
·mentally visualise tho traffic see only the 
I icensed. victuallers, who are merely pawns 
in the game, and the main efforts of ~he anb-
1iquor forces have f?r years been mistakenly 
·concentrated on closmg tho open bar. That IS 
treating a symptom instead of getting to the 
source of t.he disease and rootmg It out. Let 
me quote a few remarks ma.de by Mr. \Y. G. 
'Caldenvoocl one of America's great prolu· 
bition leaddrs and orators. in a magnificent 
address to the Methodist ministers of Minnea· 
polis, as in those rernarks he put the . case 
in a nutshell. He told of a subordmatc 

-officer in the Civil \Var who was onicrc:d 
with his diYi~ion" to Pupport the general Hl 

command of the firing line. Re]>orting for 
dutv and orders. he was told: '· Pitch in 
1ny.where: its blank good fighting ~nywhere 
along the line." Mr. Calderwood sald-

" That was picturesque, but it was 
crude-th<l general who puts no more 
plan than that into his A ghting will only 
descne defeat-and get it." 

He adds-
" Our fighting has been mostly on the 

' pitch in anywhere' plan." 

If this mav be said of tho fight in America. 
how much" n1orc true of our scra111ble in 
Australia' :\h. Calderwood contirlues-

" Indeed we have not studiPi:l the evil 
comprehen~ively; we have known with 
every ftbre of our manhood >tnd ever~; 
corpuecle of our patri.otic ~lood that It 
was evil, and only evd. \\ e have w1th 
that knowledge proceeded to damn lt 

dogmatically and curse it by catechiem. 
Through the lack of fuller knowledge, 
we have habitually mistaken the saloon 
for the head of the evil, and struck our 
blows at it. 

" Had we pummelled its head. the 
brewery, with our civic fists as hard a':'d 
persistently as we have pounded Its 
,finger&, the saloon, we should be less 
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winded and it would be taking the count. 
Had \Ve swung for its solar -plexus. the 
licemed system, with the same power and 
purpose and success that we have rapped 
iF knuckles, the saloon, we would have 
alreadr flashed the message to our Cap· 
tain:u'\'-~e fla1Y, V\8 fought, \V8 con­
quered in Thy name,' and hell would 
have crape on its door knob. Let us drive 
home the truth that ' local option' aims 
to crush the fingers, the open bar, whilst 
prohibition strikes at the vital organs­
the head and heart of the ' trade'-the 
brewery. the distillery, the wholesale 
traders." 

lYe !war much nowadays about making the 
world safe for democracy. Surely it is 
obvious that the world can never be safe 
for democracy whilst the liquor traffic sur­
r·i r·c' ' Let tiw people decide. The essence 
of democracy is the government of the 
poople, bv the peoplo, for the people; hence 
the demand acc<'ded to in this Bill, to let 
the people say by a simple majority vote 
>rhat thev will do with the liquor traffic. 
The sm·e"reign people claim this as their 
right; and \vhy should they not? Let me 
a'k : I~ Hwre one hon. member in this 
Ch<>mber .,,.ho can stand up and give us even 
one sound logical reason why thls evil­
pwducing traffic should be aliowed to con­
tinue-one reason that justifies the legislators 
in protecting it from the direct decision of 
the people? 

Ron. G. S. CcRTIS: Yes, you will find it 
in that article by the Dean of Canterbury. 

HoK. G. PAGE.HA;'I.TIFY: We have not 
heard anY argument in that case, and I make 
bold to s·n~- tl1at we shaJ t not h(:'ar any argu­
ment of the kind on this Bill. To merely 
quote all the damning denunciations by groat 
thinkers that are available would use up all 
the time that this House will be in session, 
and then we should not have exhausted the 
supply or haYo said enough.. But l~t me 
quote just a fmv of those opimons. RIChard 
l'obden-and I have as much respect for his 
Yie11· of thio matter as I haYe for the opinion 
of .Jnhn Stuart Mill, quoted hv our friend 
the Ron. Mr. Cmtis-Richard Cobden said-

" The temperance cause is the founda-
tion of all social and political reform." 

That is ouite true; it is tho foundation of 
ali rdorn1. and if you are going to uplift the 
people socially. you must begin at the 
beginning and make the foundation sure. 

Ron. E. \\'. H. FowLES: Your Government 
have been four years beginning. 

Hox. G. PAGE.HA:--;IFY: The hon. 
g-entleman knows that if I had had a say 
in the question as to when the beginning 
should he made, we should have had this 
Bill a long time ago. 

Ron. A. G. C. HAWTHORN : Did you support 
onr Six o'Clock Closing Bill? 

Ho:-.:. G. PAG..E·HANIFY: I was not here 
at the time. but I may frankly sav that I 
>vas opposed to the Six o'Clock Closing Bill, 
because I realised that, if that Bill was 
successful. that would end the reform. 
Although I admit that. 6 o'clock closing is a 
yerv desirable thing to bring about, I do not 
r<'g~rd it as reform at all when you place it 
in the balanm against the Initiative and 
Rcferendurn Bill, which would have given, 
ur this Bill which gives, the whole people 

Han. G. Page·Hanify.] 
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the power to abolish the liquor traffic 
;,\together. Abraham Lincoln said-

" Tho liquor traffic is a cancer m 
society eating out the vitals and 
Jhreat~ning destruction, and all attempts 
~o regulate. it will not only prove abor­
tive, but will aggravate the enl. There 
must be no more attempts to regulate the 
cancer· it must bo eradicated; not a 
root m'ust be left behind; for until this 
is done all classes must continue in 
clangor of becoming victims of strong 
drink. If it is a crime to make a counter­
feit dolhr it is ten thousand times a 
,vorse crim~ to make a counterfeit n1an." 

And yet the liquor traders are making 
counterfeit n1cn eYerv day, and haYe Inadc­
millions since Lincoln spoke. ::\Ir. 'William 
::\feKinlev another great American, said-

" B~r legalising this traffic we agree 
to sha.re ":ith the liquor seller the respon­
sibilities and evils of his business. Every 
man ,vho votes for license becomcJ of 
necessitv a partner to the liquor traffic 
and all its. consequences-the n1ost 
degradin.g and ruinous of all human 
pursuits. ' 

~one of the men whose opinions an1 
quoting, -except perhaps, _Abrahanl Lincoln, 
can be cla.s;~ed as terr1perance adYoC'ates. 
Theodore Roosevelt, who had immense 
experience when he \Vas Cornn1issioner of 
Police for ~ow York, said-

" The friends of the saloon-keepers 
denounc ~d their opponents for not treat­
ing the saloon business like any other. 
'l'he best answer to this is that tho busi­
ness is not like any other buinc's, and 
that the actions of tho saloon-keepers 
themselves conclusively prove this to be 
tho case. The business tends to produce 
criminality in ,tho population at large 
and lawbreaking among the saloon­
keepers themselves. ·when the liquor men 
are- allowed to do as thev wish, thev 
aro sure to debauch, nor o'nly tho bod~­
social but the body politic also. The 
most powerful saloon-keeper controlled 
the politicians and the police. \vhilo the 
latter in turn terrorised and blackmailed 
all other saloon-keepers. If the American 
people do not control it, it \Yill control 
then1." 

The AnH'rican people haYe done IYith con­
trolling-they have fired it out. and it \vill 
nevpr got back. They han' the force of public 
opinio11 behind the firing out as lYe 1vill 
ha vc if we pa.-;s this Bill. and it is fired ont 
in Queensla.nd. Lord Roseber~·. a British 
states1nan, said-

" I ant not a fanatic in ten1perance 
reform, but no one can d0nv that there is 
too much drink in this coui1tn-, and that 
ImLch of the crime and mt;ch of tho 
paupe1·iem. and almost all the degradation 
prevalent in this countr.v, are attributable 
to the curse of drink. It is becoming too 
great a power in the State. I go so far 
as to sav this--that if the State does not 
soon co1itrol this liquor traffic, the liquor 
traffic will control the State." 

Almost word for wood what Roosevelt said. 
Britain has been trying· to control the liquor 
traffic. and ·we kno"v vvhat a nwss they haYo 
been making of it. but, notwithstanding· \Yhat 
the Hon. Mr. Curtis said with regard to 
'" Pnssvfoot " J obnson, he is the forerunner 
of those who are entitled to ha\·e Yaluo giYcn 
to their opinions, and Britain, with a\! its 
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c·onseryatism, \Yill probably be a prohibitio.n, 
countn- \Yithin fiye years. Economic condi­
tions 'will force them into that P<!sitio_n, 
because the great United States, w1th Its 
tcetota.lism, will have a more than 10 per cent. 
adYantage over all tho producers of every 
other country. 

An HoxouRABLE MEMBER: Prohibition has­
not had a fair hial. 

Hox. G. PAGE-HANIFY: I han' not pre­
pared my a·ddress on those lines, but .I. ~an 
shO\Y the hon. gentleman whore prolubitwn 
has had a fair trial for m·er thnty years Ill 
one g-reat State, ttnd where nothing but good 
can be said of the result. Joseph Chamber­
lain, anothP!' great British statesman, said--

" If there is in the whole of this business 
DT'\7 .:;;ino·le cncoura<rino· feature, it is bound' 
~o'·o~ f~und in th~ g~thering itnpatience 
of the people at the burden ;vh1ch they 
are bound to hear, 1and the1r grown:g· 
ind1o·nation and sense of shame and dis­
"Tar';, \Yhich t-hov impose upon them. The· 
fie!'\' serpent of drink is destr?J:'ing our 
nco}-~le, and now th~:v. arc awa1t1ng w1t~ 
longmg eyes the uphftmg of the l'E'medy. 

These an' not the ravings of ''"hat ~{OU might 
call eomc temperance fanatic; they arc the 
sayings of g~:cat st~tes1n.en -who ~ce . t?o 
tren1ClHlnus f'VIl that 1s bmng wrought n.g,ht 
throun-hont the civilised world. Those forcible 
prono~ncen1cnts of six great . ~!atesmBn. 
lcarlPl?. oi n1en, surPly carry conYICti_or:! Let. 
us then take a like number of op1mor:s. o{ 
g-reat h'n'l<'rs in another than the pohtical 
sphere. John Ruskin said-

;, The <'ncouragcniCnt of drunkenne"S 
for the sctke of the profit on the sale of 
drink i' ccrtainlv one oJ the most 
r-rin1inal m_ethods ~ of assassination for 
money 1hitherto ador~\ed by the braYos of 
an;; a ;;e or country. 

Gene"al Booth, who had the moans of know­
ing:-hc wa5 right -down in ~he dr0gs of 
societY fo1· y0ars and vears~sa l·d--
, . " :\ in~-tonths of, our pon'rt,-. squalo~·, 

Yif'c. and crime sp1~ng· fron1 tlf-1s 
poisonous tap-root. Society, by '"" 
habit::;:. customs, and la"lvs, has greased 
the slope dmn1 which these poor 
creatures slide to perdition." 

It is pratt,- clear that t~o foundation. of 
socinl reform is t'hc abohbon .of the drmk 
trafflc. ~\rchibishop Ireland saJCl-

,; The great cause. of sorial crin1e ~& 
ch·inlc The great cause of J10verty JS 

drink. vYhen I hear of a fannly broken 
up, and ask thD cause-ch:1nk .. I_f I go 
to the o·allows and ask Its nctnn the 
cause. tl~e nnswer-drink. Then, I ask 
nn . .,elf in 'YondPrment. 1.vh~' do not men 
pt.tJ a stop to this thing? '' 

\Y0ll he mig·ht ask that. Cardinal }fanning-
said- . 

·'For thirtv years I have been pnost 
and bishop ·· in London, and I now 
approach my eightieth year .. I neve 
lean)('cl :-;orne lessons. and the ftrst. thing'· 
i~ this: The chief bar to the worktng of 
the Holv Spirit of God in. tho s<!uls of 
1nen and 1vomen is intoxi-cating- dnnk .. _T 
know no antagonist to that Hol~- Sp1r1t 
more direct. moro subtle, mo_re stealt)1y, 
n1ore ubiquitous than ·nto~ncr~uug 
drink." 

John \Yesley '·aid-
" _-'\.ll who sell liquors in the common 
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way to any who will buy are poisoners 
general. They murder His Majesty's 
subjects by wholesale: neither does their 
eye pity nm· spare. They drive them to 
O::tell like sheep. And what is their gain? 
Is it not the blood of these men? Who, 
then, would envy their large estates and 
sumptuous palaces? A curse is in the 
midst of them. The curse of God is in 
their g-cnd0ns, thPi1· groves a fire that 
burns in tho nethermost hell. Blood, 
blood, is there. The foundation, the 
floors. the walls, the roof, arc stained 
with blood." 

~ot one of thc.'e denouncements but 1s 
capab;c of proof. They carry conYiction of 
ilh'ir truth to en'rY lH•arer. \Yc know that 
the irulicttllL'llt call~lot be refuted. And yet 
lwcau:-:e the traftil' has been and is politically 
protl'cted it still sunivco. ThP definite is,ue 
~ef o rc· us to-da v is not to decide between tho 
continuance o( licen::;ing or the substituting 
of prohibition or a s.vstcin of State control 
and l1HlllUgClllCllt. "\Vhat c-.;Tc haYC to d_ccido 
is shall the <'lectors \vho arc so vita!ly 
iuten•"tcd be invested with the wider powers 
of decision th>ct this Dill proposes? \Vhen 
thC' prope-r tin1r con1•'~ I atn pr0.pared to 
argnl' the \Yhole C{lH:.-;tion, and an1 so satisfied 
of the logical souurlnc'ss of thu argunwnts 
and illmtrations of results that c1n be 
adduced in faYour of complete and abwlut3 
prohibition of the nlaitufacture, in1portation, 
.a.ncl sa.lP of akohol for beYcragc use, and 
against the continuance of the traffic either 
jn priyatc~ hands ns at presl"nt or under 
GoYt'rnntcnt control or m<-ulagcment, that I 
am a bsolutrol~· conYincccl that the pa·,--ing of 
this BilJ \Yill he lJUt th" prelude to tho 
achicYing Df prohibition in Queendnnrl fron1 
and after 1st Julv. 1925. Endless hcts and 
fi!!urcs eoulcl be quotod sho\Ving tho terrible 
('O;:)t, financial and ecmJon1ic, of the drink 
traflie: but I nkc it that the case against 
alcohol i' alrPady proYen, and that to nccd­
lPssly clilatr' U[){)n this aspect \\·ould bo an 
in~u!t to the intel!igcnce -and powers of 
obsf•n·ation of bon. gentlcruen. This Bill is 
a crystalli, ation iuto Jegi'3lation of practically 
all that tlw temperance refor,ncrs of Queens­
land lunc bPen agitctting for aud clcC'llanding 
fron1 successive GoYcrnments for the past 
twcntY-Ii YC wars. Th0 18°5 Act limited the 
Yotc to rateila,·crs. It was faulty in treating 
a Statc'-'Yidr· problen1 as a parish 1nattcr, 
and also it duplicatNl and tripled the yoting 
powrrs of owner.s of property, thus many 
ti 1nrs enabling absentee o'\vners of vacant 
allotments to force the " pub" on the pro­
testin~t rc:siclP11ts. The first rc solution under 
that 'Act prm·ided for caacellation of all 
lic0nses in an area, but required a two­
thirds majoritY. So that n-orv license held 
sinr·e 1885 has· bePn held c·.ubiPct to the right 
of the people to eanccl it. The second reso­
lntion JlrOYi ded a reduction of licenses in an 
area on a bare n1a iorih~ vot~. The third 
r-esolution provided · aga{nst a.n increase in 
lircn.•-ws in an area, also on a bare n1ajority 
Yote. The first resolution pr<wed useless for 
reform purposes. The handicap in regard 
to the majoritv ancl tho faulty franchise was 
too solid an obstacle. The second resolution, 
as reductio11 clanses cvcry'\Yhere haYc prov0d, 
was found to be cf little value. The seme 
of fairn{-?~s of thP avcrag-{~ elector reYoltcd at 
rlPpriv1ng "A," '·B," anll ·'C'' po:::·sibly, of his 
licf'l1S{' and thus cmlccnh·ating the n1onopol:v 
held hY nll others in tho area without 
materia-lly affecting tho matter of makiug any 
very y;siblc rr,duction. The third resolution., 

however, proved to bo very effective in pre­
venting the undue increase of licenses. Of 
course, it is well known that the licensed 
liquor seller who is already in possession of 
an area, and the temperance people who want 
to prevent any n1ore licenses, work 'vith a 
certain amount of harmonv for the same 
object. Thus the third rcsol;;tion did a great 
deal of good in populous centres by pre· 
venting undue increase. A great deal of 
the cit,- of Brisbane itsp]f ha,s been benefited 
in that way. 

Ceaseless agitation continued until 1911. 
when Mr. Denham brought in an amending­
Bill. This Bill, as introduced, changed the 
vote from the loc:>l authority roll to the 
eh,ctoral roll. It mad" proYision for a 
triennial poll in an clectQl'ato or portions or 
groups of elpctmates. It rcquir<>d a 10 per 
cent. petition, and narro\vcd· the issue to 
reduction bv one-fourth or continuance. It 
also postpont'd the first poll until 1~16, thu~ 
ere lting a ciose preserve for fire years, and 
made a further valuable present to the liquor 
traders by creating a v~.::stcd interest, as it 
vvcrc. which prt~\'iously was non-existing·, by· 
deferring the poll on no license until 1925. 

Hon. B. W. II. FowLES: :\Ir. Welsby 
accepted that timB as eompensation. 

Ilo)f. G. PAGE-HAKIFY: I will deal· 
with that when that clause comes forward. 
This Yaluable gift of trade comprised a most 
pernicious for111. of compensation and rnore· 
than count-erbalanced any anti-trade cLauses 
which thE' Bill containBd. One plcaoing­
fcaturc was 1hat the Bill as introduced and 
passed through the Assembly definitely 
aftirnwtl the right of the eJ.r•ctors to a decision 
bv a bare majorit;.· vote. This feature was­
challenged. in the .interests of the liquor 
trade, during tho Assembly debat.es, and not­
withstanding the usual bitterness of party 
conflict tho AssE,mbly upheld the principle of 
unreserved majority rule by a vote of 51 
to 3. N e,r,dless to say, the three were pro­
nounced liquor advocates. Kot one of them 
is now in PaTlianwut. One is dPad. The 
Denham Bill was unsatisfactory to the reform, 
forces when it left tho Assemblv; bllt when, 
after two years' 'vrangllng a.nd~ n1angling, it 
finally left tl1e Council, it was absolutely 
useless as an effectiYe reforn1 1neasur-c~. If 
the trade influence had. for the moment, 
weakened in the Ass,cmbl~·, it certainly 
" ruled the roost" in the Council. I have­
here what I believe to be a fair. impartial, 
unprejudiced analysis of tho voting on this­
Bill in the Council. 

Hon. E. W: H. FOWLES: Half a loaf is 
better than uo bwad, assuredly, if you arc 
hungry. 

HoN. G. PAGE-HAJ\'IFY: This analvsis, 
summarised, shows that there were , 110· 
amendments proposed in the Council. 
Ninety-one, or 82 per e:,nt., '"ere suggested 
and snpportcd b,· the Hon. Peter :\Iurphy, 
tho Hon. C. F. Nielson, the Hon, G. W. 
Gray. and the !Ion. F. l\1. llart-all ,;entle­
mcn who arc known to bo prominently 
i-dentified with the liquor traffic. 

I-T on. P. J. LEAHY: What did they do? 

Ho)f. G. PAGE-HA::\IFY: I will show 
what the liqu01c people thought thev did. I 
will quote hom a quart0dy propaganda 
magazine, "The Queensland People." The 
matter quoted appeared in the "Sun" of 9th 
NoYember, 1913. Han. gentlemen can judge, 
hom this vv.hether I was justified in making: 

lion. Q. Page-Hanify.J 
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, the remarks to which the Hon. JYlr. Fowles 
, to.ok eXC·Cption-

,, \Vo reprint in full a report of pro­
ceedings at a welcon1e 1nooting recently 
tendered by the Rockhampton branch of 
the Liocnscd Victuallers' Association to 
the delegates attcmding the annual con­
ference held in that city. \Ve direct the 
attention of those who joined i"u•e with 

·our attitude at the time of last State 
election to the outspoken address of- JYir. 
O'Connor, the president of the United 
Li<'"nsed Victuallers' Association. That 
the liquor traders expected more and 
were ·disappointed, does not alter tho 
significance of his statement that there 
was a compact with the Gov.ernment, and 
that ' liquor trade' moneys were used in 

·.the interests of Go,·ernrnent candidates." 
"The sentences that we have italicised 

·are particularly 
unusuallv candid 
trade'· n1~ethodG.'' 

'This was the editorial 

interesting .as an 
admission of ' liquor 

not<>. 
·.The report from the "Sun" reads in part-

,, Mr. ::Ylorrison, who had arriv·ed in 
tho meantime, briefly proposed the 
health of tho visitors, coupled with the 
names of :\Iossrs. O'Connor and Gralton. 
The toast was received enthusiastically. 
Mr. O'Connor, in responding, said that 
the delegates had not come to Rock­
hampton to enjoy themselves. They ha-d 

·com" then) to help the trade of Queens­
land. The time had arrived when 
license-d Yictuallers north, south, east, and 
west must pull together as one body. 
That was the grC"at object they had in 
view at the 1911 conference in Brisbane. 
The;<' would remember the Liquor Act 
\Vhich was introduc·ed in tho Legislative 
Assembly then and the long, arduous 
fight that \Yas put up against it, 
especially in the LegislativD Council. and 
eventualh- the Government ·declared tho 
Bill lost." The Brisbane 'trike of 1912 
altered n1att"rs verv 1nateriallv as far as 
the Government wa"s concerned. and thev 
went to the countn a few months earlic"r 
than wa:-- ,expected~" 

<This is the italici, ,d portion-
" They then got an assurance from the 

Government that they \Yerc going to 
introduc<? a Bill into Parliament dealing 
with liquor reionn in a very n1uch 
modified form to the 1911 Act. The Home 
Sccretar:.< (:'lir. Appel) stated that at 
Beenleigh. The association were also 
assured by the Go\'Ornment that the new 
n1·E'asure ,;·auld not sanction any confisca­
tion of property. 2\'aturally the executive 
in the Southern district, having a good 
deal of money at their disposal, decided 
that it was part of thPir duty to support 
a Government that would make such 
prornit'eB. They aft{'r\vards found, how­
ever. that the 1912 Bill was verv much 
more drastic than the 1911 one. "One of 
their objects iu holding the conference at 
Roekhampton, ther·efore, was to get the 
rradc in g-ood fighting trim in tho Central 
district the same as in other parts. It 
,, as their object now to adopt a >scheme 
·;o that they would be united, not only in 
'(ockhampton, but in the whole of the 
'Yent:~·-two electorates of Queensland. 

The Liquor Act would have been very 
much worse than it was but for tho 
a~- ~.stanC'o the association received from 
·'h<> 'Cppor House. The Bill would have 

, [H!Jn. G. Page-Hanify. 

been a great deal worse if it had not 
been for the influence .and money they 
had at their command. These people 
who got the money sold them, and there­
for-e took their money under false pre­
tences. They had told them that before, 
and the present Government knew it. 
The association had a good scheme now 
for raising money in the <::<Yeral dis~ 
tricts." 

A bit further down he says-
,, The organisation of Southern Queens­

land was first class; they would be pre­
pared to fig·ht loeal option there to-mor­
row. If the Liquor Act had gone through 
as it was first introduced. thev would haYe 
had to fight reduction and" local option 
at the same time ; but they had put off 
local option until 1925, and then it had 
to obtain a three-fifths majority. The 
temperance people h.ad also to get the 
signatures of 10 per cent. of the electors 
to a petition for a reduction, and then 
obtain an affirmative vote of 33 per cent. 
Had it not been for the Brisbane associa­
tion, they would have got tho Liquol' ~-l.ct 
frYe or six years ago instead of last 
Parlianwnt. Thev know it must even­
tually come; but Queensland was thE' last 
State in tho whole Commonwealth to 
amend its liquor laws, and they could 
thank the Brisbane association for having 
kept the amendment off so long." 

There is a very frank confession there which 
I think it is worth while to record. Xo \YOI1dcr 
that tho Denham Liquor Bill was a dis­
appointment to the tempe.rance electors! 
\Vol! might we ask, "Who shall rule-the 
people or the liquor traffic? " 'l'he temper­
ance forces were divided for a time bv acute 
differences of opinion with reg-ard "to the 
Denham Liquor Bill, but they soon woke up 
again to its irnpcrfcctions and got together. 
I ha vc here a .draft of a memorial that \\'as 
prcpa1·cd in 1913, from which I sha 11 re-ad a 
brief extract to show just \vhat the temper­
ance people were asking of the Government. 
and for which they have been asking ever 
since. I may say that this mc•morial 'vas 
never prescntrsL .. AJthough an arnendment 
of the Liquor Bill was corning before Parlia­
ment. Jl.lr. Deriharn refused to receive the 
temperance people. He had had enough. He 
had been getting abuse from both sides. He 
had tried to please both sides and had 
pleased nobody, and he was unable to see 
them at all, because he- was too shy. So that 
second amending Bill came forward \vithout 
any opportunity to the reform party to place 
their dews before the Government, but those 
views wow placed in this shape, and they 
have stood ever since-

"A~!EXD~IENT oF 1912 LrQuoR AcT. 

" That, in view of the in~cnded reopen­
ing and amending of the Liquor Act, we 
resppctfully urge upon the Gove·rnment 
the pressing need for the amendments 
noted bdow-

(a) The inclusion of a prm·ision for 
taking a triennial St"te option vote 
lor and against the prohibition of the> 
manufacture·, importation, and sale of 
alcoholic beverages. 

(b) Triennial polls throughout the 
State, automatic and without request, 
on prohibition or continuance, the first 
such poll to be taken in 1916. 

(c) All polls to be decided on majority 
vote, irrespecti;·e of the· number of 
electors voting. 
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,d) ::\a time notice and no compensa­
tion for licenses forfeited as the result 
of closing by vote of the electors." 

As hon. members are aware, in 1915 the 
elections unseated the Liberal or Denham 
Gowrnment. This Bill presented now is just 
\Yhat the organised temperance forces have 
all a long be€n declaring to be necessary to 
enable the people to get ri'C! of the liquor 
evil, and it is, further, a proof positive of 
the> steadfast adherence to principle and the 
political consistE>ncy of the Que·ensland 
Labour party. The Labour partv, when in 
opposition, endeavoured to amend the local 
option clauses of the Donham Liquor Bill. 
and the text of the proposed amendment will 
lw found in "Hansard,'' volume cix .. page 
2002. It is in the form of a contingent noticB 
of motion in the name of Mr. Lennon, who 
at that time wa~ leading the Labour party, 
~Ir. Bowman bemg in England:-

" That it be an instruction to the Com­
mittee-that they have power to recast 
Part VIII. of the Bill to make provision 
for-

(1.) State option in lieu of local 
option. 

(2.) Substitution of the following 
resolutions for those m the present 
Bill:-

(a) That no more new licenses shall 
be granted in the State; 

(b) That the State shall manage all 
new licenses, if new licenses are to 
be granted; 

(c) That the sale of liquors in the 
State shall be prohibited; 

(d) That the State manage the 
whole liquor trade, if the sale of 
liquor is not prohibited. 
(3.) A poll on (a) and (b) to be taken 

on such day in the month of June, 
1913. as the Minister may fix by noti­
fication in the ' Government Gazette.' 

(4.) A poll on (a), (b), (c), and (rl) to 
be taken in the month of June, 1918, 
and thereafter every three years. 

(5.) All consequent amendments." 

That motion did not come before the House 
because the Speaker ruled it out of order, 
bnt J read it to show the consistencv of the 
partv to which I belong, which, \vhen in 
opposition. advocated a particular line of 
policy. and now, when in power, brim; for­
ward a Bill to giYe effect to it. even though 
it is after several vears, a.s the Hon. Mr. 
Fowles says. It is 'a Bill which throws thB 
right of decision on the neople in a matter 
in >Yhich th<'y arc so vitally concerned. 

Another reason why the Council should 
pa's this Bill is that it has the approval of 
thos0 who are cntitlNl to speak for the 
organised churches and temperance forces of 
Queensland. ,Hon. members have doubtless 
l'ecei-n:d similar cotnn1unications to those 
>Yhich have been sent to me. 

The PRESIDEN'i', Order! I have 
a llow0d a great deal of latitude to thB hon. 
melllber, who has been reading not . only 
extracts, but really the whole of his speech. 
I did not interrupt him for somQ time, but 
he is contravening the rules of debate. 
•· ::.Ha.Y." which is our guide \vhere our own 
Standing Orders arc silent, says on page 
277-

" A member is not permitted to read 
his speech, but may refresh his memory 
bv a refBrence to notes. The relld ing of 

\Yritt~n speeches, which has been allowed 
in other deliberative asse1nblie9, has never 
been recognised in either House of Par­
liarnent. A mernber 1nav read extracts 
from documents, but his~ own language 
must be delivered bona fide in the form 
of an unwritten co1nposition. A_n:v other 
rule would bo at once inconnenient and 
repugnant to the true theory of debate." 

I ask the hon. memlwr to confine his extracts 
to something within reasonable limits for 
"Hansard." 

Hon. A. G. C. HAWTHORN: It might be 
worse if he relied on his memory. 

HoN. G. PAGE-HANIFY: It might be. 
\Yhat I am proceeding to read now are com-· 
munications from various bodies entitled to 
speak on this matter, ;we! I claim the right 
to read them so that they may be placed on 
record. 

Hon. E. \V. H. FOWLES: I think every 
member has rBccived them. 

Hox. G. PAGE-HA::-JIFY: That mav bo 
so, but I want them to appear in "Han­
sard," to show that the Bill is of such a 
nature that it meets with the unanimous 
approval of all the organisations entitled to 
speak on the matter. It is remarkable that 
no voice is raised in disagreerncnt. 

Hon. P. J. LEAHY: Could vou not tell us 
that, and we would accept your statement? 

HoN. G. P AG E-HA)JIFY: I prefer my 
own method. 

Hon. A. G. C. HAWTHORN: It has been 
ruled as wrong. 

HoN. G. PAGE-HANIFY: It has not. The· 
President rules that I may not read my 
speech. I do not read my speech; I have 
very ample notes. Now, the Strength of 
Empire mm-cment, which represents the 
organised forces dealing with this and other 
matters of social reform in Queensland, has 
sent circulars to other hon. members besides 
myself. I dare say. At any rate, I received 
this-

" 17th December, 1919. 

" THE LIQUOR ACT A}!ENDJ\IENT BILL. 

"Sir,-My executive instruct mB to· 
writB, expressing the hope that in the 
coming session of the Legislative Cou_ncil 
you will do your utmost to secure the 
passing of the Liquor Act Amendment 
Bill of 1919. 

" Tho Strength of Empire movemer,t, 
representing in this and kindred ques· 
tions thB convictions of all moral refor,-c, 
forces of the State, would respectfuD.~' 
urge upon you tho necessity of givint:, 
the eledors of Queensland an ead.;· 
opportunity of dealing with the liquo' 
traffic, believing it to be the greatest r,f. 
all hindrances to our social and economic: 
progress. 

" The movcmfmt values the opportunity 
the Bill offers for a direct approach to 
the people, and because of that desireq. 
your aid nnd co-operation. i'.lay I pomlo 
out that whilst the moYmnent is strictly 
non-party, it welcon1cs refonn fl'(llfl uny 
dircrtion. 

"Hoping for your sympathetic assist­
ance in this vitally important matter, 

"I arn, dear sir, 
"Yours faithfully, 

" H. C. MooRE, 
" Acting State Superintendent."' 

Hon. G. Page-Hanify.J 
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[5.30 p.m.] 
I also had a letter when the Bill was before 
us last from Mr. A. B. Taylor, district chief 
templar of the International Order of Good 
'']'emplars; but, as the Ron. Mr. Fowles 
read a similar letter on that occasion, I will 
not read it now. I have a letter from the 
·Grand Lodge of the International Order of 
'Good Tcmpl"rs, which reads-

" 3rd January, 1920. 
" LIQUOR AcT AMENDMENT BILL. 

"Bon. G. Pagc-Hanify, M.L.C. 
"Dear Sir,-We have the honour of 

conveying to you the following resolution 
carried unanimously at the last meeting 
of our grand lodge executive, viz. : 

That we cxprPss our approval of the 
main provisions of the Liquor Act 
Amendment Bill which has passed the 
Legislative Assembly, and would urge 
the members of the Legislative Council 
to give the measure their support. 
"By direction we now write you with 

reference to the Bill, which now stands 
at the head of the business-paper of the 
Council. 

" The hopes and fears of the Good 
Templars and the temperance electors 
of the State are now centred on your 
honourable House as never before. For 
many years past th" temperance forces 
of this State have been agitating and 
pressing for legislation granting the 
electors the unfettered right to prohibit 
the liquor traffic. The 1912 Act, as finally 
·passed, was unsatisfactory, and, as was 
anticipated, proved ineffective as a 
-reform measure, and our agita.tion has 
necessarily continued. 

" In 1913, when some minor amend­
ments of that Act were before Parlia­
ment, the temperance and religious bodies 
stated their requests as follows, and they 
.have stood without material alteration:-

(a) The inclusion of a provision for 
taking a triennial poll (State option) 
for and against tho prohibition of the 
manufacture, importation, and sale of 
alcoholic beverages. 

(b) Triennial polls throughout the 
State automatic and without request, 
the first such poll to be taken in 1916. 

(c) All polls to be decided on majority 
vote irrespective of the number of 
·electors voting. 

(d) No time notice and no compensa­
tion for liccmes forfeited as the result 
of tho vote of the electors. 
" The Bill now before you, which has 

pa'Sed the Assembly without amendment, 
meets those requests, and has been 
accepted by the temperance bodies and 
churches of Queensland as entirely satis­
factory. 

" From our knowledge of the personnel 
of the Legislative Council, we anticipate 
that the Bill will pass its second reading, 
but we have reason to fear that attempts 
will be made to insert ' killing ' amend­
ments when in Committee. 

" we confidently appeal to you to 
support the measure as passed by the 
Assembly, and to help frustrate any 
attempt to amend, no matter how well 
intentioned such an amendment may be, 
as amendment involves a risk of the Bill 

.[Hon. G. Page-Hanify. 

being lost or 
the Asec>mbly, 
blocking this 
reform would 
Council. 

drqlped on its return to 
in which case the onus of 

pressing and necessary 
rest Wl th the Legislative 

"Earnestly soliciting your needed help, 
we are respectfully, 

"A. FREDIN, G. Chief Templar. 
"GEO. MERSON, G. Electoral Supt. 
"W. L. DuKCAK, Grand Sccy." 

Hon. P. J. LEAHY: \Ve don't take instruc­
tions here-at least not on this side. 

HoN. G. PAGE-HANIFY: I am not sug­
gesting that you should. I also received 
to-day a letter from the Rev. G. L. Hunt, 
which rf'ads-

" 'Sussex' 
" H~rdgrave road, 

"West End, 
" 5th January, 1920. 

"Dear Sir,-I have to remind you of 
the following rec,olution, carried on 14th 
June, 1918, by the Synod of the Church 
of England for the Brisbane Diocese:-

That this Svnod welcomes the recent 
amendment ~f the platform of the 
Queensland Labour party by which 
provision is made for a Liquor Act 
Amendment Bill, appointing triennial 
automatic State option polls, in which 
a majority vote will decide the issues, 
including total prohibition, and urges 
the Government to give effect to those 
proposals during the current session 
of Parliament. That copies of this 
resolution be forwarded to the Premier 
and all members of the Legislative 
Council and Assembly. 
" As I understand that there is now a 

Bill before the Legislative Council giving 
effect to these proposals, rna v I ask you 
to be goo·d enough to do your best to 
ensure its becoming law? 

"Yours obediently, 
"G. L. HUXT, 

" Secretary, Committee of Social Service, 
Diocesan Synod." 

I am quite sure that none of the<oe bodies 
desire in any way to dictate to this Council. 
I have read their communications because 
they show that there is a unanimity amongst 
the reformers-the men who have been giv:ng 
their minds, and thoughts, and attention to 
this reform for many years. I have read 
them because hon. members generally cannot 
know the ins and outs and intricacies of this 
traffic. 

Ron. P. J. LEAHY: You have explained 
them frequently. 

HoN. G. PAGE-HANIFY: I have not; I 
have not had much opportunity to explain 
them. Surely in this rna tter. as in all other 
matters, we are wise to take the opiniom 
and guidance of those who may be consi·dered 
to some extent as experts in this matter ! 

Hon. P. J. LEAHY: We are wise to consider 
them, but not necessarily to a·dopt them. 

Him. E. W. H. FOWLES: Didn't your 
Government establish the State hotel? 

The PRESIDENT : Order ! 

RoN. G. PAGE-HANIFY: This is a just 
Bill. It gives to the electors the right of 
decision. It is just also in that it safeguards 
the legislative compact made by the Den­
ham Government with the liquor trade by 
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·which they were protected from prohibition 
'by any vote of the people until 1925. 

Ron. P. J. LEAHY: Do you say that this 15 
a just Bill? 

RoN. G. PAGE-HANIFY: I sav it is a 
just BilL · 

Ron. P. J. LEAHY: Then how does it 
happen that this Government introduced it? 

RoN. G. PAGE-HANIFY: Most of the 
measures introducod by this Government are 
just when you come to look into them and 
analyse them, without bringing your part.v 
prejudice to bear upon them. At any rate. 
·this Bill is just. It is just in that it gives 
to the people who are concerned the right to 

-decide the issue, and while doing so it does 
not arbitrarily say, "You shall have that 
right to-day or to-morrow, or, if you decide 

·that the hotels shall be closed, that thev shall 
dose on 30th June of next year," as it· might 
have don<'. It says that the changed con­

·ditions will not operate until 1st July, 1925, 
thus safeguarding the legislative compact 
which was practically entered into b:v the 
Government of the day with the liquor 
traders. I hope that the Bill will pass. It 
will greatly redound to the credit of this 
Council and of this Parliament if it ·doe·> 
pass without anything being inserted into it 

·that will be obnoxious either to the people 
or to the other branch of the Legislature. 
During the recess I heard a good many 
rumours with regard to this BilL Political 
wiseacres. who cannot believe that anv 
Government will seriously interfere with th'e 
power of the liquor traffic-political wise­
acres say that the Bill is doomed to be lost 
in the Council; and they did not hesitate 
to say that it is going to be lost by the 

·conniva.nce of this party. Well, I am quite 
satisfied that such is not the case, and that 

·Government supporters in this Council will 
be found voting in full force if a vote is 
taken on the BilL If it were not so thev 
would cast discredit upon themselves,' upoi1 
·their party, and upon the country. 

Ron. E. \V. H. FOWLES: You have only 
four out of sixteen present this afternoon. 

RoN. G. PAGE-HANIFY: Hon. members 
are not anticipating a division this after­
noon. I am quite satisfied that we shall havo 
our full voting strength when the time comes 
for a vote to be taken on the BilL 

Ron. E. vV. H. FOWLES : As vou had on 
the question of raising the salar!es of mom­

. bers of the Assembly. 
RoN. G. PAGE-HANIFY: I hope so, and 

I hope there will be sufficient recruits from 
the other side who are prepared to regard 
the interests of the people as far above 
party, and, even though it may redound to 
the credit of the Labour Government which 
introduced the Bill, that they will help to 
pass it and thus do the best service to 

·Queensland that Parliament has done for a 
very long time. Another persistent rumour 
I have heard is to the effect that certain 
legal members of the Council have been 

· '-pecially retained by the liquor interests to 
fight this Bill. 

Hon. A. G. C. HAWTHORN: You are look­
ing at me, and if you mean to apply that 
remark to me, it is a lie. 

Hox. G. P AGE-HANIFY: I am not 
looking at anybody. I am not going to 
·mention any names. Names are mentioned. 
I hope it is not so, for the honour of the 
·, 'JUn~il and the hon. gentlemen themselves. 

Something came under my notice the other 
dav which seems to me apropos and worth 
re,;10mberin", and worthy of emulating. I 
am guotint from "The Union Sig1;al " of 
6th :'\o,·ember, 1919, whtch contams !.h• 
followino- extract from " The Christian 
Century~" a great American publication-

" \YEALTH OF THE \-VETS NO TE~fPTATION 
'IO GREAT STATES:\lEN. 

"\Yhen the liquor men began casting 
about for a man to contest constitutional 
prohibition in the courts, tbey decided 
to look for son1cone of social pron1incncc. 

" Thev laid down on a table in front 
of Chm:les Evans Hughes a cheque for 
150,000 dollars. The great jurist replied: 
' I >vott!d not champion this cause before 
the courts for any sum of money you 
coukl na111e.' 

"Failing to buy Mr. Hughes, they 
went next to ·william Howard Taft, and 
placed before him a signed cheque, telling 
him to fill it in for any amount he 
wanted. The reply of this statesman will 
Le memorable: " Gentlemen, you 
couldn't pile enough gold on this conti­
nent to induce me to take your case 
before the courts and before the public, 
for I will ha.vo, ~;m know my conscience 
1s not for sale. . 

Hon. P. J. LEAHY: He is something like 
this CounciL 

Hox. G. PAGE-HANIFY: The late Czar 
:'\icholas of Russ{a was on sound ground 
YYtlcn he described the Government liquor 
n1o11opol.\~ as an economic desolation. 

Ilon. P. J. LEAHY: Did that help him to 
l( "'P his En1pire? 

Box. G. P AGE-HAKIFY: I dare sa:r it 
mav have helped him to lose his Empire, 
for. the people when they ceased to drink 
became clearheaded, and revolted agamst 
the tuannies thev had lived under in those 
burl ·da~-s in Russia. 

Eon. G. S. CuRTIS: Some people in Russia 
attribute Bolshevism to the suppression of 
vodka. (Laughter.) 

Hox. G. PAGE-HANIFY: Thomas Edison, 
who travelled through England during the 
war~ was asked to give his impressions, and 
amongst other things he said-

" The British people 6re too much 
gi.-en to sport and drink; they endure 
too 1nany cheap clrJrks and beer barons 
in Parli'<lment: they have stupefied 
their men with beer to kei'p their 
>vages low and to make money for the 
titled brPwers, until, underfed and over­
],eered. thev have lost the pow-er to think. 
It sounds a bit harsh, but it won't stand 
contradicting." 

Eon. G. S. CuRTIS : That is a gross exag­
geration, I think. 

Hol\. G. PAGE-HANIFY: I thank God 
that Queensland men and women have not 
lost the power to think, and ha .-e decided 
that the people should !have the power to do 
awa,· >Yith the liquor traffic, because they 
realise that there is no greater enemy to the 
Labour InoYmnent, or to any reforn1 Jnove­
ment. than the drink traffic, and once power 
is given to the people to vote it out then 
the time will not be long before it will go. 
Dr. Saleeby, in closing a great address, 
said-

" He who is for alcohol is against 
England," 

Hon. G. Page-Hanify.J 
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I repeat the ehallenge, ·and unhesitatingly 
say that he who, either in this Chamber or 
out of it, is {or ulcohol is against Queemlaud 
and Australia. 

Hon. P. J. LEAHY: Was not the Govern­
ment for alcohol a few years ago? 

Hox. G. PAGE-HANIFY: The Govern­
ment are showing their bona fides by intra· 
clueing this Bill. If hon. gentlemen' in this 
Chamber will pass it, believe me it will have 
driven nearly the last nail into the coffin of 
the liquor traffic. \Vhat is the use of com· 
p]aining becauso the GoYernment believe in 
·whole-hog methods and do not belieYe in 
tampering with liquor reform? They 
brought this Bill down realising· that this is 
the one way of enabling the people to p:et. 
rid of the evil. They do not throw the 
responsibility on hon. gentlenoen of ,-oting 
whether there is to be nationalisation or con­
tinuance, but let the people decide it for 
themselves. I will have very great pleasure 
indeed in voting for the second reading 
of the Bill. If I have been somewlhat 
lengthy, and have perhaps tied myself too 
n1uch to my notes, it is bec.a use of n1y over­
whelming sense of responsibility in this 
matter. I know that hem. gentlemen will 
debate the Bill Reriously, and I hope they 
will pa•.s it; in fact, I should be glad to see 
all hon. gentlemen on this side of the 
Chamber when it comes to the vote on the 
second reading. 

Ho':oi'. T. M. HALL: I beg to mo\·e the 
adjournment of the debate. 

Question put and passed. 
The resumption of t.he debate was made an 

Order of the Day for to-morrow. 

ADJOURNMENT. 
The SECRETARY FOR MI::--JES: I move 

-That the Council do now adjourn. The 
first business to-morrow will be the resumption 
of the debate on the Liquor Act Amendment. 
Bill, to be followed by the resumption of 
the debate on the second reading of the 
Profiteering Prevention Bill, the second 
reading of the Oflicials in Parliament Act 
Amendment Bill, and the other items on the 
business-sheet. 

HoN. E. W. H. FOWLES: Mav I ask 
what the intentions of the Governn1ent are 
in 1egard to sitting days this week and neJ.t 
week? Some hon. members have come 
hundreds of miles in order to be present 
to-day, in the mi·dst of their Yery short 
holiday, and they would like to ha YC t ""~ 
shortest session possible. Everyone kno'>·s 
that we are only marking time in thu 
Council in order to enable business in another 
place to go through. 

The SECRETARY FOR l\IIXES: 
intm:.ded to-n101Tow to ascertain the fe-eling 
of all the members of the Council regarding 
our future sitting days. I intended also to 
adjourn the Council to-morrow at lea't until 
Tnesda,- next. I think it would be wise and 
"·auld t1robably meet the conyenience of hon. 
gentlemen on both sides if we concentrated 
our business. I do not propose to sit. on 
Thursday this week, but I han' an open 
mind, and if hem. members opposite will 
confer with us on this side we >Yill endeaYour 
to concentrate the business to as few da.-s as 
possible, and perhape not meet next >nek at 
all. 

Question put and passed. 

The' Council adjourned at ten minutes to 6 
o'clock p.m. 

~Han. G. Page-Hanify. 




