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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4.30
p.m., and read prayers.

PETITION-PRIVATE BILL.

Mr. MANN presented a petition praying
for leave to introduce a private Bill for an
Act to confer powers upon the Perpetual
Executors, Trustees anud Agency Company
(W.A.), Limited.

Petition received and read.

QUESTION-MOTOR ACCIDENTS.
Mfr. MARSHALL asked the Minister for

Works: 1, What is the total number of a~ei-
dents recorded with petrol-propelled vehicles
in the metropolis for the year ended 31st
August, 19221 2, What is the total number
of injured and killed respectively therefromt

The MINISTER FOR WORKS replied: 1,
Seventy-five metropolitan and Fremantle area.
2, Injured 68, killed 7.

QUESTION-ROYAL COMMISSION
ON RAIL WAYS.

Mr. MARSHALL asked the Minister for
Railways: 1, At whose request was the Royal
Commission on the railways appointed? 2
Was Mr. 0. W. Stead, the Royal Commis-
sinner, an applicant for the position of Com-
missioner for Railways at the time Colonel
Pope received that appointment?

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS re-
plied: 1, This was a decision of the Govern-
ment. 2, Yes.

BILLS (3)-IRnST HEADING.

1, Land Ta, and Income Tax.

2, Land and Income Ta" Astsessment Act
Amendment.

Introduced by the Premier.

3, flog Act Amendment.
Introduced by the Minister for Works.

BIIA,-SUPPLY (No. 2), £668,000.
Standing Orders Suspension.

The PREMIER and TREASURER (Hon.
Sir James 31itchell- Northam) [4.38]; 1
move-

That so much of the Standing Orders te
suspended as is necessary to enable resolu-
tions from the Committees of Supply and
Ways and Means to be reported and
adopted on the same day on which they
shall bare passed those Committees, and
also the passing of a Supply Bill through
all its stages in one day.
Question put and passed.

Message.
Message from the Lieut-Governor received

and read recommending appropriation in con-
nection with the Bill.

Committee of Supply.
The House having resolved into Committee

of Supply, Mr. Stubbs in the Chair,
The PREMIER (Hon. Sir Tames Mitchell):

I move-
That there be granted to His Majesty on

account of the service of the year ending
the 30th June, 1923, a sum not exceeding
£668,000.
Question put and passed.
Resolution reported and the report adopted.

Committee of Ways and Means.
The House having resolved into Committee

of Ways and Means. Mr. Stubbs in the Chair,

The PREMIER (Hon. Sir James Mitchell):
I move-

That towards nmaking good the Supply
granted to His Majesty on account of the
Service of the year ending the 30th June,
1923, there be granted aoit of Consolidated
Revenue Fund a sum not exeeding £650,000,
and from moneys to credit of the Govern-
ment Property Sales Fund £15,000, and
from moneys to credit of the Land Improve-
ment Loan Fund £3,000.

Hon. P. Collier: Is this two months' Sup-
plyT

The PREIER: Yes.
Question put and passed.
Resolution reported and the report adopted.

Bill introduced, etc.

In accordance with the foregoing resolu-
tionsI Supply Bill introduced and read a first
and second time.

Ini Committee.

Mr. Stubbs in the Chair; the Premier in
charge of the Bill.

Clause 1-agreed to.
Clause 2-Sums available for purposes

voted by the Legislative Assembly:
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Mr. A. THON1SON: What is it proposed
to do with this sumn of £668,000?

The PREMUIER: Tine Estimates were re-
cently introduced, and afford a full explana-
tion of the revenue and expenditure for the
eurrent financial year. But for that fact I
should have made the usual statement in con-
nection with this Supply Bill, but it seemed
hardly necessary to do so in the circumstances.

Mr. A. Thomson: Is this merely to enable
the Government to carry on until the Esti-
mates are passedl

The PREMWIR: That is all.
C'lause put and passed.
Preamble, Title-agreed to.
Bill reported without ameandument and the

report adopted.

Third Reading.
Read a third time and transmitted to the

Council.

BILL-LICENSING ACT A'MENDMENT.

In Committee.
Resumed from the 28th September; Mr.

Stubbs in the Chair; the Premier in charge
of the Bill.

Clause 41-Duties of Board:

The CHAIRMNAN: The member for Perth
had moved a. new paragraph to stand as (b)
as follows--

As soon as practicable after the 3slt
December, 1922, and once in. every six
years thereafter to ascertain the number of
publicans' general licenses, hotel licenses,
wayside house licenses, and Australian wvine
and beer licenses in each licensing district,
and the approximate number of inhabitants
in such district, and having regard to all
conditions to fix the number of licenses
necessary for public convenience to be re-
tained in such district, and to certify the
proportion between the number of inhabi-
tants in such district and the number of
licenses necessary to be retained as afore-
said, and the number of inhabitants per
license so to be retained shall be deemed
the statutory number for such district; and
shalt reduce the licenses in such district to
such statutory number.

Mr. MANN: Since we last dealt with this
Bill I have discussed with several members
the amendment I moved to this clause, and
have redraf ted the amendment in a way that
I believe has overcome their objections. That
being so I ask leave to withdraw may original
amendment,

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn.
Mr, MANN: I move an amendment-

That the following be inserted to stand
as paragraph (b) :-As soon as practicable
after the 31st December, 1922, to ascertain
the number of publicans' general licenses,
hotel licenses, wayside house licenses, and

Australian wine and beer licenses in each
licensing district, and the approximate
number of inhabitants in such district, and
having regard to the convenience dad re-
quirements of the public and all other con-
ditions which the court thinks should be
considered to fix the number of licenses
necessary for public convenience to be re-
tained in such district and to certify the
proportion between the number of inhabi-
tants in such district and the number of
licenses necessary to be retained as afore-
said, and the number of inhabitants per
liense so to be retained shall be deemed
the statutory number for such district, and
when a statutory number is so fixed, the
number of licenses in any district shall not
be reduced below the statutory number so
fixed for such district,

It will be apparent that some provisions
should be made in the Bill to direct the board
as to $he manner in ivhichi reductions should
be effected. The Bill directs the board to
reduce the number of licenses so long as there
is money standing to the credit of the com-
pensation. fund. I do not think that was in-
tended, and it may lead to the bringing about
of a state of prohibition. It was intended
that hotels should be reduced to a number
in keeping with public requirements end con-
venience. Take Kalgoorlie, for instance. Say
there are 20,000 people and 100 hotels there.
Tme board may decide that one hotel to every
400 persons would constitute a reasonable
proportion, and would therefore reduce the
number by half, making the statutory number
one hotel to every 400 people. In three years
time the population may be smaller, but the
board would still preserve the statutory pro-
portion of hotels to population.

Mr. Underwood: Why not give the board
a free hand?

M.\r. MNANN: That is not the intention Of
the Bill. At a place like Toodyny, on the
other hand, the board may decide that the
proportion should be one hotel to every 150
people.

Mlr. Underwood: Who would fix the num-
ber 7

Mr. AN That would be at the discre-
tion of the board. It is understood the board
wvould be composed of -comtmonsense men.

Hon. WV. C. Angwin . You did not say that
the other night.

Mr. MAWNN: It is desired to psevent the
board from bringing about a state of total
prohibition, and to enable them to kreep
within the statutory number after that has
been fixed.

Hon. W. C. A-NGWIN:. I hope the amend-
ment will niot be agreed to. The paragraph
as printed already gives the hoard full dis-
cretionary power. The member for Perth ile-
sires that the board should be able to decide
what licenses are necessary in any district
in the State.

11r. Mann: That is in the ]Bill.
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Ron. W. C. ANOWIN - The board has to
decide on the evidence submitted as to what
hotels shall be closed.

M1r.2%Mann: And this, too, will be decided on
the evidence.

Ron. W. C. ANOWIN: There is no provi-
sion in the amendment for the taking of
evidcnce. The court and the board are one
and the same party. The member for Perth,
by what I may term an underhand method,
proposes that the court shall fix the number
of Licenses necessary for a district. The con-
sequence will he that after the fixing of the
necessary number for a district the people
of the district will be inundated with requests
to sign petitions for more hotels. The ope ra-
Lion of the proposed new paragraph will he
in the direction of increasing hotels, not do-
creasing them. Getting a license granted by
means of a petition is a very different thing
from getting a license through the ballot box.
People w~ill sign a petition just to get rid
of you.

Mr. Mlann: The proposed paragraph says
ntothing about petitions.

Hon, W. C. ANOWVIN: I know it does not.
The East Fremantle district,' with a popula-
tion of about 5,000, hins two hotels. No more
hotels are wanted there; the existing hotels
supply all requirements. But the court might
say, under this amendment, "East Fremantle
has 5,000 people, and we think there ilioulel
be an hotel for every 1,000 persons.'' That
would be an invitation to erect three more
hotels in East Fremantle.

Mr. Mann: The paragraph is not intended
to he used as suggested by the hon. inember.
Perhaps the paragraph is badly drafted.

Hon. WV. C. ANOWIN:- I am not optimistic
ais to the closing of hotels by compensation.
There will not be sufficient money available
for the licenses reduction board. On the gold-
fields there may be a considerable closing of
hotels, but as regards the metropolitan area
there will not be sufficient compensation
money to close more than half-a-dozen; that
is, during the period of this provision, six
years. I shall vote against the amendment.

The PREMIER: The proposed paragraph
might work either way. However, I consider
that the Bill provides for all that is necessary
to be done, and the Bill says that what is
necessary shall be done by the board. This
clause is taken from the Act of Victoria,
where it has worked well. The board
will not close hotels until there is something
in the compensation fund. Parliament meets
every year *aind if this measure is found to
be impracticable Parliament will amend it.
The question of the number of hotels in a
district is not merely one for the people
living in the district, but also for the travel-
ling public. A similar provision to this
clause has also worked well in New South
Wales. The amendment might operate in a
manner which is not apparent on the surface.
I hope the clause will pass as it stands.

Sir. PICKERING: I support the amend-
ment. It seems to me, however, that in the

amendment the word "court'' is used where
''board " should be used. What the clause,
means is that so long as there are funds for
reducing licenses, reduction shall go on.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: Bet the convenience
of the public has to be considered.

Mr. PICKERING: I take it the licenses
reduction board will give consideration to
every aspect of the question before deciding
on reduction. In a place where the business
of the hotels is mainly a summer business,
the board would be bound to give considera-
tion to the floating population. 'Under the
clause the powvers of the board seem to be uin-
limited. I would prefer that in the, matter ot
reduction the board should receive some in-
struction from the measure itself. I do not
agree that the amendment might lead to in-
crease of lice nses. What is called a "licenses
reduction board'' is not likely to increase li-
censes. Moreover, new licenses mnust be ob-
tained by way of petition, and that is not so
as regard reduction of licenses.

Hon. T. WNALKER: The amndrment is not
only unnecessary, but very dangerous. The
argument of the member for Perth is that
the amendlment does not affect increases, has
no relation to increases, but is merely in-
tended to prevent the board fromri going too
fast, flow fast can any board created go
ahead in the space of six years, collecting the
allocation which the Bill allows for comnpensa-
tion puirpesesf The work to be done by the
board will be! exceedingly small. We have not
here ilint the licenses reduction board in Vic-
torin. have, the Stste Trensury to draw upon.
The compensation here is to be paid out of
the assurance fu-nd-for that is what it
really amounts to-of the publicans them-
selves. The accumulation of that fund
will be slow ; and if it comes to
using that money for compensation in
respect of valuable hotels, it will hiot maeet
the ease at all. So that there is no danger
in that respect. I will admit that it is
by a misprint the amendmvent, says the
''court'' has power to do this, and that the
duty is intended all through the amendment
to be incumbent upon the "board.''

Mr. Maim: It does not make any difference.
Hon. T. WALKER: The court and the

board are practically one and the same.
The 'Minister for 'Mines: Each has different

functions to perform, though.
Hon. T. WALKER: I know that; but a.

body of mn meet to-day with certain func-
tions, and the same body meet to-morrow with
other functions. After all, it should he the
higher body that attacks a question such as
has been put by the amendment. It is an
enormous prohlem, a puzzle in a way. The
member for Perth indicated in moving the
amnendmwent that all districts are not on a
piar; some districts are Often Visited by travel-
lers and others are seldom visited.

Mr. Mann: That is all a matter for in-
quiry.

Honr. T. WALKER: I am aware of that,
bunt the Bill provides for the inquiry, irres-
pective of the amendment.
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Mr. Underwood: And without this direc-
tion.

Honl. T. WALKER: Clause 45 deals with
the matters to be considered by the board, and
alters Section 82 of the existing Ad. It sets
out that the board in determining which li-
censes shall cease to be in force, shiall con-
sider the convenience of thle public and tile
requirements of thle several localities in the
district. '"hat could be miore explicit than
thatt

Mr. Mann: In fairness to the publicaus, do
you not think they should know how many
hotels are to be closed?

The Minister for Mines: They know that
by the amount to be devoted towa rds coinpen-
sation.

Ron. T. WALKER: They know that from
the amount of the fund. The board would
not act without knowledge, lnr would they hie
guided by ignorance. Decisions will be ar-
rived at only after due inquiry has been made.

Honl. W. C. Angwin: It will be 12 months
before the money call accumulate in the fund.

Eon. T WALKER: Yes, and the board
has to inquire into every detail set out in
Clause 45 before closing an lintel.

Mr. Mann: Do you think there would be
any inducement for publicans to make addi-
tions to their hotels unless they know, who
will be included among them?

Haln. T. WALKER: An hotel will only
be included if it comes within the scope of
Clause 45. It will only be covered by that
if it is not catering for the convenience of
the public, does not meet the requirements of
the district, the accommodation is not ade-
quate, it is conducted in a loose manner or
it is too close to another hotel.

Mr. Underwood: The otter hotel is just as
near to it.

Mr. Muinsie: It all depends which way you
.arc walking.

flon. T. WALKER: What is the value of
the amendm~ent? I will draw attention to
the danger which has been referred to by
the member- for North-East Fremantle. Let
uts take an arbiti-ary ltumber for the sake of
argument. It may be fixed at one hotel for
every 400 inhabitants in a locality. It may
be found that in a district containing 2,00
or .1,000 inhabitants there is only one hotel.
The statutoryv number of inhabitants has
been fixed and there will be an immediate
move to get up a petition. Someone with
money will desire to see anl hotel business
started and it is easy to obtain a petition.
The argument in favour i-ill be that the stat-
utory number for one hotel is 400 inhabitants
andI as there are 2,000 inhabitants in the dis-
triet T mention in my argument, the request
maly he put forward for another hotel. What
argunment can the bench find to answer that,
seeing that they have fixed the statutory
number themselves? The amendment is dan-
gerous and I hope the Committee will Dot
support it.

Mtr. 'MeCALLUM: The Premier says that
a similar clause has operated all right in Vic-
toria. He forgets, however, that the Vic-
torian Act provides a minimum below which

the board -:tunot go. There is no such safe
guard in the Bill.

The Premier: That is limited by the amount
collacted.

.Mr. MdCALLL'M: And the board is dir-
eted to specnd every penaly that is collected.

Hon. W. C. Angwvin: No, it prohibits thle
hoard going beyond the funds collected.

Mr. MeCALLUM: The Bill sets out that
the board must go to the extent of the moneys
to the credit of the compensation fund.

The 'Minister for Mines: But not beyond it.
_Mr-. McCALLUM: Great exception can be

taken to the clause as it stands, whatever
may be said about the amendmnent. There is
no safeguard in the Bill such as is incorpor-
ated in the Victoria,, Act-

Air. Mann: Where they have the statutory
niumber.

Ali-. McCALLL'M: I will not advocate the
at~ttory number fixed in Victoria, bat we

should have some safeguard provided in the
Bill. It is unfair to ask those in the trade
to subscribe to a fund which will mean their
death warrant. It has been suggested that
petitions may be presented in favour of in-
creased number of hotels, if the statutory
number is fixed.

Theo Premier: You do not argue that you
wvould have one number for nil districts?

Mr. MleCALLIJM: No. It has to be borne
in mind that the same position will occur
in any, case, because the board will hear evi-
dence in favour of new licenses and the same
people wvill give the decision in filing the
statutory number.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: The statutory number
w-ill go out to the public.

-Mr. McCALLUM: Will not the same thing
apply to the other aspect? The same people
will determine either question. The only
difference wvill be that their decision will be
received a little earlier, and it must be the
same decision because the same set of men
will give it. If we are to trust the board
at all, we may as well trust them with this
aspect. T want sonie safeguard to show the
trade that they are not paying into a fund
to wipe themselves out.

The M.\inister for Mines: That is under-
stood.

Hon. P. Collier: Where is it understood?
The 'Minister for Mlines: The money in the

fond must be used for compensation pur-
poses-

Mr. Mann: And go to tile closing of hotels.
The Minister for Mines: In six years, as

proposed in the Bill.
Mr. MeCALLUM: That provision wras in

the Victorian Act, but it has been re-enacted,
and it is going on still.

Tite 'Minister for Mines: They have not
got prohibition yet.

Mr. 'MeCALLUM: No, because local option
has saved them. The licenses reduction boaird
there cannot operate in districts where con-
tinuance was carried, but can only operate
where the vote was in favour of reduction.
Thus the board have been hamstrung and a
huge amount, close on a quarter of a million
pounds, has been hung up.
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The Minister for -Mines: Some Treasurer
will have a scoop one of these days!

Mr. McCALLLIM: That money does not
go into the Treasury at all.

Mr. Mlarm: The amount is £388,000 now.
*Mr. McCALLIJ2: That is an enormous

amount. We have not got such a turnover
here, but in Victoria it would Anean that, with-
out the safeguard, they would bring about
prohibition with that money. It is unfair to
ask the people to contribute their money into
a fund to wipe themselves out.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: It is the people'.s
money.

Mr. MeCALiLUM: It is the drinkiag pub-
lie who pay it. I think a safeguard should
be provided in the Bill. The amendment
covers other considerations arnd it is not limn-
ited to fixing the statutory number of peo-
ple. The board have been given a Wide dis-
cretion to deal with different phases of the
question, and it would not be putting too
much power in thke bands of the people con-
cerneda if such authority were delegated to
them, We should1 give some assurance to the
trade that their money is not to be used to
wipe them out altogether. If the Govern-
ment cannot accept the amendment, perhaps
they can agree to some provision which will
get over the difficulty.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: The elausa follows on
those we have passed. The Committee decided
in favour of a licenses reduction board, and
as the name implies, the function of that
body Will be to reduce the number of lic'enses.

The Premier: Of course, that is the idea.
Mr. UNDERWOOD: Then wvhat is the

argument?
The Premier; There is no argument at aill-

We should put the clause through.
Mr. UNDERWOOD: There are one or two

alleged arguments. The member for Perth
says we should provide for the statutory
number of people in a district being fixed.
It should not be forgotten that the member
for Perth represents a big po~pulous centre.
Hie could get numbers fixed for his centre
which would prevent the reduction board from
reducing in that district, whereas hotels in
smaller conmnunitien would be cut down.
The member for Perth is looking after the
hotellceepers of Perth, wvhile I ala trying to
see that the people beyond Perth are fairly
well provided for. Up on the Gascoyne River
is the Junction Hotel. I do not think there
are more than ten people within the iame-
diate locality, notwithstanding which that
hotel serves a good purpose. I again protest
against the comparison of this State With
Victoria. Some seem to think we shoul do
whatever Vistoria has done. What she baa
done has not been very well done.

Mr. Mdunsie: Their local opcioa law lite-
venrts them from doing it well.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: Which show.s that in
govern fl? ate we display more intelli-
gence than the Victorians 'have displayed.
The member for Perth would say that West-
ern Australia is Perth. Hie knowvs nofthing
about the country that makes Perth possible.

Anything that will suit the hotelkeepers of
Perth suits also the hon member.

'The Premier: I do not think you Should say
that.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: Read the amendment.
Mr. Man,,: If you were to read the amuend-

nient you Would not make that allegation.
Hon. P1. Collier: If he has read it be does

not un~derstand it.
Mr. UNDERWOOD: The member for

Perth wants to fix at statutory number for
each district. What chance have the out-
uiders? In Perth one hotel for 10,000 people;
at Nullagine one hotel .f or 20 people.

Mlr. Mann: It is good reasoning. That is
just What Ave are endeavouring to do.

Mlr. UNDERWOOD: All these things should
be left to the discretion of the licenses re-
duction board. As soon as we give directions,
we hamper the rues appoited to carry out
the work. The amendment is purely a Perth
amendment andi I hope it will not be agreed
to.

Roll. P. COLLIER: The Won. member has
inidulged in some lopsided arguments. P-rob-
ably he hits not read the amendment; if he-
has, he fails to understand it. He says the
board, having fixed the statutory number for
Perth at 10,000, Will go up North and, find-
ing there only 10 person9 to a hotel, will rub
out the hotel. Without the amendment the
board has power to take precisely that sug-
gested action, closing hotels wherever they
like, without regard to numbers at all. The
hon. niemiber seems to think the uinamended
clause will protect the hotel at Twenty-Mile
.9andy. As a matter of fact without the
amendment it is just such hotels that are
likely to go out. It is certainly rot a Perth
amendment, becaune the statutory number will
b'e fixed for each district, and so the amend-
iment will apply equitably to every part of
the State, all being treated alike. I still bbld
that there should be some instructions to the
board. The lion, member says it would bei
illogical to lay down any lines upon which
the board shall proceed.

Mr. Underwood: What is the matter with
the Bill?

Hoen. P. COLLIER: There is in it no
guidting principle as. to how the board shall
proceed. The board, if it cared to disregard
Subelause 1 of Clause 45, could bring about
absolute prohibition.

Hoa. W. C. Angwin: Not in six- years.
Rion. P. COLLIER: 'Yes. in six years, in

one particular district. There is nothing in
the Bill to prevent it. We are not so all-wise
that we can entirely ignore the principles
ad~opted in Victoria.

The Minister for Mines: If one can get a
good idea frum Nova Scotia, why not adopt
itl

Hon. P. COLLIER: Yes, or even from
Twenty-Mile Sandy. I should like to see
some safeguard in the Bill.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: The Leader of the
Opposition says we should have no discrimina-
tion between one part of the State and all-
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other. But different ports of the State pre-
se-nt different conditions, and so we should
have discrimination. Who should be better
able to discriminate than the licenses reduc-
tion boardl

Ron. P. Collier: You do not understand
the amendment yet. The amendment gives
them power to discriminate inl fixing the
statutory number. The amendment is dis-
crimination.

.Mr. UNDERWOOD: But why go to the
trouble of fixing the number at all? If the
licenses reduction board find that an hotel is
necessary in a given place, let them~ leave it
there. Why lay it down that there shall be
a certain number of people to every hotelT

Mr. CRLESSON: I do 'lot see how it will
lie possible to fix the statutory numnber of
people in a distr-ict. Take for instance Meeka-
tharra, which has a fairly big population. In
the same licensing district there are places
like Nannine and Willins, where there are
very few people. However can it he possible
therefore to fix the number inl such out-of-the-
way places. I intend to vote against the
amendment; thle matter should be left to the
board.

The MINISTER FOR MIN{ES: There is
really only one point in the amendment and
it is counined in the last paragraph. The
balance is as the difference between tweedle-
dum and] tweedledee. What is entitled to
receive consideratioa is the question whether
on the establishment of the fund wve are
going to compel the board to make reduc-
tions, be those reductions warranted or not,
until we bring about prohibition. The posi-
tion is that the Bill provides for a reduction
board; and it provides, in order to enable
that board to bring about reduction in the
number of licenses, that a fund shall be es-
tablished and that it shall be contributed to
by botellceepers, and that by means of that
fund the board shall effect reductions. We
have comnmitted ourselves to two propositions,
that the fund shall be established, and the
basis upon which payment shall be made out
of it. We have told the hotelkeepers already
that for a period of six years a certain
amount of money will be available for use
in the reduction of the number of licenses in
the State. It dloes not matter to-day whether
there shall be a population basis or not upon
which to do that. There are always possi-
bilities of influence being brought to hear,
because where the population is large, that
population can exercise influence. We see
that influence exercised everywhere, and even
in Parliament. It is exercised to a greater
extent in the bigger centres, of population
than in the scatter-ed districts. There is
always that danger. I would not he pre-
pared to give unrestricted power to any three
gentleman in the State to do as they liked
on this or on any other subject. They must
be kept within certain bounds, and the
bounds we have agreed to are the bounds of
the fund to be contributed to by the licensees
over a period of six years, and with which
fund a reduction in the number of hotels

must be brought, about. I believe that that
fund wvill be comparatively so small that the
only hotels to go out of existence wvill be
those in goldfields districts, and those hotels
will now get compensation where previously
they would have got nothing. By the time
we make provision for those districts there
will be little left in the fund, whether for
Perth or Pilbara. What Parliament will do
six years hence can best be judged by the
decision of the electors when the poll is
taken. The hon. member by his amendment
is putting in something which liay hlave the
effect of preventing reductions from taking
place in a particular district. It would be
better to leave the clause as it stands. If the
hon. member desires that the board shall not
be compelled to close hotels to the full extent
of the funds which will be available, be
should say so.

Hon. W. C. ANOWIN: The member for
South Fremantle does not appear to see the
difference between a court taking each hotel
on its merits and the court or board setting
out definitely before starting to work, the
fixing of the proportion of the population to
justify the existence of a license. What will
be the position under the Bill if it goes
through as it has been submitted? Clause 18
points out that a p)etition in The first place
has to he lodged if an increase in the number
of licenses is required. That petition has to
be referred, not to the court in the first place,
but to the reduction board for their con-
sideration and recommendation, and then it
is sent from the board to the licensing
court, which at present is the same body.
Suppose they fix the number before they start
to work, and declare that there shall be
400 people in each district, and the number
happened to be anything between 500 and
3,000? The people who made the application
would he aware beforehand what the popula-
tion. was. It would be inconsistent on the
part of the board to do anything but recom-
mend the granting of the license because, in
thle first instance, they would have fixed
the statutory number. No person would know
the statutory number, because the court would
deal with each ease on its merits. That is an
entirely different proposition from telling the
public straight out that there shall he a license
to every 400 inhabitants.

The Minister for Mfines: The whole point
is they cannot spend more than the compensa-
tion fund will permit.

Hon. W. C. AXNyWIN: The compensation
does not worry ire. They will get about
£100,000 in the five years.

The M1inister for Mfines: They cannot close
hotels beyond what the funds will permit.

Ron. WV. C. ANn wrN: The provision would
lbe used more for increasing licenses than for
reducing licenses.

Mr. MANNY: I stated by interjection a
little while ago that the amount in the Vie.
torian compensation fund was £088,000. The
amount is 201,000. Hotelkeepers should
know the statutory number for the district,
in order to be able to decide whether to in-
vest money on improvements. How could a
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publican be expected to spend money on im.
provemrents if his hotel was likely to be closed
in the following year?

Hon. W. C. Angwin: Last week you voted
to make that compulsory.

MAr. MIANN: But the circumstances are
different. If for no other reason than for
getting improvements made to licensed prem-.
ises the paragraph shduld be added.

Amendment put and a division taken with
the following reslt:-

Ayes .. . . 15
Noes . . . .21

Majority against -. 6

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mdr.
Mdr.
Mr.

Braun
Collier
Denton
Durack
Gibson
Johnston
Lambert
Lutey

Mir. Angelo
Mr. Angwlr.
Mr. Carter
Mr. Chesson
Mr. Davies
Mr. Gleorge
Mr. Heron
Mr. Hickmnt
Mr. Lathamn
Mr. Marshall
Sir Jamesq Mitcheill

Ayes.
Mr. Mean
Mr. MeCallum
Mr. Pickering
Mr. Piess
Mr. Simons
Mr. J. Thomson
Mr. Carboy

(Teller.)

None.
Mr. Munsie
Mr. Richardson
Mr. Sampson

Mr. Scaddlan
Mr. J. M. Smith
Mr. A. Thomson
Mr. Troy

Mr. Underwood
Mr. Walker
Mi. Mullany

(Teller.)

Amendment thus niegatived.

Clause put and passed.

Clauses 42, 43-agreed to.
Clause 4 4 -Owners and licensees to be slim-

nioned to show cause:
Mr. CORBOY: Subelause 4 provides that it

shall suffice if the summons, or a copy of it,
is served by any of the means prescribed for
the service of documents by Section 31 of
the Interpretation Act. This section provides
for service by post, and where that is adopted
in connection with this measure, it should be
by means of registered letter. I move all
amendmnt-

That the following be added to Suibelaiise
4:-''Provided that if such notice is served
by post, the same shall be served by regis-
tered letter.''

Amendment put omid passed; tie clause, as
amended, agreed to.

Clause 45--Matters to be considered by
board:

Mr. UNDERWOOD: I suggest that all
the words after "'district,'" at the end of
Subclaiise 1, be struck out. If men,
instead of putting their money into
hotel property, invested it in war loans or
other funds, we would be living astbe ahoy-

igiles live, namely, under a bough shed or in
a hunmpy. We should not penalise R man who
puts his money into building hotels. 'The
hoard, having considered the convenience of
the public and the requirements of the sev-
eral localities mAust, under Suhelause 2, have
regard to the chhracter of and the accommo-
dation afforded by any licensed premises.

The Premier: That is all right.
Mr. UNDERWOOD: T'hat is covered by

Subelaiise 1. Should the board consider any-
thing other than the convenience of the pub-
lie and the reqiuirements of the localities?

The Mlinister for Mlines: Certainly they
should, Subject to that.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: Perhaps they should
also consider the character of, and accommio-
datioii afforded by, any licensed premises.
"'heo, the hoard are to consider the manner
in which the businiess has been and is being
conducted, and the distance hetween such
premi'ses and the licensed promises nearest
thcereto. Would not the licensed premises
near it lie as ncear as the premises nearest
thereto?

Sitting suspended from 6.16 to 7.30 p.m.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: Paragraphs (b) and
(c) ancd Subelause 3 should be struck out.
We must give some consideration to the
owners of licensed premises and it is with
that object I "ant to see these portions of
the clause struck out. If during the three
yearis prior to the dlate of the hearing the
lessee of lieensed premises committed an of-
fence, the police should have put him out. We
should not penalise the owner because the
piolice did not do so. We are very Careful
about uplifting the garrotter and the burglar,
but when it conmes to the heinous offence of
supplying a thirsty soul with a pot of heer on
Sunday' morning, wec all have a kick at the of-
fender. The penalties are too severe, parti-
eularly' in the case of the owner, who has pos-
ibly commnitted no offence whatever. We

should, therefore, instruct the licenses redue-
tion boalrd to take into consideration, firstly,
the public convenience, and then the character
of and the accommodation afforded by any
licensed premises. I move an amendment-

That paragraphs (b) and (e) and Sul)-
clause 8 be struck out.
The PREM[ER: The hoard must have re-

gard to the manner in which all hotel is being
run; also to the distance between p~reises
and the licensed premises nearest thereto. The
owrner is certainly being considered. If Sub-
clause I is struck out, the Committee will be
striking out that which applies to the
licensee.

Mr. Underwood: It applies to the owner.
The PREMIER: I hope the clause Will not

be amended. Every word of it should fand a
place in the Bill.

Capt. CARTER: The entire clause is neces-
sary, and I hope it will he allowed to re-
main. Tt is my intention later to move an
amendmnent providing that the lessor shall
have sonmc opportunity of protecting himself.
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Mr. UNDERWOOD: Paragraph (a) is ab-
surd in its wording. As to the period of
three years mentioned in Subelause 3, the
owner of licensed premises might have got rid
of an atfending licensee two years previously,
and yet the offences of that past licensee
would operate to prevent the granting of the
license. The effect might be to cut out a first-
class hotel and give a license to some hovel.

The Premier: No; you are quite wrong.
Mr. UNDERWOOD: I hope the Committee

will, at all events, strike out Subelnuse 3.
'Mr. PICKERING: In view of the defeat

of the amendment moved by the member for
Perth on the preceding clause-which amenid-
mient, was lanch more satisfactory, In ty
opinion, than the one we tire now :oid Iering
-L ant obliged, for the lack of somethling
better to support this cause. There must
be something to guide the licenses reduction
board in their work. The convenien~e of the
pubic is a reasonable matter for consideratiou,
and the character of the accommodation
afforded by licensed premises antd the manner
in which they are conducted are also points
of great importance. If the distance between
two licensed htouses is very short, the fact
may operate against tite license of one of
them. A distance clause is nlecessary. I Alit
inclined to agree with the member for Pul-
bara as to Subelause 3, which might unduly-
prejudice a house after the passing of this
measure.

The Premnier: All1 hotels are supposed to
obey the law now.

Mr. PICKERING:- But we are entering
upon a newv phase of licensing legislation.
Somre such words as "subsequent to the pass-
ing of this Act'' might be added to Stub-
clause 3.

Amendment put and negatived.

Capt. CARTER: I move an ame-ndmlent-
That the following be added to Subelause

3:-''Provided that if the lessor has re-
entered by reason of any such conviction,
this subsection shall not apply.'"

The owner of licensed premises u-ho has iii
his building a licensee guilty of offences
should have some onlus Or responsibility
placed onl him to watch the c-onduct of the
hotel and to see that the law is not broken itt
any way. Lenses of hotel property could in-
clude a clause that the owner shall hare the
right to re-enter in the ease of nn offence
hr the licensee.

Mr. UNDERWOOD : The words Of the
aameadmnent are not worth printing. Take the
case of a manl owning licensed premises who
is disinclined or utnable to take charge of
them. Not every- man catt take charge of an
hotel.

Calit. Carter: lint this amendment gives
bim the opportunity of doing it a-nd so pro-
tecting his property.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: Then it mieans giving
some proprietors a chance, but not all pro-
prietors.

Capt. Carter: If you cannot help 100 per
ccitt., do not help 95 per cent.t

M r. UNDERWOOD: This amendment
would not help 30 per cent.

Mr. Mann: But under it a proprietor can
put out a bad tenant and get a good one.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: The amendment does
nlot Say that. If one tenant is put out by
tite proprietor, and another is put in, is that
re-enttrvy?

Mr. Mana: Yes.
Mr. UNDERWOOD: In that case, strike out

the suhlnuse.
Mr. PIfCKERING: Tite insertion of the

proviso would mean that a licensee to whom,
exceptiont was taken would hare to go, and
that the owner of the hotel, for Itis own pro-
teetiont, would hare either to take charge of
it himself or else get sonelone else to take
the license. I support the amendment.

AnHCttdnen~t put and passed ; the clause,
as amended, agreed to.

Clauises 46 to 55--agreed to

(Innse, 56-The pitol:

Mr. 'MANN: I more an amiendmenut -

Thtat the words ''twenty-four," in line
2, be struck out, with a view to inserting
",twenity-eight."I

This measure is being enacted in the hope of
effecting improvements in the conduct of the
liquor trade. Before the board can turn
round, we arc to have a poll that may, or
may not, have the effect of closing the hotels.
If the poll be taken at a later date so that
the board may have an opportunity to work
effect irely, a different result may he experi-
enced. When the board commence to operate;
they miay instruct the owner of hotel pro-
perty to spend £5,000 or £10,000 on altera-
tions to his premises.

Hon. W, C. Angwia: And, aecorditng to
your rote, if he does not do it before 1927,
he loses his license.

Mr, .NMANN: if hie does net do it before
1924, hie may lose his license.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: No, hie may not.
Mr. MANN: This is a new Bill anl has

nothing whatever to do withI what was done
10 ?-ears ago. The Bill brings the trade
under a new order of things, and it is not
fair to require a mn. to spend £E5,000 or
£10,000 and confront him with the possibility
of losing his license within a very shtort time.

The Premnier- That is the law to-day.
Mr. MANN: We are now appointing a

board to control the trade, and before we give
the board an opportunity to effect any im-
provements, we are to take a poll, which may'
result in prohibition being carried. The
hoard are not to be given an opportunity of
doing effective work. If the work of the
board is not effective, let us hare prohibition,
but the board should have an opportunity to
show whether or not they can control the
trade. For that reason I submit my amend-
ment, with a view to moving subsequently
that the poll shall be taken in 1928.

Hon. w. 0. ANOWIN: I hope the Corn-
mittee will not agree to the amendment.
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The Premier: I, too, hope they won't.
Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: The Bill provides

for certain improvements which are neces-
sary to bring the existing hotels up to the
required standard. I doubt if the improve-
ments required could be carried out in all
the hotels for £100,000.

Mr. Pickering: Therefore you should give
thenm more secuirity.

Hon. W. C. ANOWIN: I endeavoured to
have those provisions struck out of the Bill,
but as they hare been agreed to, it means that
if these imuprovemnents are not effected before
1927 the licenses may be forfeited. Then the
member for Perth argues that, having ex-
pended all that money to bring the hotels up
to the required standard, the vote to decide
whether we shall have prohibition or not shall
be taken in 1028. 1 think it would be better
to take that vote before all that nmonev was
expended.

,Members: Hear, hear!
Ho,,. WV. C. AINGWIN: Hotels must be

brought tip to standard by the end of 1927,
and if the amendment moved by the member
for Perth be agreed to, it will mean that in
1928, or a year later, the vote on prohibition
will be taken. I hope some of the clauses we
bave passed will be reviewed, because unl-
necessary expenditure is involved.

Mr. PICKERING: I support the amend-
mrent. It is better that the general public
should have the advantage of the additional
comfort, for which provision is made in the
Bill, for a period of six years, than that the
work indicated should be postponed until
after the contemplated vote hasl been taken.
The Bill sets up totally new conditions, giv-
ing the trade an opportunity to improve. I
hope as a result of this measure there will be
a different outlook onl the part of the general
public in regard to hotelkeepers. That being
so, it is unnecessary that we should anticipate
their vote by taking it is 1924, instead of
192S.

Mr. DUflACK: The aumendmnent is reasou-
able. If the trade suffers from anything
to-day, it is that the publicans do not really
know where they are. If we desire that up-
to-date and well-conducted hotels shall be
provided, we must give these people an op-
portunity to recoup themselves; thterefore,
the amnendmnent is particularly essential. The
member for North-East Frenmantle has drawni
attention to the fact that the alterations re-
quired under the Hill to bring the prenmises
uip to the standard specified will involve con-
siderable expense and these people should
have some guarantee that, if their hotels are
properly conducted, their licenses will not be
taken from then.

Ron. T. WALKER: I cannot understand
the attitude of the member for Perth and
thosei who have supported him. In 1911 we
passed a measure requiring a local option
vote to be taken every three years, and in
very small, districts. The local option vote
wasl to be taken without compensation. Par-
liament 's decision practically, resulted in local

option being left in abeyance until 1921.
Thus, 10 years' notice was given to the trade
of the possibility of all hotels being closed
by the rote of the people. That hase all gone
to the four winds; that pledge to the people
has disapipearedl. I do not say that we can-
not break our word to the people if it is
deemed advisable that that should be done
hy Parliament. in any ease, instead of tak-
ing a vote every three years the proposal now
is to take the vote every five years. That is
a1 great extension'

The Minister for Works: The member for
I'trth wants to take it every seven yenrs.

Hon. T. WALKER: Quite so. The Bill
seeks to defer the local option vote to 1924,
and the member for Perth wants to defer it
until 1928. What ground hasl been advanced
in support of his contentions? It is true that
the measure places great responsibilities upon
those who engage in this trade. They must
properly provide for the sleeping, eating, and
general comfort of the public. It is a trade
that is always uinder the threat of dissolution.
The sword of Nemesis always hangs over this
trade.

Mr. 'Mann: That should not be.
Hon. T. WALKER: Why should it not be?
Mr. Mann: Why not control it so that it

acled not be so?
Ron. T. WALKER: The member for Perth

intist recognise that this trade is an evil, and
over every evil Nemesis must hover. We must
have it under threat, otherwise there would
be no resti-aint upon the trade. It is all evil
and wre do regulate it. The Bill itself is a
warning to those who go into the trade that
they doi so at their own risk, They have
known that there is a liability regarding the
closing of hotels in 1921 without compensa-
tion. Ten years' notice has beet, given to
then,, and vet the trade has gone on improv-
ing hotel premises and building hotels at its
own risk. T, for one, cannot he a party to
giv-ing the trade greater security. It must
be recognised that a great concession has
already been made to the publicants. Under
the Bill a local option vote cannot be taken
until 1924, and if any hotels are delicensed,
a9 comp~ensation fund has been created f1or
them. The poblicans are sitting in cushioned
chairs in comparison with the rocky seats
they had, hefore the Bill was introduced, Why
ask for further concessions?

Mr. Pickering interjected.
Hon. T. WALKER: Does the mnember for

Slussex honestly believe that the liquor trade
is ' good for the people?

Mr. Pickering: It does not do me any,
harm.

Hon. T. WALKER: N.%ot one publicant out
of five believes in his heart that the tradle is
good for nmankind. Yet there are those who
want to make this traffic permanent if pos-
sible, In the clause we are now discussing
we are on the very vital essence of that
feature of the measure. In view of the
wholsesale yielding to the publican, I sin-
cerely trust we shall not mnake the term
longer than is necessary. if the trade is
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good it will vindicate itself; if it is bad it
ought to go. Can we not trust the peoples
We trust them in other things, but will not
do so in this. I hope the amendment will be
defeated.

The PREIER: T. trust the clause will
not be amended. I agree with the member
for North-East Fr-emantle (Hon. W. C. Ang-
win), that before having to spend money, the
publicans ought to knowv just what is in
store for them. When the 1911 Bill was
brought down, it was proposed that the hotels
should be closed immediately, subject to cash
compensation. The House altered that, makt-
ing provision for 10 years' time compensation
in lieu of cash, and providing for a triennial
local option poll. The Bill contemplates a
licenses reduction board, plus a State-wide
vote on prohibition and a poll every five
years. In 1924 the people are to be asked
what they think of this legislation which we
are now framing. The Bill is a great im-
provement on the old one. We hear of what
America is doing, and of the great advant-
ages achieved by the New Zealand legislation.
I am not quite clear whether those advant-
ages are real. By 1924 we ought to know
definitely whether America is benefiting by
prohibition. I think the vote ought to b~e
taken in 1924, and I hope the Committee will
not agree to the amendment.

Mr. MeCALLUM: I hope the Committee
will not be confused by the statement that
the existing Act provides no compensation,
and the inference that if prohibition be
carried there will be compensation under the
Bill.

The Premier: No, there wvill be no corn-
peansation.

Mr. McCALLIJM%: It is only when the
board closes hotels that Compensation is to
be paid. I remind the Premier that in 1924
we shall have two elections, Assembly and
Council, in addition to the proposed local
option pall.

Mr. 'Macillum Smith: Have the poll on
election day.

iMr. MeCALTJM1: No, we require to keep
it as far away from election day as possible.

The Minister for Works: MNake it 1,923.
Mr. MeCALLUM: It would be better to

make it 3925. It is argued that the board will
do a lot towards placing the trade on a bet-
ter footing. That board will operate from
the beginning of next year, but not until the
endl of 1923 will they have sufficient funds
to enable them to close an hotel. Then it is
proposed to take a vote in 1924, only a month
or two after the board can close their first
hotel. The board will not have a chance to
prove their worth before the poll is taken.
I suggest to the Premier that he agree to
taking the poll in 1925, so as to prevent a
clash of the poil with the Parliamentary elec-
tions, ad also with a view to giving the board
another 12 months of activity.

The MTISTER FOR WORKS: I hope
there will be no amendment to the clause.
There has been an impudent attempt to de-

feat the decision of 1911, when 10 years'
time compensation was agreed to. Now it is
proposed to give the trade till 1924, and the
member for Perth asks that it be given until
1928, with an intervening period of seven
years before the next succeeding poll. I
do not believe in prohibition, bat since the
question of compensation was so thoroughly
thrashed out in 1911 it is not right that the
trade should seek to amend the law, irre-
spective of principle, If the same tactics
are resorted to in the -next Parliament, there
will be very little chance to deal with the
trade. The trade is of service to the State,
but there are many directions in which it
might well be improved. It is nothing short
of rank hyprocisy to claim extension of the
period, as h)as been done. The trade have had
10 years' notice, and now they are to have
three more years, while the lion. member wants
a still further extension. There is great room
for improvement in the trade. While there
are in country districts certain decent hotels,
there are many others where the accommoda-
tion is simply disgraceful.

'Mr. Mann: Nobody is defending that.
The MINISTER FOR WORKS: No, but

if the trade were to attend to these manifest
defects, they would have less occasion to
adopt an active defensive policy,

Mr. Machalum Smith: You must have
struck a bad patch.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: So has
everybody else who has travelled much about
the country.

'Hon. P. Collier: Where, in Murray-Welling-
ton?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Yes, even
there. If the amendment be carried, the
trade will play on our weakness and hope to
get an amending Bill through the nest Par-
liament. The trade ought to be ashamed to
try to get out of the 10 years' time compen-
sation. contract, the advantages of which they
bavs already enjoyed. Let them put their
house in order, when we shall be desirous of
protecting them instead of wishing to de-
stroy them.

Hon. W. C. ANOWIN: If the statement be
correct, that it is the trade who are seeking
this extension to 1928-

Honi. M. F. Troy: Whom do you think it isi
The Premier: This House.
Mon. W. C. ANOWIN %: I do not blame the

trade for it. The first people to attempt an
amen dment of the 1911 Act were the tem-
perance section. They induced my colleague
to introduce a Bill, the object of which was
the taking of a local option vote in
1918. 1 had something to do with the 10-year
time compensation provision. The Act has
been complied with. In 1921 a vote was
taken under it.

Mrt. Pickering: And given effect to.
Hon. W. C. ANOWIN: Yes. The sugges-

tion made by the member for Sooth Pie-
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mantle is a very reasonable one. The Minis-
ter should not run away with the idea that
this alteration is something extraordinary. I
told the temperance people that their action
in trying to get an alteration of the law be-
fore the 10 yeaws had expired would be bound
to re-act on them, and I have received no-
thing but abuse from thorn ever since.

Hon. M. F. TROY: I hope the amendment
will not be agreed to. The mover of the
amendment should accept the suggestion of
the member for South Fremantle. I agree
with the Minister for Works that in 1911 a
definite compact was entered into by which
the trade received 10 years' time compen-
sation. Now they want to extend the time in
the hope that a later Parliament will push
the time still further ahead. Public opinion
during the last 10 years has; taken a decided
change. An increasing demand has been made
for this provision and Parliament must
recognise the change. It would not be a good
thing to have the vote taken (luring the year
of an election, because the fight might rage
around something of this character instead
of around implortant political subjects.

Mrs. COW AN: I hope the amendment will
not be carried and that the suggestion of the
mectber for South rrcniantle n-ill not be
accepted. We were promised a chance of in-
creasing and decreasing hotels every three
years, but now we are asked to forego that
and accept the opportunity every five years,
beginning in 1.924. Surely the public deserve
as much consideration with regard to these
Dew conditions as do the puiblicans. Why is
the publicin alone considered? We arc asked
to have three polls in 15 years instead of
three in nine years, and now the member for
Perth (Mr. Mann) asks us to defer the next
poll until 1.928 and then take a poll every

Seven years after that. This would give uts
three polls in 21 years.

Mr. Mann: I have not moved that.

Mrs. COWAN: 1 do not think the publicans
will object to the necessary control being ex-
ercised. Thter know it will help to keep their
places in better order. Therefore, the mnore
often a poll is taken, the better for the coin-
tnilly and the pnbliams, though the latter
do nt realis it. We should at least fix the
poll for 1924 and every five years thereaf ter,
thoughi I wvould prefer to make it every three
Tears. The argument of the nmember for
South Fremnantle does not appeal to me(.
What is the difference between taking the
poll in a year of two elections and in the
following year when there is no election? The
cost of it and the excitement over it would be
Ito less; candidates for Parliament would be
asked their views, and there would be as
much commotion ns if the poll were taken in
between. Last year the elections were held
in March rind the local option poll was taken
in the following May. What difference did
it makeY Very little. It is very much better
to have the polls as often as possible. it
would be unfair to fix tho next one for later
than 1924.

Amndment put and a division taken with
the following result:--

Ayes
Woes

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

Angelo
Angwln
Obesson
Clydesdale
Collier
Corboy
Denton-
Duradk
Gibson
Heron
Johnston

Mr. Carter
Mrs. Cowan
Mr. Davies
Mr. George
Sir James Mitchell
Mr. Richardson
Mr. Sampson

.13

Majority for 8.

Aves

NOS

Mr. Lathan.
Mr. Mann
Mr. Marshall
Mr. McCallum
Mr. Pickering
Mr. Pleaise
Mr. Simons
Mr. 3. Thomson
Mr. Troy
Mr. Munsle

(Tell"r.)

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

Scaddan
S. M. Smith
A. Tbomson
Underwood
Walker
Mullany

(Tellini.)

Amendment thus passed.
Air. MANN: I move an amendment-

That the words ''twenty-eight'' be in-
serted iii lieu of the words struck out.
Aimenet put and negatived.
1loeu. M. P. TROY: I. move an amend-

menit-
That the words ''twenty-five'' be in-

serted in lieu of the words struck oat.
Amiendment put and passed.

Mr. JOHNSTON: I move an amendment-
That fin line 2 ''fifth'' be struck out with

a view to inserting ''seventh.'-'
This is the anidment which appears on the

N otice .Paper in the name of the member
fr Pet b ,ho, apparently, does not intend

to move it.
Hlon. T. WALKER: I will support the

amendment, but with a view to inserting the
word ''third.'' The member for Williams.
Nmirrogin is stealing the colours of the mem-
ber for Perth.

Point of Order.
Afr. Macallumn Smith: On a point of order,

T have a prior amendment on the Notice
Paper and gave way to the member for Perth.

The Chairman: You are too late.
Mr. Macallm Smith: I rose to speak but

you told ame to sit down. The member for
Perth said he had an amendmemnt to move
which came before mine.

The Chairman: I am sorry.
Mr. Mann: I did rise and say I had on the

Notice Paper an amendment which came be-
fore that of the member for North Perth.

The Chairman: The member for Perth told
me he had an amendment which came before
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that of the member for North Perth. We
have now passed the year ''1925'' and the
hon. member is too late.

The Premier: I will recommit the clause,
and the member for North Perth eon then
move his amendment.

Committee resumed.
Hon. T. WALKER: I want to insert the

word ''three'' instead of ''five.'' The clause
as it stands gives an enormous concession,
which is not justified. The people have a
right to speak on a matter of this kind, which
is of great importance, once during the ife
of each Parliament.

The Minister for 'Mines: There must be
somec continuity of policy.

Hon. T. WALKER: Surely three years is
sufficient.

The Minister for Mines: This is a question
of State-wide prohibition.

Hon. T. WALKER: The member for North
Perth has a Proposal to divide the State into
six districts. At any rate, three years is more
rational than five or seven.

The PREMIER: If these words are struck
out I will vote for three years rather than
seven. I would prefer that the clause should
remain as printed.

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

passed.
Clause 57-agreed to.
Clause 58-Majority for carrying pro-

paoss]:
Mr. RICHARDSON: I move an amend-

mect-
That the words ''three-fifths at least in

number" be struck out, and ''a major.
ity'' inserted in lieu.

.If we are going to stand on a democratic
basis we most place a democratic proposal
before the people. The only way ire can do
that is to allow this question to be settled on
a simple majority.

Mr. Latham: Would you do that in con-
nection with the Constitution9

Mr. RCADO : Yes. I am not afraid
of the people. Members af Parliament are
not returned on the three-fifths majority vote.
I fail to see why that principle should be
.applied to this question, when it has not been
applied to any other question so far as this
State is concerned. Members must be pre-
pared to show whether they are democratic in
this matter or otherwvise.

Mr. GIBSON: I am opposed to the amend-
ment, although I am just as democratic as
the member for Subiaco. The principle set
out in the clause will mean that a permanent
result will be achieved, whichever way the
vote goes. It would, therefore, be advisable
to stand by the clause as it is worded.

Mr. LATHAM: I hope the amendment will
be rejected. This trade is licensed by the
State, and it is required to lift it up. What
kind of a trade shall we have if it is abol-
ished in one year, and five years later re-

stored to life againi If prohibition is ear-
ried by a three-fifths majority it will bea
necessary to have a three-fifths majority to
restore it. That seems a perfectly fair pro-
position.

Hon. T'. WALKER: Members appear to
regard the liquor trade as doomed.

'Mr. Latham: I am not concerned about the
trade.

Hon. T. WALKER: The hon. mnember is
defending it. Apparently we are governed
in this matter, not by the well-being of
society but by fear and by the dread of the
power of the publican when election day
comes round.

The Minister for Mines: That is not fair.
Ron. T. WALKER: It is the dominating

influence. It does not affect me, although
the liquor trade is strong in my electorate.
Is there amy other sphere of life in which we
are so distrustful of our fellow men as to de-
mand a three-fifths majority? A three-fifths
majority was not demanded on the conscrip-
tion issue, Was there any objection raised to
a simple majority decision in that issue of
life or death I

The Minister for Mines: A referendum has
no authority to carry anything. It is merely
an expression of opinion.

Hon. T. WALKER: Why this falling dqwn
before the Moloch of drink and worshipping
him I Hive we the courage of our convic-
tions?

Mr. Latham: Is the drink traffic injuri-
ou?

Hon. T. WALKER: Yes.
Mr. Latham: Then why not-abolish it here

and now? However, I do not say that it is
injurious.

Hon. T. WALKER: I ask the hon. member
to help me to abolish it.

Mr. Mann: The people spoke on the sub-
ject at the last referendum.

lin. T. WALKER: Yes, and they spoke
pretty strongly. When they get a little more
education, they will speak still more strongly.
The fear that prohibition will be voted one
year and toleration of liquor the next, is not
substantiated by the experience of the United
States. Some of the States of the Union have
had prohibition since 1881, and have afflirmed
the principle again and again.

Air. Latha=: T want to try to improve
the liquor traffic.

Hon. T. WALKER: One cannot improve it.
Rfe who seeks to improve it is like the man
who said, "I want to be virtuous in modera-
tion.''

Mr. Mann: Did not the legislature of the
United Staf-es require a three-fifths majority
for prohibition?

Hon. T. WALKER: For the alteration of
the Federal Constitutin, yes; but in the in-
dividual States prohibition has been carried
by simple majority time and again. I ask
hon. members to be consistent on this ques-
tion, and adopt the simple majority here.

Mr. Underwood: But this is a question of
interfering with the liberty of the person.
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Hon. T. WALKER: The drink traffic in-
terferes with the liberty of the genteral pub-
lic all thle time. It is an injury to all of us.
It injures the wealth and the health and the
strength of the nation itself, and therefore
the majority of the nation has the right to
pronounce a decision on it. I hope the
amendment -ill be carried. Let us show no
fear, or reverence, or whatever term should

bi, used, for a trade of this chiaracter.
Mrs. COWAN: I support the amendment,

because I think it unfair to require more than
a majority vote. As in the American 'Union
the individual States were allowed to carry
prohibition by a bare majority, a three-fifths
majority not being demanded until it wvas a
question of the whole Republic carrying pro-
hibition, so here may we ask for a, bare inn-
jority i respect of the State, leaving the
question to be decided by a three-fifths ma-
jority when it is a matter of prohibition
th ronghout the Comimonwealth. The hare
majority is demiocratic.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: The fir-st thing to be
decided is whether a. Vote On this question
should, rightly, be taken at aHl The only
right we have to interfere with 'the liberty
of one subject is when wve have proof that he
is interfering with the liberty of another
subject or with that of the eenpInmlnit)-. That
settles the talk about democracy.

Mr. Cowan: But drink is au evil.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: That tins not been
piroved ; and, that not having been proved,
there is no right to take a vote at all. Neither
is there any need to talk about democracy in
connection With tyrannising over one's fellow
citizens. A lwr of this description imust have
the solid backing of a big majority of the
peoile; otherwise it will not be worth a snap
of the fingers. Therefore 1. support the three-
:fifths majority. If prohibition is imposed by
a barec maority, wve shall he dloing all sorts
of things.

Hon. T. WVALKER: The ponint is con-
stantly miade that we want to lie sure that
whatever may be decided will he continued,
and that there will not be a see-saw. Let nine
quote sonic American figures tin this aspect.
Arizona won prohibition by a mlajornity of
3,142. It retained prohibition two years
Inter by a majority of seine 12,000. Colorado
won prohibition by a majority of 12,572, and
retained it two years later by 8.5,972. Mis-
souri won prohibition by 68,642, and retained
it two years later by 206,936>, Washington
wron prohibition by 18,631, and retained it
by 215,035. Oregon won prohibition by
3%6,480, and retained it by 54,626. Ohio won
prohibition by 25,759, and one year later re-
tamned it by 41 .S49, And so the increase
go on.

The Minister for Mines: Judging from
w-hat we read, they have a different interpre-
tation of prohibition in America from that
which we have here.

Ron. T. WALKER: There is no distinc-
tion. We are all quoting the United States,
but that is not the only country in the world.
British Dominions have tried what is known

as the dry policy. Ontario has tried it. 'Much
was made of the case of Quebec by the memn-
ber for Perth. Although there might appear
to he somewhat of a failure regarding pro-
hibition pure nd simnple, the fact remains
they have destroyed the saloons and the sale
of liquor other than through the Government.
They have gone one step towards' prohibitioin;
the next step will be prohibition. It is
peculiar that it is Ontario, the British por-
tion of Canada, that has gone in for prohibi-
tion, aid the French portion that has gone in
for A modification Of the liquor traffic and
very drastic. and severe regulation of it, mnuch
wore drastic than is contemplated by the
Bill. The world is progressing. There is no
fear of coining back to the liquor traffic,
once the people have tried prohibition. The
improvement in general health, in the sav-
ings, aind in tile trade of the community, as
well as the diversion of money spont upon
drik into better channels of circulation
benefits everyone, from the poorest dwellers
in the humblest cottages to the tradesmren
ad meurchats. The country becomes heal-
ttheir nd wealthier and -this is attested by
the experience of other portions of the world
where prohibition has been tried. Therefore
there is nothing to dread regarding a re-
version. There is something to be dreaded
itt deserting a principle that rules democracy.
If a bare majority must rule in other things
affecting our lives, it should rule here.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: I do itot wish to
delay the House further than to say that I
have a copy of the figures whichi hare been
quoted by the member for Kanowna. They
were Vent around by the Church Council. I
cannot speak about America or Canada.
Whoa the circular says, however, that New
Zealand has had the same experience and
that the electors there do not change their
votes, I know that is incorrect.

Hon. T. Walker: It is correct.
Mr. UNDERWOOD: It is not. Experience

in New Zealand showed that the vote wvas5 re-
duced materially. I run only able to audit
the figures regarding 'New Zealand.

Mr. Macalluat Smith: We are prepared to
take A. chance here.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: If the figures regard-
ing New Zealand are wrong, I can assum1e
that the rest are wrong. The figures are not
worth quoting.

'Mr. RICHARDSON: Tt appears to me that
the Conimitte are apt to get away from the
object of the amendment. Tn tile past, memi-
bers of Parliament realised that this question
was of such imiportance that they were not
prepared to give a decision as to whether the
State should rematin %yet or go dry. It was
considered such an important question should
be referred to the people themselves.

Mr. Machalum Smith: Parliament was not
game.

Mr. RIC11ARDSON: I do not know about
that. In any ease, Parliament considered the
question was of such importance that it
should be referred to the people themselves.
The Bill contemplates such an aiction. In
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what way arc we to refer it to the peoplel
If this is a democratic measure, are we to
tie them diown to a three-fifths majority? Is
there any other question which hon. members,
who uphold the principle of the three-fifths
majority, would be prepared to refer to the
electors of the State on a similar basis? No
one would dream of it. For that reason the
issue should be kept absolutely clear. We are
not dealing with the question of a wet or a
dry State; we are asking the people to decide
for themselves. I want thenm to have a fair
deal.

The MINISTER FOR MINES8: There are
some aspects of the question which should
not be lost Sight of. it is not merely a ques-
tion of a three-fifths majority, but of a major:.
ity of electors entitled to speak on a. nationail
question. If we are to have a poll to decide the
question of State-wide prohibition, we should
have a substantial decision. Should there be
a bare majority, irrcspective of the vote re-
corded on a question of such mnagnitude?!

Mr. Pickering: The Commission made a in-
eotnmeindation on that point-

Mr. Machalum Smith:- Everyone has his
vote.

The MINISTER FOR fI S:It is not
quite so simple as the member for North
Perth, seemis to think. It is very simple for
the people in -North Perth to go to the polling
booth, but it is different for the people iLL
the more remote parts of the State.

Member: It cuts both ways.
The MINISTER FOR MINES: It does

not The last local option poll showed that,
in an electorate such as Leederville-Subiaco,
where there are only one or two hotels, com-
paratively spunaking, they were able to muster
large numbers at the polls. In the more re-
mete parts of the State, there was not the
same enthusiasm shown by representatives of
both sides to get the electors to the polling
booths, which might be miles away from their
homes. It was different there from the more
congested centres of population where it was
easy to get the people to the polling booths.
To get large votes iii the big cdhftres of popu-
lation, and to call it a State decision in thle
aggregate, was wrong, because it was not a
State decision. Thle nienber ofor Subiaco is
not logical in his attitude. We can pass a
law and this House is supposed to be repre-
sentative of the majority of the electors of
the country, but our laws can he set aside by
another Chamber where one-tenth of the total
strength represented is less than 13,000 per-
eons.

IRon. W. C. Angwin: We want to change
that position us well.

Thu MINISTER FOR MINES: The sanme
position, perhaps to a greater extetit, exists
in this Chamber. The member for Subf'aco
represents a constituency containing about
8,000 persons. le can only speak and vote
as a unit in this Chamber, although he re-
presents 8,1000 people; he can speak with no
more authority on this particular question
than other members, some of who do not re-
present 800 people.

Heon. P. Collier: Somie do not rep reseii;
400 people.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: There is
nothing in the argument of the member for
Subiaee OIL that score. We have adopted a
different attitude regarding the trade in the
past. We said that following upon a local
option poll after a ntumnber of years, hotels
could be delicensed without compensation. We
now change that and provide for conupenisa-
tion and a pal1 of the people to decide whether
all licenses should hie abolished.

M~r, Munsie: Hotels can be closed under
the local option poll nlow.

The MY.\ IST'ER FOR MIN1ES: That is so,
but inder the Bill we ask for a substantial
decision on the question. If it is said that
only a simaple majority should be required,
I do not think it Should be such a decision
as was recorded when a local option poll was
last taken, andf when less than 50,000 people,
out of a total of 170,000 electors, went to the
p~oll. It must be-raniebered that if tie simn-
ple majority is to rule, the decision mnay apply
in the Opposite direction on future occasions.
The people might say that, as they had pro-
hibition, there wahs no necessity to go to the
poll, and thus, in a Small Poll, ai Sufficient
number in favour of the liquor trade could
reverse the decision. Such a question should
be decided by at suibstanltial majority, and not
by a few people. The menmber for Subiaco
cannot elnim that the whole thing hinges on
democracy. He has tried to make members
feel that if they oppose the amendment they
are not demnocratic.

Mr. Richardson: Quite so-
Mr. 'Munsie: I do not see how you can vote

against it and be democratic.
The MINI.STER FOR INES: I couldi

show the mnember for Subiaco that his actions
have shdwn that lie is not democratic, but I
would not be justifiedI in doing that, because
lie acts accordiug to what he regards as the
best interests of his constituency. The time
may arise, however, when thme interests of his
eonstmtuemwly conflict with those of the State.
How will hie vote then?

MAr. Richardson: On the right side.
The MINISTER FOR, MfIES: That is

not an announceent ais to how hie wvill vote.
Tihus it will he seen we all have diffe rent ideas9
as to what constitutes democracy. This is not
entirely a matter of democracy. It mnay he
that a three-fifths majority is an excessive
one, and that it should be changed. The
nmnmber for Kalnwrn was courageous enough
to say that lie would ubolish thte liquor traffic.

Hon. T. Walker: They did it during the
war.

The MINI4STER FOR MITNES: To a cer-
tamn extent that was so-much to the same
extent as they are going dry in America.
It is a question of whether we think it of
sufficient importance to ask that there shall
be a sulstantinl expression of opinion.

Hon. TC. Walker: Would you agree to a
simple majority on compulsory voting?

The MINISTER FOR MINES: If you
could get 51 per cent, of the electors to de-

968



[3 OCTOBER, 1922.] 969

cide the issue, I should be prepared to accept
the decision.

Mr. Munsie: On a 100 per cent. poll!
The -MINISTER FOR MINES: No, on a

substantial poll. We ought not to decide
so important a question unleIss wre are definite
in our decision. That is all I ask-that the
decision shall be a definite one.

Mr. MUNSIE: If a question is of sufficient
importance for us to leave it to the people,
we should be satisfied with a simple majority.

Mr. Latham: So long as every elector
votes.

Mr. MUNSIE: Would the hon. miember be
here now if he had had to wait until every
elector of toDrk voted at his election? Why
should we worry about those who do not turn
up to the poll? However, there is bound to
be a fairly substantial poll on the liquor
question.

Mr. Mann: It w'as not very large last time.
The Minister for 'Mines: Less than 50 per

cent, went to the poll.
Mr. Lathiam: We should provide for core-

pulslory voting.
Mr. MUNSIE: T should be content with

that, whether for local option or for Assembly
elections.

Mr. Mhann: With a minimum poll?
Air. MUNSIE: No, we do not require that.

It is unfair to ask for a three-fifths majority,
or for anything more than a simple majority,
just because it happens to be a liquor ques-
tion. I admit that the man who spends his
money has to be considered; but he has good
enough protection in the simple majority and
the five year period between polls.

lHon. T. WALKER: I wish to draw the
.attention of the Minister for Mines to a
marked inconsistency between his speech to-.
night and one he made in 1913. In that year,
with the approval of the then Premier, now
Minister for Mines, I bad the honour of
introducing a Licensing Bill providing local
option, with a majority. Let mec read what
the then Premier, now Minister for Mines,
said on that occasion-

We are going to submit that qucition to
the people. What is the use of giving
people an opportunity to express an opinion
if we have previously decided the matte
before the people can express that opinion.
That is what the hon. member-

Meaning the late Hon. Frank Wilson-
-wishes to do, to ten the people that we
will accept their opinion on certain terms.
That is not local option. I desire to give
the people an opportunity to say definitely
what they require. When they have des-
cided that by a majority, it will be put

'into operation irrespective of the wishes or
whims of members of this Chamber.

The Minister for Mines: Was that on the
sme question as we are now discussing?

Hon. T. WALKER: Absolutely, the local
option majority.

Mr. Mann: That was local option; this is
prohibition.

Ron. T. WALKER: A distinction without
a difference! What is the meaning of " op-
tion" but choice? I admit this is a larger
area of choice, but it is choice still. Under,
Clause 4 of the Bill of 1913 four questions
were to be put to the people, as follows:-
(a) That the number of licenses existing in
the district continue; (b) That the number of
licenses existing in the district be reduced;
(c) That the number of licenses existing in
the district be increased; (d) That no licenses
be granted or renewed in the district. That
schedule wvas to be submitted to the people,
and the carrying of the issue by a majority
was to be final. On that occasion the present
Minister for Mines approved of the decision
by a majority, without any stipulations such
us those he has urged to-night.

The Minister for Works: Was that em-
bodied in the Bill?

Rion. T. WALKER: That was in the Bill
introduced by. me and read a first time on
the 7th October, 1913. I had then the sup-
port of the present Minister for Mines.

Mr. Mmnn: Good men change their minds.
Hon. T. WALKER: So do bad men. I

ask the Committee to accept the views sincerely
expressed ia 1913 by the present Minister for
Mines, and to eschew the lapse that has taken
place in him since then.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: The posi-
tion is different to the extent that we are now
providing for a State-wide prohibition poll.
Front our experience of local option polls, we
know that in big centres it is easy to take the
voters to the poll, whereas in outback districts
there is considerable difficuuy in getting even
a small vote. Consequently, the result of the
poll may not be a fair reflex of tbe opinion
of the electors as a whole. In district locel
option it is entirely different. There you have
confined areas, and the voters have equal
opportunities to go to the poll. That is the
difference between local option and State op-
tion. Why should a big centre of population
which might easily obtain the vote, decide a
quiestion affecting the people remote from a
settled community and unable to express their
opinion? The member for Hannans knowvs
that attention is paid to those whose votes can
be obtained quickly, easily and cheaply.

Mr. Mfunsie: I pay attention to all.

Amendment put and a division taken with
the followving result:-

Ayes
Noes - -. . - 19

Majority against

Mr. Angwlo
Mr. Chesson
Mr. Collier
Mr. Carboy
Mrs. Cowan
Mr. Heron
Mr. Marshall
Mr. Mcallum

Ayes.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Air.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

-. 4

Richardson
Simons
J. M. Smith
A. Thomson
Troy
Walker
Muni e

(Teller.)
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Mr. Angelo
Mr. Carter
Mr. Davies
Mr. Denton
Mt. Durack
Mr. George
Mr. Gibson
Mr. Johnston
Mr. Latham
Mr. Mann

No19e.

PAIL.

Sir James Mitchell
Mr. Pickering
Mr. Plae
Mr. Sampson
Mr. Scaddan
Mr. J. H. Smith
Mr. J. Thomson
Mr. Underwood
Mr. Mullany

(Teller.)

Aye: 'Mr. Lambert INo: Mr. Hlckmnotm

Aniendineat thus negatived.

[.itr. Angelo took the Chair.)

Mr. MUNSIE: Wrnl the Premier explain the
reason for the proviso which reads-

Provided that a proposal shall not be
carried unless thirty per ceatumn or more of
the number of the Assembly electors
throughout the State vote for the proposal.

Rarely at a general election do we get a 60
per cent. 1)0l1 over the whole of the State, and
yet a 61 per cent, vote will be required to
give effect to this proviso.

The 'Minister for Mines: That is not in-
tended.

Mr newo: You might have only
a 40 per cent. vote.

Mr. MUNSIE: In that case, there would
have to be three to one in favour of the pro-
posal.

The PREMIE'R. We want to make it in-
perative that a reas6nable number of electors
vote, and the proviso stipulates that at least
30 per cent. of the electors shall vote for the
proposal.

Mr. Davies: That means iii favour of the
proposal.

The PREMIER: Yes.
'Mr. Munsie: What about those against it?

They are not counted.
The PREMIER: Otherwise the vote would

.not he carried. It is a reasonable safeguard.
Mr. Munsie: 'What percentage must go to

the poll!
The PREMNIZTR: Three-fl ftlia of the elec-

tors voting must vote prohibition.
Mr. Munsie: I think it is a double-bar-

relled proposition.
Mr. RICHARDSON: The Premier says ho

desires a fairly large vote.
The Premier: A substantial vote.
Mr. RICHARDSON: Then he should pro-

vide for compulsory voting without any
minimum or maximum. I see no reason
for the proviso and shall oppose it. If
people go to the poil and vote, they
should not be penalised because others
remain away. Those who remain away
should he penalised and the only way to get
at them is by introducing compulsory voting.

'Mr. Underwood: Why should they be com-
pelled to vote!

Mr. D)AVIES: The proviso means that at
least .50 iier cent, of the people of the State
must go to the poll,

Mr. Johnston: If 30 per cent. went it
would be sufficient.

The Premier: Provided all of them voted
for the proposal.

Mr. DAVIES: If 50 per cent. wvent to the
poll, 30 per cent, would have to be in favour
of the proposal to carry it. According to the
evidence given he fore the Commission and the
statemtent of the Minister for Mines, a bare
50 per centt. of the people voted at the last
local option poll.

The Mfinister for Mines: Mfuch less.
Mr. DAVIES: Seeing that we have carried

the three-fifths majority, that should be suffic-
ient safegdard . If the poll were not taken on
die dlay of the general election, we might ge "t
only a 40 per cent. vote. It would be a fair
comipromise to delete the proviso. I move an
amndment-

That the proviso be struck out.

Amendment put and passed; the clause as
amiended, agreed to.

Clause 593-Effect of prohibition:
Mr. MNae Callum SMITH: I move an amend-

ment-
That after ''description'' in line 2 of

Subelause 2, thea words I Iwith the exception
of billiard table licenses" be inserted.
lion. P. Collier: They are not included.
Mr. MncCallui SMITH: They are. The

clause speaks of "fall licenses of every descrip-
tion.'' The Bill provides for billiard table
licenses, but I take it the temperance party
do not desire that billiard saloons shall be
brought under this clause.

Mr. Munsie: No.
The PREMKIER: The amendment is quite

unnecessary.
Hon. T. Walker: There are other licenses

too.
The PREMIER: Prohibition on])- refers

to the sale of intoxicating liquor.
Hon, W. 0. Angwin: It would be better

to strike out the words ''of every descrip-
tion"I and insert 'for the sale of intoxicating
liquor '

The PREMIER: I would accept that.
Mr. Macallum SMITH: I have no objec-

tion, and ask leave to withdraw my amend-
ment.

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn.
Mr. Machalum SM1ITH1: I move an amend-

met-
That the words ''of every description''

be struck out and "for the sale of intoxi-
cating liquor" he inserted in lieu.
Amendmnat put and passed; the clause, as

amended, agreed to.

Clauses 60 to 66-agreed to.
Clauses 67-Poll not to he taken on day

fixed for Parliamentary election:
Mr. McCALLUM: I more an amendment--

That the words "or Commonwealth Par-
liament" be added.
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Thi 1.utestion should lie altogether free from
elections. I want to dodge the taking of a
roll on that occasion.

I-ion. T. Walker: I fail to swe any necessity
for the clause.

Mr. McCALLL'MI: There arc good reasons
why it should be put there.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: We should not take a
vote en this question when the people are
voting for the election of their representa-
tives to Parliament. After wve had decided
the date for the taking of the poll the Com-
monwealth Govrn-ment might decide to take
the poll on the-same day.

The Premier: We cannot help that.
Mr. UNDiERWOOD: But the two things

might clash.
lion. P. Collier: The dnte could be changed,

because that is fixed by proclamation.
Hon. T. WALKER: I should like to see

the whole clause struck out. Why should not
this question be decided on election day!

Mr. Underwood: Because it is not q sober
question.

Hon. T. WALKER: Some people do make
it a drunken question. The fear is that there
would be a big poll if members had to face
their electors on the same day. It is with
the hope of not getting a good poll that this
clause is embodied in the Bill.

The Minister for Mines: The election may
be dominated by one party or the other. If
the people vote in favour of prohibition, front
that date on there will be prohibition.

Hon. T. WALKER: A vote taken at a time
when a new Parliament is coming into being
would be the more effective. When a Govern-
ment is before the people it could coents into
office on this question with a charter from the
people. On the other hand if the poli is
taken at another time the Government may
say they are not concerned in a poll that was
taken subsequent to their assumption of office.

Mr. Maecallum SMITH: I hope the clause
will not remain in the Bill. The best way
of getting an effective vote is to take it oni
the day of the general election.

The Premier: Why?
Mr. Macallumi SMIlTH: The majority of

the people will turn tip to vote, but very few
people will attend the poll on ether occasions.

Hon. P. Collier-: That is the strongest ar-
gu ment against it.

,%r. IMacaltm SMITE: It is a question
the people must decide.

Mr. MeCallum: The candidate does not get
a chance to state any policy.

Mr. Machalum SMITH: That might be a
very good thing for the candidate. To take
this Poll on the day of the general election
would save the country a good deal of ex-
pense, besides ensuring a clean roll.

Mr. Munsie: If you carried simple major-
ity with compulsory voting, I would not care
whether the poll. was taken on general election
day or not.

Mr. MacC'allum SMITH: As the position
is now, the people will not turn up and the
thing is a farce.

lion. P. Collier: Then they are not en-
titled to prohibition.

The PREMIER: I hope the Committee will
not carry the amendment. Raving had this
measure before us for three or four weeks,
we know what can happen in connection with
a liquor Bill. I am certain there are two
parties who would make this the one issue on
a polling day. Those two parties are persist-
ent in their warfare on the question of wet
or dry. A poll on this question taken on
election dif would mean that a great conny
electors would think of wet or dry, and no-
thing else. If the people are so little con-
cerned as to stay away from the poll, then the
party most concerned will win the day: and
the party most concerned is the tempcra'ie
party. In a general election there are in-
volved many questions of vital importance to
the State, and therefore this Particular ques-
tion should not be decided on the general
election day.

Amendment put and passed; the clause, as
amended, agreed to.

Causes 68, 69, 70-agreed to-

Cause 71-Licensed premises nt to be
open before or after certain hours:

Mr. MeCALjLUM: The proviso to Subsec-
tion 2 of proposed Section 97 represents one
of the recommendations of the Commission,
but the power to extend the hours is Aixed for
the whole licensing district. I do not think
the Commission desired that a whole district
should necessarily have its bours extended,
but that the extension might apply to only
part of a district. This question cropped up
mainly in connection with the Boulder block,
where, whether it is within or outside the law,
hotels are and have for many years been
opened to meet the convenience of miners
coming off night shift.

Mr. Mann: At South Fremaintle the Fame
concession is wanted for the smelters.

Mr. McCALflJM: Yes; and that would
mean an extension of hours throughout the
Fremantle district, which is not required. The
same remarks apply to the Eastern Goldfields.
I move an amendment-

That in the proviso to Subsection 2 of
proposed Section 97, after the word ''dis-
trict'' there be inserted "or part of a dis-
trict. "
The Premier: One cannot object to that.

Amendment put and passed.

[1kr. Stubbs resumed the Chair.]

Mr. UNDERWOOD: T Thive an amend-
ment-

That in Subsection 5 of the proposed
Section 97, after ''Murchison'' there be in-
serted "Cascoyne, Kimberley, Pilbara,
Roebourne. "

These are all goidmining districts, and should
be placed on the same footing as what the
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measure terms the Eastern Goldlfieldi Dis-
trict.

The PREMIER: It cannot be contended
that those districts are gold-mining districts
in the same sense as the districts mentioned
in the proposed subsection. If the hon. mem-
ber could show that those northern gold felds
are being worked in the same way as the
goldfields further south, the position as re-
gards his amendment would be different.

Mr. Underwood: I do assert that.
The PREMIER: I mean, -*or'ked in the

same way as, say, tbe Kalgoorlie goldfield.
Mr. UNDERWOOD: Not one of the four

districts I have mentioned but has mnore gold-
miners than, say, Kanowna.

The Premier: But they do not work night
and day.

Mr. ULN'DERWOOD:- Yes, some of them
do.

The Premier: There is not a night shift
worked up there.

Mr. UN %DERWOOD : The Premier is
wrong. I trust the Committee will give the
four northern electorates the same conditions
as southern constituencies have.

Mr. Johnston: Have you got those condi-
tions now?

Mr. UNIDERWOOD- Yes. The hours at
present are from six to eleven.

Mr. ANGELO: I support the amendment.
At present we in the North are under the
same conditions as the Eastern Goldfields,
and I do not think the Government have re-
ceived from the North a single complaint
regarding the hours of trading. There are
special conditions in the North. For instance,
when the weather is hot, nearly all the tra-
veiling is done in the early morning and late
aftcrnoon, nith the result that travellers
arrive at the hotels long after 9 p.m. Again,
the arrival of steamers is irregular, and fre-
quently occurs long after nine in the evening.
I sent a copy of the Bill to the Cszrnarvon
Chamber of Commerce with a request for
their opinion, and from the president of the
chamber I received the following telegram,
sent after consultation with the people
there:

Not only publicans, but business people
and public generally, view with concern
proposal to close hotels in this district at
nine o'clock. Consider, with conditions of
living here, adoption of this proposal will
prejudice legitimate while stimulating il-
legal trailing. Do not forget only two
votes were taken here. Carried one for
increase, the other continuance, showing
that big majority do not desire anty fur-
ther restrictions imposed on local liquor
traffic.

We have goldfields in oar district If the
amendment be not carried, the people there
will be adversely affected. We have an hotel
on one of the fields. Our people should be
plated under the same conditions as the
miners on other goldfields. The conditions in
the North are different from those in the
South. That was recognised by last Parlia-

mnent, wheat they agreed to the present condi-
tions. These have b-eec found to work pro-
perly and I ask that they should be allowed
to continue.

Amendment put and passed, the clause as
amended agreed to.

Clause 72-agreed to.
Clause 73-Register of lodgers:
M.Nr. MANN: This is a very stringent

clause anti it "%ill have a far-reaching effect.
Subelauise 5 provides that the onus of proof
shall be thrown upon the -person found on
licensed pirentises after hours, to show that he
is there f or a lawful purpose. I mnore en
amendmennt-

That the following new subelause be
added to stand as Subelause (7). "Not-
withstanding ainything contained in this
-section to the contrary, a licensee shall he
entitled during the hours when his pre-
nises are closed for the sale of liquor to
keep the samne open for and to conduct
thereon an eating-house, and to enjoy the
privileges and he subject to the ilabilitiMs
of an eating-house licensee: Provided that
this subsection shall not apply to any bar
room on his licensed premises or modify or
affect the provisions of Section 99 of this
Act."P

The reason for the amendment is that under
the Bill, hotelkeepers will pay 200 per cent.
more taxation thani hitherto and they must
look for additional revenue. They desire the
same privileges as are possessed by tea rooms.

Hon. P. Collier: We are making it obliga,
tory upon them to provide meals.

Mr. MAN N: Yes, at certain times, but
after 9 p.m., if a person is found on the pre-
mises, he is regarded as being there for
unlawful piurposes.

Air. Machalum Smith: Like a burglar.
The Minister for Works: Although he may

be there on business.
Mr. MANN: To-day, bars are closed and

the front doors locked at 9 p.m. At such a
time, hotels are more like prisons than places
for public convenience. If the amendment
he carried, the premises will remain open and
there can be no question of the liquor traffic
going on, because the police officers will be
able to supervise the business. Some hotel-
keepers have suggested to me that they may
close one of their bars and turn them into
tea rooms straight away. The Premier may
laugh, but there is as much profit in tea a
in spirits.

Mr. Underw-ood: There is more profit in
t ea..

Mr. 'MANN: Why should the publican, who
has t6 pay high taxation and who is subject
to heavy liabilities, be prevented from run-
ning tea rooms?

The Premier: No one compels the publican
to continue his license.

Mr. MANN: But he has his money in-
rested and We arc extracting heavy taxation
from. him. Why should he not have the same
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privileges as persons who do not pay, such
heavy taxationI

The Minister for Works: I went to one of
the best hotels in York and we could not get

ja meal because it was after 7 o 'clock.
Hon. P. Collier: Tb. hotelkeeper must have

known who you were.
Mr. McCallum: He knew there would be no

profit in it.
Mr. MANN: I am convinced that if the

amendment be given effect to, it will tend
towards sobriety. Many persons do not want
whisky and will he pleasid of the opportunity
to get a cup of tea.

The Minister ior Works: 'You can go to
a restaurant and get your cup of tea.

Mr. Heron: You cannot always travel
through places where there are restaurants.

Mr. MAN-N: We should make provision in
the direction I have indicated, and I hope
the amendmen 't will be agreed to.

The PREMIER: I hope the Committee will
not accept the amendment. To-day it is im-
possible to get meals in some of the hotels
in Perth. Those hotels should be delicensed.
After the Bill becomes an Act, I hope that
the first man who is refused a meal in an
hotel will report the hotelkeeper straight
away. I have known of these people refusing
to take in women and children; they have 're-
fused to do their duty. Now the member for
Perth tells us they want to run tea rooms.
If the amendment be agreed to, there will
be no supervision over hotels.

Mr. Mann: That is ridiculous.
The PREMIER: It is true that the tea

room may not be a bar. The bottles may be
on the shelves but not on the counter. The
premises may be used for other purposes
than for the sale of intoxicating liquors. The
fact remains that if the amendment be agreed
to. there will be no control over hotels be-
cause everyone will have a right to be on
the premises at all hours of the day or night
There will be no restriction at all.

Mr. 'Mann: Wliy should it be necessary?
The PREIER: Because it is necessary to

control the traffic. No one knows better than
the member for Perth that it will be impos-
sible to control the traffic if the amendment
be agreed to.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: We ought
to include in the amendment a provision for
compulsion in the supplying of food. On one
occasion, when I was travelling between
Spencer's Brook and York, the car broke
down. We telephoned to Edwards's hotel at
York, but although we got there at ten main-
utes past seven, we could not have even a his-
euit and a piece of cheese.

Mr. Macallum Smith: What condition
were you in?

The -MINISTER FOR WORKS- Absolutely
sober.

Mr. Latham: I think you are wrong.
The MINISTER FpOR WORKS: A publi-

can ought to be compelled to suapply food.
If there be any warrant for a public house, it

is its Provision Of accommodation for travel-
lers.

Roa. W. C. ANG-WIN: The bon. member
wants to extend to licensees the privileges of
an eating house license. He did not tell the
Committee that such a license euthorises the
sale of liquor with meals. 'Why is the boa.
member not honest enough to any straight
out that be wants to give the licensee the
privilege of supplying liquor during hours
when the bar is closed? Instead of that, he
tried to lead the Committee astray by talk-
ing about licensees supplying tea. I have no
objection to licensees supplying meals during
hours when the bars are closed, but I think
the bon. member should have made it clear
that he desired to give licensees the right to
sell liquor with meals after the bars have
closed.

Mr. Mann:. The hon. member knows that
liquor cannot be supplied after the bars are
closed.

The Minister for Works: Yes, it can.
Mr. Man: Only to habitual boarders.
Hon. W. C. A&NGYWIN: If I went to

a hotel on Sunday for dinner and wanted
a bottle of wine with the meal, the hon.
member 's amendment would permit of my
having it, for it sets up the conditions of an
eating house liceuse; conditions which are to
be found in Section 38 of the existing Act.
How could the police hope to enforce the law
if the amendment were carried? I would
rather see the hours for the sale of liquor ex-
tended on a direct vote than by any sucht
side-wind as this. I move an amendment on
the amendmnent-

That in lines 6 and 7 the words "and to
enjoy the privileges and he subject to the
liabilities of an eating house license" be
struck out.
Mr. Mann: I will accept that.
The MINSTER FOR WORKS: It have ani

earlier amendment.
Hon. W. C. Angwin: I will withdraw mine

for the tine being.
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn.
The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I move

an amendment on the amendment-
That after "entitled" in line 3l, the

words "to and be compelled" be inserted.
If there be any warrant at all f or the exist-
ence of public houses, it is that they supply
the traveller with food. If he liked to be
supplied with liquor--at the proper time, he
could lhave it, He could do without liquor
but not without tucker.

Mir. Johnston:- That means from 9 pa.
to 9 a.m.

The MIflSTER FOR WORKS: It means
that if a man goes there, he should be able to
get a feed. If a licensee is not prepared to
feed a man, he should not have a license.
I call it impudence on the part of a licensee
to refuse to give a man a feed.

Mr. JOHNSTON: I am in complete sym-
pathy with the desire of the Minister that
a man shoud be able to get a meal at any
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reasonable hour. The law to-day provides
that at licensee must provide a metea at any
reasonalble ltme when, requested to do so.

The %Minister for Works: TIhey do not do
it.

.Air. JOHNSTON: The mail wvIo refused
the Minister at 10 minutes past seven when
the motor ear broke down should have beeni
prosecuted and heavily fined. It was a rea-
sollable request. If, however, a mail was onl
the premises front 4 p.m. till 9 p.m. and
asked for a mta at, say, 9.30 put., it would
not be a reasoinable request.

The i11inister for Works: We could got
liquor but not tucker.

-Mr. JOHNSTON: The "inn who refused
it should have been heavily fined.

The Minister for Works: It was the tlnd-
lord himself.

Mr. .JOHNSTON: The -Minister should
study the effect of the amendment. It would
compel a licensee to keep) his premises open
at all hours to supply meials. t looked upon
the Minister as a reformer--

The Premier: I looked ul~hn you as a re-
former once.

The Minister for Works: Fix the hours at
7 p.m. to midnight if you like.

Mr. JOHNSTON: The Minister should put
his am~endlment in the form in which he wants
it.

The MINUSTER FOR WORKS: If a
licensee is entitled to keep his premises open,
surely people travelling around the country
should have the right to get,their bellies filled
when they are hungry. I and my party had
been, without food for boors.

Ho,,. P. Colier: You are an awful mn
for your stomach.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I am pre-
pared to add the words ''between the hours
of 7 p.m. and midnight"

Mir. 'MeCALLTJM: Clause 70 provides
that the licensing court may) prescribe
hours during which meals shall be obtainable
and tariffs for the meals to be supplied to
customers. Clause 105 deals with failure to
keep a wvell appointed eating house with re-
quisite appliances for daily preparing and
serving meals to guests onl licensed premises.

The Minister for Works: I know of that,
but we are considering the amendment of the
member f or Perth.

The Premier: There will be no control if
the amndment is carried.

Mr. MeCAILUM: There is power for the
bench to compel the licensee to provide meals.

The MfINISTER FOR WORKS: I am posi-
tire that the apparently simple amendment
of the member for Perth, has been well thought
out and contains a loop-hole which wec do not
see at p resent.

Mr. MAann: Of course, there must be Some-
thin wrong.

The PREfIfER: I hope the amendment
will not be accepted. It would mean that
every country hotel would have to keep a
staff on all through the night. Only one or
two of the hotels in Perth could expect to
benefit from -the patronage of theatre-goers.
No hotel 'keeper wants to sell tea and coffee

after hiours. There is no justificatioa at all
for the amendmnent. If licensees had heard of
the amendment of the member for Perth I
amt sure they would have been here to protest
against it. They do not want it. I suggest
the atnendmtent should be withdrawn.

Nlr. PICKERING: This phase of the ques-
tion w-as considered Iy the Commission. We
thought it only reasonable that people who
were staying at an hotel should, when return-
lng from the theatre, 1)e able to obtain light
ref reshmnent% there without being obliged to
go to a restaurant. One would think that hotel
keepers wvere always trying to break the law.

Amuendmsent on amnendmnent putl and nega-
tived.

lNon. W". C. ANOWIN: I move an amend-
mrent oil the amendment-

That the words " and to enjoy time priv-
ileges and be subject to the liabilities of
an eating house licensee'' he Struck out.
Amendment onl amendment put and passed.
Amendment as inmended put and a division

take,, with the following result:-
Ayes
-NoeS - -. -. - - 9

- 10Majority- for

Mr.
Atr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mrf.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

Angelo
Angwln
Carter
Obiesson
Collier
flu ack
Heron
jobnston
Mann
Marsall1

Mrs. Cowan
Mr. Gearge
Mr. Gibson
Mr. Latbam
Sir Jam"s Mitchell

Mr. AloCallumn
Mr. Pickering
Mr. Pleas.
Mr. Billons
Mr. J. H. Smith
Mr. J. M. Smith
Mr. J. Thomson
Mr. Troy
Mr. Corboy

(Telter.)

Area.

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

Sampson
Scaddan
Underwoold -
idulbly

(Teller.)
Amendment as amended thus passed.
Progress reported.

House adjourned at 11.16 p.m.


