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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4.30
pm., 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 and Apgency Company
{(W.A.), Limited.

Petition received and read.

QUESTION—MOTOR ACCIDENTS.

Mr. MARSHALIL asked the Minister for
Works: 1, What is the total number of anci-
dents recorded with petrol-propelled vehicles
in the metropolis for the year ended 3lst
Auvgnst, 1922¢ 2, What is the total number
of injured and killed respectively therefrom?

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

QUESTION—ROYAL COMMISSION
ON RATLWAYS,

Mr. MARSHALL asked the Minister for
Railways: 1, At whose request was (he Royal
Commission on the railways appointed? £,
Was Mr. G. W. Stead, the Royal Commis-
sioner, an applicant for the position of Com-
missioner for Railways at the time Colonel
Pope received that appeointment?

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

BILLS (3)—FIRST READING.

1, Land Tax and Income Tax.
2, Land and Income Tax Assessment Act
Amendment.
Introdnced by the Premier.
3, Dog Act Amendment.
Introduced by the Minister for Works.
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BILL—SUPPLY (No. 2), £668,000,
Standing Orders Suspension.

The PREMIER and TREASURER (Hon.
Sir James Mitchell—Northam) [4.38]: I
move—

That 50 much of the Standing Orders ke
suspended as is necessary to enable resolu-
tions from the Committees of Svpply and
Ways and Means to be reported and
adopted on the same day on which they
shall have passed those Committees, and
also the passing of a Supply Bill through
all its stages in omne day.

Question put and passed.

Message.
Message from the Lient-Governor received
and read recommending appropriation in con-
nection with the Bill.

Committee of Supply.

The House having rtesolved into Committes .
of Supply, Mr. Stubbs in the Chair,

The PREMIER (Hon. Sir James 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 adoptad.

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 making good the Supply
granted to His Majesty on account of the
service of the year ending the 30tk June,
1923, there be granted out of Consolidated
Revenue Fund a sum not exceeding £650,000,
and from moneys to credit of the Govern-
ment Property Sales Fund £15,000, and
from moneys to eredit of the Land Improve-
ment Loan Fund £3,000,

Hon. P. Collier: Is this two months’ Sup-
ply?

The PREMTER: Yes.

Question put and passed.

Resoletion reported and the report adopted.

Bill introduced, ete.

In acecordancc with the foregoing resolu-
tions, Supply Bill introduced and read a first
and second time.

In Committee.

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

Clange I—agreed to.

Clause 2—Sums available for purposes
voted by the Legislative Assembly:
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Mr. A. THOMSON: What is it proposed
to do with thizs sum of £668,0007

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

Mr. A. Thomson: Ig this merely to enable
the Government to carry on until the Esti-
mates are passed?

The PREMIER: That is oli.

'lause put and passed.

Preamble, Title—agreed to.

Bill reported without amendment and the
report adopted.

Third Reading.

Read a third time and transmitted to the
Conneil.

BILL—LICENSING ACT AMENDMENT.
In Committee.

Resumed from the 28th September; Mr.
Btubbs in the Chair; the Premier in charge
of the Bill

Clanse 41-——Duties of Board:

The CHAIRMAN: The member for Perth
had moved a new paragraph to stand as (b)
ag follows:—

As soon as practicable zfter the 31st
December, 1922, and onmce in every six
years thereafter to aacertain the number of
publicans’ general licenses, hotel licenses,
wayside house licenses, and Australian wine
and beer licenses in each licensing distriet,
and the approximate nomber of inhabitants
in such distriet, and having regard to all
conditions to fix the number of licenses
neecssary for pnblic convenience to be re-
tained in swoeh district, and to certify the
proportion between the number of inhabi-
tants in sueh 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 distriet; and
shall reduce the licenses in such district to
such statutory number.

Mr. MANN: Since we last dealt with this
Bill T have disenssed with several members
the amendment T moved to this clause, and
have redrafted the amendment in a way that
I believe has overcome their objections. Tbat
being so I ask leave to withdraw my 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’ gemeral licenses,
hote! licenses, wayside house licenses, and
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Australian wine and beer licenses in each
licensing  district, and the approximate
number of inhabitants in such distriet, and
having regard to the conveniemce dnd re-
quirements of the public and 21l other con-
ditions which the court thinks should be
considered to fix the number of licemges
necessary for public convenience to be re-
taiped 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 distriet, and
when a statutory number is so fixed, the
number of licenses in any distriet 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 the manner in which reduetions should
be cffected. 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 and con-
venience. Take Kalgoorlie, for instance, Say
there are 20,000 people and 100 hotels there,
The board may decide that one hotel to every
400 persons would constitute a reasonable
proportion, and would therefore reduce the
number by balf, making the statutory number
one hotel to every 400 people. In three years
time the population may be smaller, but the
hoard would still preserve the statutory pro-
portion of hotels to population.

Mr, Underwond: Why not give the board
a free hand?

Mr. MANN: That is not the intention of
the Bill. Af a place like Toodyay, on the
other hand, the board may decide that the
proportion should be one hotel to every 150
people.

Mr. Underwood: Who would fix the num-
ber?

Mr. MANN: That would be at the disere-
tion of the board. It is understood the board
would be composed of -commonsense men.

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

Mr, MANN: If is desired to prevent the
board from bringing about a state of totnl
prohibition, and to enable them to lkeep
within the statutory number after that has
been fixed.

Hon. W. C, ANGWIX: T hope the amend-
ment will not be agreed to. The paragraph
as printed already gives the board full dis-
cretionary power, The member for Perth de-
sires that the board should be able to decide
what licenses are necessary in any distriet
in the State.

Mr, Mann: That is in the Bill
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Hon, W. C. ANGWIN: The board has io
deeide on the evidenee submitted as to what
hotels shall be closed.

Mr. Mann: And this, too, will be decided on
the evidence.

Hon, W, C, ANGWIN: There is no provi-
sion in the amendment for the taking of
evidence. The court and the hoard 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 be that after the fixing of the
necessary number for a distriet the people
of the district will be inundated with requests
to sign petitions for more hotels. The cpern-
tion of the proposed new paragraph will he
in the direction of increasing hotels, not de-
creasing them, Getting a license granted by
means of a petition is a very different thing
from gelting a license through the ballot box,
People will sign a petition just to get rid
of you,

Mr. Mann: The proposed paragraph says
nothing about petitions,

Hon, W. C. ANGWIN: I know it does not.
The East FPremantle district, with a popula-
Hion of about 5,000, has two hotels. No more
hotels arc wanted there; the existng hotels
supply all requirements. But the court might
gay, under this amendment, ‘*East Fremantle
has 5,000 peaple, and we think there <hovld
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 irtended
to be used as suggested by the hon. member.
Perhaps the paragraph is badly drafted.

Hon. W, C. ANGWIN: I am not optimistic
as to the closing of hotels by compensation.
There will not be sufficient money available
for the licenses reduction board. On the pold-
fiells there may be a eonsiderable elosing of
hotels, but as regards the metropolitan arca
there will not be sufficient compensation
money to close more than half-a-dozen; that
is, during the period of this provision, six
vears, I shall votc against the amendment.

The PREMIER: The proposed paragraph
might work either way. However, 1 consider
that the Bill provides for all that is necessary
to be done, and the Hill says that what is
necessary shall be done by the board. This
clanse is taken from the Aet of Viectoria,
where it has worked well. The hoard
will not close hotels until there is something
in the compensation fund. TParliament meets
every year, and if this measure is found to
be impracticable Parliament will amend it.
The question of the number of hotels in a
distriet is not merely one for the people
Tiving in the district, but also for the travel-
ling public. A similar provision to this
clanse 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.

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

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

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

Mr, PICEERING: 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 ig mainly a summer business,
the board would be bound to give considera-
tion to the floating population. TUnder the
clavse the powers of the board seem to be un-
limited. T would prefer that in the matter of
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 Hcenses. What is called a *‘licenses
reduction board’’ is not likely to inerease 1i-
venses.  Moreover, new licenses must be ob-
tained by way of petition, and that is not so
as regard reduction of licenses,

Hon. T. WALKER: The amendment is not
only unnecessary, but very dangerous. The
argument of the member for Perth is that
the amendment does not affect increases, has
no relation to increases, but is merely in-
tended to prevent the hoard frowm going too
fast. How fast ean any board created go
ahead in the space of six years, collecting the
alloeation which the Bill alluws for compensa-
tion purpeses? The work to be done by the
board will be exceedingly small. We have not
here what the licenses reductivn board in Vie-
toria have, the State Treasury to draw upon.
The compensation here i3 to be paid out of
the assurance fund—for that is what it
really amounts to—of the publicans them-
selves. The aceumnlation of that fund
will be slow; and if it comes to
using that meney for compensation in
respect of valuable hotels, it will not mect
the cage at all. Se that there is no danger
in that respect. I will admit that it is
hy a misprint the amendment says the
‘‘eourt’’ has power fo do this, and that the
duty is intended all through the amendment
to be incumbent upon the ‘*board.’’

Mr. Mann: It does not make any diffcrence.

Hon. T. WALKER: The ecourt and the
hoard are practically one and the same,

The Minister for Mines: Tach has different
functions to perform, though.

Hon, T. WALKER: I know that; but a
Lody of men meet to-day with certain fune-
tions, and the same body meet to-morrow with
other functions. After all, it should he the
higher body that attacks a qnestion such z2s
has been put by the amendment, Tt is an
enormous problem, a puzzle in a wav. The
member for Perth indicated in moving the
amendment that all districts are not on a
par; some districts are often visited by travel-
lers and others are seldom visited.

Ay, Mann: That ig all a matter for in-
guiry.

Hon. T. WALKER: T am aware of that,
but the Bill provides for the inquiry, irrems-
pective of the amendment.
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Mr. Underwood: Amnd withont this dirce-
tion.

Hon, T. WALKER: Clause 45 deals with
the matters to be econsidered by the board, and
alters Section 82 of the existing Act. [t sets
out that the board in determining which li-
censes shall ceasc to be in force, shall con-
sider the convenience of the public and the
requirements of the several loealities in the

district. What could be more explicit than
that?
Mr. Mann: In fairness to the publicans, do

vou not tiink they should know how many
hotels are to be cloged?

The Minister for Mines: They know that
by the amount to he devoted towards compen-
sation.

Hon, T. WALKER: They know that from
the amount of the fund. The hoard would
not zet without knowledge, nor would they he
guided by ignorance. Decisions will be ar-
rived at only after due inquiry has been made.

Hon. W. G, Angwin: It will be 12 months
before the money can accumutate in the fund.

Hon. T WALKER: Ycs, and the board
has to inquire into every detail set out in
Clause 45 before closing an hotel.

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

Hon, T. WALKER: An hotel will only
be included if it comes within the scope of
Clause 45. Tt will only be covered by that
if it is not eatering for the convenience of
the public, does not mect the requirements of
the distriet, the accommodation is not ade-
quate, it is conducted in a loose manner or
it is too close to amother hotel.

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

Mr. Mungie: Tt all depends which way you
are walking,

Hon. T. WALKER: What is the value of
the amendment? T will draw attention to
the danger which has been referred to by
the member for North-East Fremantle. Let
us take an arbitrarv nnmber for the sake of
argument. Tt may be fixed at one hotel for
every 400 inhabitants in a loeality. Tt may
be found that in a districf containing 2,000
or 3,000 inhabitants there is only one hotel.
The statutory number of inhabitants has
been fixed and there will be an immediate
move to get up a petition.  Someone with
money will desire to sce an hotel business
started and it is casy to obtain a petition.
The argument in favour will be that the stat-
utory number for one hotel is 400 inhabitants
and as there are 2,000 inkabitants in the dis-
trict I mention in my argument, the request
may lbe put forward for another hotel. What
argument can the hench find to answer that,
seeing that they have fixed the statutory
number themselves? The amendment is dan-
gerous and I hope the Committee will not
support it,

Mr. MeCALLUM: The Premier says that
@ similar clause has operated all right in Vie-
toria, He forgets, however, that the Vie-
torian Aet provides a minimum below which
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the board eimngt gn. There is ne such safe-
guard in the Bill.

The Premier: That is limited by the amount
collected.

Mr, McCALLUM: And the board is dir
ceted to spend every pemny that is collected.

Hon, W. C. Angwin: No, it prohibits the
board goiug beyond the funds collected.

Mr, McCALLUM: The Bill sets out that
the board must go to the extent of the maneys
te the credit of the compensation fund.

The Minister for Mines: But not beyond it.

Mr. McCALLUM: Great exception ean be
taken to the clause as it stands, whatever
may be said about the amendment, There is
no safeguard in the Bill sueh as is incorpor-
ated in the Vietorian Aet

Mr, Mann: Where they have the statutory
number.

My, McCALLUM: T will not advocate the
statutory number fixed in Vietoria, but we
should have some safeguard provided in the
Bill. 1t is unfair to ask those in the trade
to subseribe to a fund which will mean their
death warrant. Tt has been suggested that
petitions may be presented in favour of in-
creased number of hotels, if the statutory
number is fixed.

Fhe Premier: You do not argue that youn
would have one number for all districtsf

Mr, MecCALLUM: No. Tt has to be borne
in mind that the same position will oceur
in any case, beeanse the board will hear evi-
dence in favour of new licenses and the same
people wili give the decision in fixing the
statutory mumber.

Hon, W, C. Angwin: The statutory number
will go out to the publie.

Mr. MecCALLUM: Will not the same thing
apply to the other aspeect? The same people
will determine either question. The only
difference will be that their decision will be
reeeived a little carlier, and it must he the
same decision because the same set of men
will give it. If we are te truat the board
at all, we may as well trust them with this
aspeet., T want some safeguard to show the
trade that they are not paying into a fund
to wipo themselves out.

The Minister for Mines:
stood.

Hon. P. Collier: Where is it understood?

The Minister for Mines: The money in the
fund must be used for compensation pur-
poses.

Mr. Mann: And go to the closing of hotels.

The Minister for Mines: In six years, as
propesed in the Bill

Mr. MeCALLUM: That provision was in
the Victorian Act, but it has heen re-enacted,
and it is going on still,

The Minister for Mines: They have not
got prohibition yet.

Mr. MeCALLUM: No, beeause local option
has saved them. The licenses reduction board
there cannot operate in districts where con-
tinuance was carried, but can only operate
where the vote was tn favour of reduction,
Thus the hoard have been hamstrung and a2
huge amount, close on a quarter of a million
pounds, has been hung up.

That is under-
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The Minister for Mines: Some Treasurer
will have a s¢coop one of these days!

Mr. McCALLUM: That money does not
go into the 'Treasury at all,

Mr, Mann: The amount is £388,000 now.

Mr. McCALLUXM: That is an enormous
amount. We have not got such a turnover
here, but in Vietoria it weuld mean that, with-
out the safeguard, they would bring ahout
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 i3 the peoplc’s
money.

Mr. MeCALLUM: It is the drinking pub-
lic who pay it. 1 think a safeguard should
be provided in the Bill. The amendment
covers other considerafions and it is not lim-
ited to fixing the statutory number of peo-
ple. The board have been given a wide dis-
eretion to deal with different phasea of the
question, and it would not be putting too
much power in the hands of the people eon-
cerned if sunch authority were delegated to
them. We should give some assurance to the
trade that their money is not to be nsed to
wipe them out altogether. If the Govern-
ment cannot aceept the amendment, perhaps
they can agree to somc provision which will
get over the diffienlty.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: The clausz 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 licenses.

The Premier: Of course, that is the idea.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: Then what is the
argument?

The Premier: There is no argument at all.
We should put the elanse through.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: There are vne or two
alleged arguments, The member for Pevth
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 populous centre.
He could get mumbers fixed for his centre
whieh would prevent the reduction board from
redueing in that distriet, whereas hotels in
smaller eommunities would he cut down,
The member for Perth is looking alter the
hotelkeepers of Perth, while I am 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
ars more than ten people within the Hrame-
diate locality, notwithstanding which that
hotel serves a good purpose, I again protest
against the comparison of this State witn
Victoria. Some seem to think we sheunld do
whatever Victoris has dome. What she has
done has not been very well done.

Mr, Munsie: Their local opcion law pre-
vents them from deing it well.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: Which shows that in
goverding our State we display more intelli-
gence than the Victorians have displayed.
The member for Perth would say that West-
ern Aunstralin is Perth. He knows nathing
ehout the country that makes Perth possible.

95!

Anything that will suit the hotelkeepers of
Perth saits also the hon memher,

The Premier: I do not think you should say
that.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: Read the amendment.

Mr, Mann: If you were to read the amend-
ment you would not make that allegation.

Hon. . Collier: If he has read it he does
not understand it.

My, UNDERWOOD: The member for
Perth wants to fix a statutory number for
euch distriet. What chance bave the out-
piders? In Perth one hotel for 10,000 people;
at Nullagine one hotel .for 20 people.

Mr, Mann: It is good reasomng., That Is
just what we are endeavonring to do.

AMr. UNDERWOOD: All these things should
be left to the diserction of the licenses re-
duetion board. As soon as we give directions,
we humper the men appointed to carry out
the work, The amendment is purely a Perth
amendment and I hope it will not be agreed
to.

Hon. P. COLLTIER: The hon. member has
indulged in some lopsided arguments. Prob-
ably bhe has 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 persons to a hotel, wili rub
out the hotel. Without the amendment the
board has power to take preeisely that sug-
gested action, closing hotels wherever they
like, without regard to numbera at all. The
hon. member seems to think the unamended
clauze will protect the hotel at Twenty-Mile
Sandy. As a matter of fact without the
amendment it is just such hotels that are
likely to go ont. It is certainly rot a Perth
amcadment, because the statutory number will
he fixed for each distriet, and go the amend-
ment will apply eqguitably to every part of
the State, all being treated alike. I still hpld
that there should he some instructions to the
board, The hon. member says it would he
illogical to lay dewn any lince upon which
the board shall proceed. .

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

Hon. P. COLLIER: There is in 1t no
guiiling principle as_to how the board shall
proeced. The bourd, if it cared to disregard
Subelause 1 of Tlause 45, could bring about
absolute prohibition.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: Not in six years,

Hon. P, COLLIER: Yes, in six years, in
one partienlar distriet. There is nothing in
the Bill to prevent it. We are not s0 all-wise
that we can entirely ignore the principles
adopted in Victoria.

The Minister for Mines: If one can get a
good idea from Ngsva Seotia, why not adopt
it? '

Hon. P. COLLIER: Yes, or even from
Twenty-Mile Sandy. 1 should like to ses
some safeguard in the Bill.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: The Leader of the
Opposition says we shonld have no discrimina-
tion hetween one part of the State and an-
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other. But different parts of the State pre-
sent different conditions, and so we should
have discrimination, Who should be better
able to discriminate than the licenses redue-
tion board?

Hon. P. Collier: You do not understand
the amendment yet. The amendment gives
them power to diseriminate in fixing the
statutory number.  The amendment is dis-
crimination.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: But why go to tho
trouble of fixing the number at atl? If the
licenses reduction board find that an hotet 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 cvery hotel?

Mr. CHESSON: I do not see how it will
he possible to fix the atatutory number of
people in a distriet. Take for instance Meeka-
tharra, which has a fairly big population. In
the same licensing distviet there are places
like Nannine and Wiluna, where there are
very few people. However ean it be possible
therefore to fix the number in such out-of-the-

way places. 1 intend to vote against the
amendment; the matter should be left to the
hoard.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: There is
really only cne point in the amendment and
it is contained in the last paragraph. The
balance 8 as the difference between tweedle-
dum and tweedledee. What is entitled to
receive cousideration is the question whether
on the establishment of the fund we are
going to compel the board to make redue-
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 te 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 hotelkeepers, and that by means of that
fund the board shall effect reductions. We
have commitfed curselves 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 hotelkecpers already
that for a period of six years a certain
amount of money will be available for nse
in the reduction of the number of licenses in
the State. It does 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 bear,
because where the population is large, that
population can exercise influcnce. We see
that influence excreised everywhere, and even
in Parlinment, Tt is exercised to a greater
extent in the bigger centres of population
than in the scattered distriets.  There is
always that danger. I would not be pre-
pared to give unvestricted 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 mumber of hotels
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must be brought about. I believe that that
fund will be comparatively so small that the
only hotels to go out of existence will be
those in goldfields distriets, 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 Pilhara, What Parliament will do
gix years lhence can best be judged by the
decigion of the electors when the poll is
taken. The hon. member by his amendment
is putting in something which may have the
effeet of preventing reductions from taking
place in a particular distriet. [t would be
better to leavc 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, he
should say so.

Hon, W, C. ANGWIN: The member for
South Fremantle does not appear to see the
difference between a court taking each hotel
on its merite and the court or board setiing
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 bas been submitted? Clause 18
points out that a petition in the first place
bas to be ledged if an inerease in the numhber
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 znd
1,000? The people who made the application
would be aware beforchand what the popula-
tion was. It would be incomsistent on the
part of the board to do anything but recom-
mend the granting of the license because, in
the first instance, they would have fixed
the statutory number. No person would know
the statutory number, becanse the ¢ourt would
deal with each case 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 Mines: The whole point
is they cannot spend more than the compensa-
tion fund will permit.

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

The Minister for Jines: They cannot close
hotels beyond what the funds will permit.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: The provigion would
be used more for increasing licenses than for
reducing licenses.

Mr. MANN: I stated by interjection a
little while ago that the amount in the Vie-
torian compensation fund was £388,000. The
amount is £301,000. Hotelkeepers shonld
know the statutery 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-
provements if his hotel was likely to be closed
in the following year?

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

Mr. MANN: But the cirecumstances are
different. If for ne other reason than for

getting improvements made to licensed prem- |

ises the paragraph should be added.

Amendment put and a division taken with
the following resmlt:—

Ayes 15
Noes 21
Majority against 6
AYES,
Mr, Broun Mr. Manno
Mr. Collier Mr. MceCallum
Mr. Denton Mr, Plekeoring
Mr. Durack Mr. Pilesse
Mr. Gibson Mr. Bimons
Mr, Johnston Mr. J. Thomson
Mr. Lambert Mr. Corboy
Mr. Lutey {Teller.)
Noks.
Mr. Angelo Mr. Munste
Mr. Angwin Mr. Richardson
Mr. Carter Kr. Sampson
Mr. Chesson Mtr. Scaddao
Mr. Davies Mr. J. M. Smith
Mr. QGeorge Mr, A. Thomeon
Mr. Heron Mr. Troy
Mr. Hickmaott Mr. Undarwood
Mr, Latham Mr. Walker
Mr. Marshall Mi, Mullany
Sir James Mitchel (Teller.)

Amendment thus negatived.
Olause put and passed.
Clauses 42, 43—agreed to.

Clause 44—Owners and licensees to be sum-
moned to show cause:

Mr. CORBOY: Subelause 4 provides that it
shall suffice if the summons, or a copy of it,
ig served by any of the means prescribed for
the service of documents by Seetion 31 of
the Tuterpretation Act. This section provides
for scrvice by post, and where that is adopted
in conmection with this measure, it should be
by means of registered letter. I move an
amendment—

That the following be added to Subclanse
4:—"¢ Provided that if such notice is served
by post, the same shall be served by regis-
tered letter.’’

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

Clause 43—Matters to be considered by
board:

Mr, UNUDERWOOD: T suggest that all
the words after ‘‘district,’’ at the end of
Subclanse 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 as the abor-
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igines live, namely, under a bough shed or in
a humpy. We should not penalise a man who
puts his money inte building hotels. The
board, having considered the convenience of
the public and the requirements of the sev-
eral loealities mnst, under Subelause 2, have
regard to the chhiracter of and the accommo-
dation afforded by any licensed premises.

The Premier: That is all right.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: That is covered by
Subelanse 1. Should the board comgider any-
thing other than the convenicnce of the pub-
Jic and the requirements of the localities?

The Minister for Mines: Certainly they
should, subject to that.

AMr. UNDERWOOD: Perhaps they should
also consider the charaeter of, and accommo-
dation afforded by, any licensed premises.
Then the board arc to comsider the manner
in which the business has been and ia being
comlueted, and the distance hetween such
premises and the licensed premises nearest
thereto. Would not the licensed premises
near it be as ncar as the premises unearest
thereto?

Sitting suspended from 8.15 to 7.30 p.m.

Mr., UNDERWOOQOD: Paragraphs (b) and
{¢) and Subclanse 3 shonld be struck out.
We must give some consideration to the
owners of licensed premises and it is with
that object I want to seec these portions of
the clause struck out. If during the three
vears prior to the date of the hearing the
legsee of licensed premises committed an of-
fence, the police should have put him out. We
should not penalise the owner hecauvse the
police did not do so. We are very careful
about uplifting the garrotter and the burglar,
but when it comes to the heinous offence of
supplyiog a thirsty soul with a pot of beer on
Sunday morning, we all have a kick at the of-
fender. The penalties are toe severe, parti-
eularly in the case of the owner, who has pos-
sibly committed no offence whatever, We
should, therefore, instruet the licenses redue-
tion board to take into comsideration, firstly,
the public convenience, and then the character
of and the aceommodation afforded by auny
licensed premises. 1 move an amendment—

That pavagraphs {b) and (¢} and Sub-
elause 3 he struck out. ~

The PREMIER: The board must have re-
gard to the manner in which an hotel is being
run; also to the distanece hetween premizes
and the liconsed premises nearest thereto. The
owner i3 rertainly being considered. If Sub-
clause 3 is struck out, the Committee will be
striking out that which applies to the
licensce.

Alr. Underwood: Tt applies to the owner.

The PREMIER: I hope the clause will not
be amended. Every word of it should find a
place in the Bill.

Capt. CARTER: The entire clause is neces-
sary, amd T hope it will be allowed to re-
main. Tt is my intention later to move an
amendment providing that the tessor shall
have some opportunity of protecting himself.
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Mr. UNDERWOOD: Paragraph (c) is ab-
surd in its wording. As to the period of
three years mentioned in Subclavse 3, the
owner of licensed premises might have got rid
of an offending licenseec two years previously,
and yet the offences of that past licensee
would operate to prevent the granting of the
licengse. The effect might be to ent 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 Subclause 3.

Mr. PICKERING: In view of the defeat
of the amendment moved by the member for
Perth on the preceding clause—which amend-
ment was much more satisfactory, im wy
opinion, than the one we are now congidering
—I am obliged, for the lack of something
better to support this cause. There must
be something to guide the licenses reduction
board in their work. The convenience of the
pubie is a reasonable matter for consideration,
and the character of the accommodation
afforded by licensed premises and the manner
in which they are conducted are also points
of great importance. Tf the distance between
two licensed houses is very short, the fact
may operate against the license of one of
them. A distanee elanse is neeessary. I am
inelined to agree with the member for Fil-
bara as to Subelause 3, which might unduly
prejudice a house after the passing of this
measure.

The Premier: All hetels are supposed to
obey the law now.

Mr. PICKERING: Buat we are entering
upon a new phase of licensing legislation.
Sonm:e such words as ‘‘subsequent to the pass-
ing of this Aet’’ might be added to Snb-
clanse 3.

Amendment put and negatived.

Capt. CARTER: I move an amendment—

That the following be added to Subelaunse
3:;—" Provided that if the lessor has re-
entered by reason of any such conviction,
this suhseetion shall not apply.'’

The owner of licensed premises who has in
his building a licensee guilty of  offences
should liave some onus or responsibility
placed on him to wateh the conduet of the
hotel and to see that the law is not broken in
any way. Leases of hotel property could in-
elude a clause that the owner shall have the
right to re-enter in the case of nn offence
by the licensee.

Mr. UNDERWOOD : The words of the
amendment are not worth printing. Take the
case of a man owning liecnsed premises who
is disinclined or unable to take charge of
them. Not every man can take charge of an
hotel,

Capt. Carter: But this amcendment gives
him the opportunity of doing it and so pro-
tecting his property.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: Then it means giving
some proprictors a chanee, but not all pro-
prietors.

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

[ASSEMBLY.]

Mr, UNDERWOOD: This
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
not say that. If ome tenant is put out by
the proprietor, and another is put in, is that
re-entry ?

Mr. Mann: Yes,

Mr, UNDERWQOOD: In that case, strike out
the sabelause.

Mr. PICKERING: The insertion of the
provise would mean that a licensee to whom
exception was taken would have to go, and
that the owner of the hotel, for his own pro-
tection, would have either to take charge of
it himself or clse get someone clse to take
the license. I support the amendment.

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

Clauses 46 to 55—agreed to
Clause 56—The poll:
Mr. MANXN: I move an amendment —

That the words ‘‘twenty-four,?’ in line

2, be struck out, with a view to inserting

"“twenty-eight.’’

This measure i3 being cnacted in the hope of
effecting improvements in the conduet of the
lignor trade. Before the board can turn
round, we are 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 beard may have an opportunity to work
effectively, a different result may he experi-
enced. When the board commence to operate;
they may instruct the owner of hotel pro-
perty to spend £5,000 or £10,000 on altera-
tions to his premises.

Hon. W, C. Angwin: And, according fo
your vote, if he does not do it before 1927,
he loses his license.

Mr. MANN: Tf he does not do it hefore
1924, he may lose his license.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: No, he may not.

Mr. MANN: This is a new Bill anil has
nothing whatever to do with what was done
10 vears ago. 'The Bill brings the trade
under a new order of things, and it is not
fair to require a man to spend £5,000 or
£10,000 and confront him with the possibility
of losing his livense within a very short time.

The Premier: That is the law to-day.

Mr. MANN: We are now appointing a
board te control the trade, and before we give
the board an opportunity to ecffect any im-
provements, we are to take a poll, which may
result in prohibition being carried. The
board are not to be given an opportunity of
doing cffective work. Tf the work of the
board is not effective, let us have prohibition,
but the board should have an opportunity te
ghow whether or not they ean control the
trade. For that reason I submi} my amend-
ment, with a view to moving subsegnently
that the poll ghall be taken in 1928.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: I hope the Com-
mittee will not agree to the amendment.

amendment
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The Fremier: 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 reguired could be carried out in all
the hotels for £100,000.

Mr. Pickering: Therefore you should give
them morc security.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: T endeavoured to
have those provisions struck out of the Bill,
but as they have been agreed to, it means that
if these improvements 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 deecide
whether we shall have prohibition or not shall
be taken in 1928. I think it wounld be better
to take that vote hefore all that money was
expended,

Members: Hear, hear!

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: Hotels must be
brought up to standard by the end of 1927,
and if the amendment moved by the memher
for Perth be agrced to, it will mean that in
1928, or a year later, the vote on prohibition
will be taken. T hope some of the c¢lauses we
have passed will be reviewed, because un-
necessary cxpenditure is involved.

Mr. PICKERING: I support the amena:
ment. Tt 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 has 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 ontlook on the part of the general
public in regard to hotelkeepers. That being
[0, it is unneecessary that we should anticipate
their vote by taking it is 1924, instead of
1928,

Mr. DURACK: The amendment 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-condueied hotels shall be
provided, we must give these people an op-
portunity to recoup themselves; therefore,
the amendment is particularly essential. The
member for Nerth-East Fremantle has drawn
attention to the fact that the alterations re-
quired under the Bill to bring the premises
up to the standard specified will involve con-
widerable expense and these people should
have some guarantece that, if their hotels are
properly conducted, their licenses will not be
taken from them,

Hon. T. WALKER: I cannot understand
the attitude of the member for Perth and
those who have supparted him. In 1911 we
passed a measure requiring a local option
vote to be taken every three years, and in
very smzl) districts. The local option vote
wag to be taken without compensation. Par-
liament ’s decision praetically resnlted in local

9653

option being left in abeyance until 1821,
Thus, 10 years’ notice was given to the trade
of the possibility of all hotels being closed
by the vote of the people. That has all gone
to the four winds; that pledge to the people
has disappeared. I do not say that we can-
not break our word to the people if it is
deemed advisable that that should be done
by Parliament. In any case, instead of tak.
ing a vote every three years the propesal now
is to take the vote every five vears. That is
a great extension?

The Minister for Works: The member for
Merth wants to take it every seven yeara.

Hon. T. WALEER: 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 has been advanced
in support of his contentions? It is true that
the measure places great responsibilities upon
these who engage in this trade. They must
properiy provide for the sleeping, cating, and
general comfort of the public. It is a trade
that is always under the threat of dissolution.
The sword of Nemesis always hangs over this
trade.

AMr. Mann: That should not be.
"Hon. T. WALKER: Why should it not be?

Mr. Mann: Why not control it so that it
nced not be so?

Hon. T. WALKER: The member for Perth
must recogmise that this trade is an evil, and
over every evil Nemesis must hover. We must
have it under threat, otherwise there would
be no restraint upon the trade. It is an evil
and we do regulate it. The Bill itself is a
warning to those who go into the trade that
they do so at their own risk. They have
known that there is a liability regarding the
cloging of hotels in 1921 without compensa-
tion. Ten years’ notice has been given to
them, and vet the trade has gone on improv-
ing hotel premises and building hotels at its
own risk, T, for one, eannot be o party to
giving the trade greater security. It must
be recognised that a great concession has
already been made to the publicans. Under
the Bill a loeal option vote cannot be taken
until 1924, and if any hotels are delicensed,
a compeusation fund has been created for
them, The publicans are sitting in cushioned
chairs in comparison with' the rocky seats
they had hefore the Bill was introdueed. Why
ask for further concessions?

Mr. Piekering interjected,

Hon. T. WALEKER: Does the memhber for
Sussex honestly believe that the ligquor trade
is good for the people?

Mr. Pickering: It does not do me
harm.

Hon, T. WALKER: XNot one publican out
of five believes in his heart that the trade is
good for mankind. Yet there are those who
want to make this traffic permanent if pos-
gible, 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 make the term
longer than is necessary. Tf the trade is

any
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good it will vindieate itself; if it is bad it
ought to go. Can we not trust the peoplef
We trust them in other things, but will not
do so in this. I hope the amendment will be
defeated.

The PREMIER: I trust the clause will
not be amended, I agree with the member
for North-East Fremantle (Hon. W, C. Ang-
win), that before having to spend money, the
publicans ought to know just what is in
store for them, When the 1911 RBill was
brought down, it was proposed that the hotels
should be closed immediately, subject to cash
compensation. The House altered that, mak-
ing provision for 10 years’ time compensation
in lieu of cash, and providing for a triennial
local option poll. The Bill contemplates a
licenses reduetion board, plus a State-wide
vote on prohibition and a poll every five
years. In 1924 the people are te 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 whetber America is benefiting by
prohibition. T think the vote ought to be
taken in 1924, and I hope the Committee will
not agree to the amendment.

Mr, McCALLUM: 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
cBa‘l]']riEd there will be compensation under the

11,

The Premier: Nop, there will be no com-
pensation,

Mr. McCALLUM: It is only when the
bhoard closes hotels that compensation is to
be paid. I remind the Premier that in 1924
we ghall have two elections, Assembly and
Couneil, in addition to the proposed local
option poll.

Mr. MaeCallum Smith: Have the poll on
election day.

Mr. MeCALLUM: No, we require to keep
it as far away from election day as possible.
The Minister for Works: Make it 1923.

Mr. MeCALLUM: It would be better to
make it 1925. It is argued that the board will
do a Jot towards placing the trade on a bet-
ter footing. That board will operate from
the beginning of next year, but not until the
end of 1823 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 uot have a chance to
prove their worth before the poll is taken.
I suggest to the Premier that he agree teo
taking the poll in 1925, so as to prevent a
clash of the poll with the Parliamentary elec-
tions, and also with a view to giving the board
another 12 months of activity.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: [ hope
there will be no amendment to the elause,
There has been an impudent attempt to de-
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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 interveming period of seven
years before the next asucceeding poll. I
do not believe in prohibition, bot 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. Tt is pothing short
of rank hyprocisy to claim extension of the
period, as has been done, The trade have had
10 years’ notice, and now they are to have
three more years, while the hon. member wauts
a still further extension. There is great room
for improvement in the trade, While there
are in eountry districts certain decent hotels,
there are many others where the accommoda-
tion is simply disgraceful.

Mr. Mann: Nobody is defending that.

The MINISTER FOR WOREKS: No, but
if the trade were to attend to these manifest
defects, they would have less occasion to
adopt an active defensive policy.

Mr. MacCallum Smith: You must have
struck a bad pateh.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: 8o has
everybody eise who has travelled much about
the country.

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

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Yes, even
there. 1f the amendment be carried, the
trade will play on our weakness and hope to
get an amending Bill through the next Par.
liament. The trade ought to be ashamed to
try to get oet of the 10 years’ time compen-
sation contract, the advantages of which they
have 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, ANGWIN: If the statement be
correct, that it is the trade who are seeking
this extension to 1928—

Hon. M, ¥, Troy: Whom do you think it is?

The Premier: This House.

Hon, W, C. ANGWIN: I do not blame the
trade for it, The first people to attempt an
amendment 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 Jotal option vote in
1913. I 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.

Mr. Pickering: And given effect to.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: Yes. The sngges-
tion made by the member for South Fre-
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mantle is a very reasonable one. The Minis.
ter shouid not rur 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 years had expired would be bound
to re-act on them, and I have recpived no-
thing but abuse from them ever since.

Hon. M. I, 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 191] a
definite compaect 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 stil! 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 during the year
of an election, because the fight might rage
around something of this character instead
of around important politieal subjects.

Mrs. COWAN: I hope the amendment will
not be carried and that the suggestion of the
member for South TFremantle will not be
aecepted. We were promised a chanee of in-
ereasing and decreasing hotels every three
years, but now we are asked to forege that
and aceept the opportunity every five years,
beginning in 1924, Surely the public deserve
as much consideration with regard to these
uew conditions as do the publicans. Why is
the publican alone considered? We are 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 1928 and then take a poll every
scven years affer that. This would rive ns
three polls in 21 yeara.

Mr. Mann: T have not moved that.

Mrs. COWAN: 1 do not think the publicans
will objeet to the neccessary control being ex-
ercised. They know it will help to keep their
places in better order. Therefore, the more
often o poll is taken, the better for the com-
munity and the puoblicans, though the latter
do not realise it. We should at least fix the
poll for 1924 and every five years thercafter,
though I would prefer to make it every three
vears. The argument of the member for
South Fremantle does not appeal to mo.
What is the difference between taking the
potl in a year of two elections and in the
following year when there is no election? The
cost of it nnd the excitement over it would be
no leas; eandidates for Parliament would be
asked their views, and there would be as
much commotion ns if the poll were taken in
Letween. Last yenr the elections were held
in March and the local option poll was taken
in the following May. What difference id
it make? Very little. It is very much better
to have the polls as often as possible. Tt
would be unfair to fix tho next one for later
than 1924,
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Amendment put and a division taken with
the following result:-—
Ayes .. .. . Loo21
Noes - . ‘e .. 13

Majority for .. 8

AYRS,
Mr, Angelo Mr. Latham
Mr. Angwin Mr, Monn
Mr. Cheason Mr. Marshall
Mr, Clydesdale Mr, McCallum
Mr. Colller Me. Pickering
Mr, Corboy Mr. Plesse
Mr. Denton. Mr. Simons
Mr. Duradk Mr, J, Thomeon
Mr. Glbson Mr. Troy
Mr, Heron Mr. Munele
Mr. Johnston (Teiler.)
Nosas.
Mr. Carter Mr. Scaddan
Mra. Cowan Mr. J. M. Bmlth
Mr. Daviea Mr, A, Thomson
Mr. George Mr. Underwood
Sir James Mitchell Mr. Wallker
Mr, Richardson Mr, Mullany
Mr. Sampson (Teller.)

Amendment thus passed.

Me. MANN: I move an amendment—
That the words ‘‘twenty-eight’’ be in-

serted in lien of the words struck out.

Amendment put and negatived.

Hou, M. F. TROY: I move an amend-
ment—
That the words f‘twenty-five’’ be in-
serted in lieu of the words struck out.

Amendment put and passed.
Mr, JOHNSTON: I move an amendment—

That in line 2 *fifth '’ be etruck out with
2 view to inserting ‘‘seventh,’’

This is the amcudment which appears on the
Notice Paper in the name of the member
for Perth who, apparently, does not intend
to move it,

Hon, T, WALKER: I will support the
amendment, but with a view to ingerting the
word ‘‘third.’’ The member for Williams-
Nurrogin is stealing the colours of the mem-
ber for Perth.

Point of Order.

Mr. MacCallum 8mith: 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. MacCallum Smith: I rose to speak but
you told me to sit down. The member for
Perth said he had an amendment to move
which came hefore mine.

The Chairman: I am sorry. )

Mr. Mann: T did rise and say I had on tho
Notice Paper an amendment which came be-
fore that of the membor 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 mow passed the year ‘1925’ and the
hon. member is too late.

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

Committee resumed.

Hon, T. WALKER: I want to insert the
word ‘‘three’’ instead of ‘'five.’’ The elause
as it stands gives an ehormous 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 life
of cach Parliament.

The Minister for Mines:
gome continvity of policy,

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

The Minister for Mines: This is a question
of Btate-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. [ would prefer that the elanse should
remain as printed.

Amendment put and negatived.

Clanse, as previously amended, put and
passed.

Clause 57—agreed to.

Clause 58—Majority for
poaal:

Mr. RICHARDSON:
ment—

That the words ‘‘three-fifths at least in
number’’ be strueck out, and ‘‘a major-
ity’? inserted in lieu.

If we mre going to stand on a democratic
basis we must place a democratic proposal
before the people. The only way we 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 Constitution?

Mr. RICHARDSON: Yes. I am not afraid
of the people. Members of Parliament are
not returned on the three-fifths majority vote.
I fail to see why that principle shounld 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 otherwise.

Mr. GIBSON: I am opposed to the amend-
ment, althongh I am just as democratic as
the member for Subiaco. The prineiple 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 i required to lift it up, What
kind of a trade shall we have if it is abol-
ished in ome year, and five years later re-

There must he

carrying pro-

I move an amend-
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stored to life againy If prohibition is ear-
ried by a three-fifths majority it will be
necessgry to have a three-fifths majority to
restore it. That seems a perfectly fair pro-
position,

Hon. T, WALEKER: Members appear to
regard the liquor trade as doomed.

Mr, Latham: I am not concerned about the
trade,

Hon. T. WALEKER: The hon, member 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.

Hon. T. WALEER: It is the dominating
influence. It does not affect me, although
the liquor trade is strong in my electorate.
Is there any 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 conserip-
tion isswe. Was there any objection raised to
a simple majority decision in that issme of
life or death!

The Minister for Mines: A referendum has
no autbority to ecarry anything. Tt is merely
an expression of opinion.

Hon. T. WALKER: Why this falling down
before the Moloch of drink and worshipping
him? Have we the courage of our convie-
tions?

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

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. WALEKER: I ask the hon. member
to help me to abolish it.

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

Hon. T. WALKER: Yes, and they spoke
pretty strongly. When they get a littlo more
education, they will speak still more strongly.
The fear that prohibition will be voted one
year and toleration of liguor the mext, is mot
substantiated by the experience of the United
States. Some of the States of the Union have
had prohibition since 1881, and have affirmed
the principle again and again.

Mr. Latham: T want to try to improve
the liquor trafiie.

Hon. T. WALKER: One cannot improve it.
He who seeks to improve it is like the man
whe said, ¢TI want to be virtuous in modera-
tion.”’

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

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

Mr. Underwood: But this is a guestion of
interfering with the liberty of the person.
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Hon, T. WALKER: The drink traffic in-
terferes with tho liberty of the general pub-
lic all the 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 fo
pronounce a decision on it. L hope the
amendment will he carried. Let us show mo
fear, or reverence, or whatever term should
be used, for a trade of this character.

Mrs. COWAN: T support the amendment,
bhecause I think it nafair to requirc 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 was a
question of the whoele Republie carrying pro-
hibitien, so here may we ask for a bare ma-
jority in respect of the State, Jeaving the
question to be decided by a three-fifths ma-
jority when it is a matter of prohibition
throughout the Commonwealth. The bare
majority is demoeratic. :

Mr. UNDERWOOQD: The first thing to be
decided 33 whether a vote on this guestion
should, rightly, be taken at all. The only
right we have to interfere with the liberty
of one subject is when we have proof that he
is interfering with the Jiberty of unother
subject or with that of the commmity, That
settles the talk about democracy.

Mr. Cowan: But drink is an evil.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: That has not been
proved; and, that not having heen proved,
there is no right to take a vote at all. Neither
ig there any neced to talk about democraey in
connection with tyranmising over one's fellow
citizens. A law of this description must have
the golid backing of a big majority of the
people: otherwise it will not be worth a snap
of the fingers, Therefore 1 support the three-
fifths majority. Tf prohibition is imposed by
a bare majority, we shall be doing all sorts
of things.

Hon. T. WALRKER: The point is con-
stantly made that we want to he sure that
whatever max be decided will be continued,
and that there will not be a sce-saw. Let me
quote some Ameriean figures on this aspect.
Arizona won prohibition by a1 majority of
3,142, It retained prohibition two yeara
Inter by a majority of some 12,000. Colorado
won prohibition by a majority of 12,572, and
retained it two years later by 85,972, Mis-
souri won prohibition by 68,642, and retained
it two years Inter by 206,936, Washington
won prohibition by 18,631, and retnined it
by 215,085. Oregon won prohibition by
36,480, and rctained it by 54,626. Ohio won
prohibition by 25,759, and one year later ve-
tained it by +41.849. And so the inercase
go on.

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

fon. T. WALKER: There is no distine-
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
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as the dry policy. Ontario has tried it. Much
wag made of the case of Quebee Ly the mem-
ber for Perth. Although there might appear
to be somewhat of a failure regarding pro-
hibition pure and simple, the fact remains
they have destroyed the saloons and the sale
of liquor other than through the Government,
They have gone one step towards’ prohibition;
the next step will be prohibition, It is
peculiar, that it is Ontarie, the British por-
tion of Canada, that has gone in for prohibi-
tion, aud the French portion that has gone in
for a modifieation of the liquor traffie and
very drastic and severe regulation of it, muech
more  drastic than is contemplated by the
Bill, The world is progressing. There is no
foar of coming back to the liquor traffie,
once thie people have tried prohibition. The
improvement in general health, in the sav-
ings, nnd in the trade of the community, as
well as the diversion of money spent upon
drink intoe better channels of circulation
benefits ¢veryone, from the poorest dwellers
io the lhumblest cottages to the tradesmen
and merchants. The country Dbecomes hesl-
thier and wealthior and.thig 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
in deserting a principle that rules democracy.
Tf a bare majority must rule in other things
affecting our lives, it shovld rule here.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: I do not wish to
delay the House further than to say that I
have a copy of the figures which have been
quoted by the member for Kanowna. They
were sent around by the Church Couneil, I
cannot speak about Ameriea or Canada.
When 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: 1t is correet.

Mr, UNDERWOQOD: Tt is not. Experience
in New Zealand showed that the vote was re-
duced materially. I am only able to audit
the figures regarding New Zealand.

Mr. MagCallum Bmith: We are prepared to
take a chance here.

Mr. UNDERWOOI}: If the figures regard-
ing New Zealand are wrong, 1 can assume
that the rest are wrong. The figures are not
worth quoting.

Mr. RICHARDSON: 1t appears to me that
the Committe are apt to get away from the
object of the amendment. TIn the past, mem-
bers of Parliament realised that this question
was of such importance that they were not
prepared to give a decision as to whether the
State should remain wet or go dry. Tt was
considered smach an important question should
be referred to the peopla themselves.

Mr. MaeCallum Smith: Parliament was not
game.

Mr. RTICHARDSON: T do not know ahout
that. In any ease, Parliament considered the
question was of sueh importance that it
should be referred to the people themselves.
The Bill contemplates such an naction. Tn
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what way are we to refer it to the peoplef
If this is a democratic measure, are we to
tie them down to a three-fifths majority? Is
there any other question which hon. members,
who uphold the principle of the three-fifths
majority, wonld be prepared to refer to the
electors of the State on a gimilar basis? No
one would dream of it. For that reason the
igsue should be kept abseluiely 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 them {o have a fair
deal.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: There are
some aspects of the question which should
not be lost sight of, 1t is not merely a ques-
tion of a three-fifths majority, but of a major-
ity of electors entitled to speak on a nationdl
question, If we are to have a poll to decide the
question of State-wide prehibition, we should
have o substantial decision. Should there be
a bare majority, irrespeetive of the vote re-
corded on a question of such magnitude?

Mr. Pickering: The Commission made a re-
commendation on that peint.

Mr. MacCallum Smith: Everyone has his
vote.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: It is not
quite so simple as the member for North
Perth seems to think. It is very simple for
the people in North Perth to go to the polling
bootl, but it is different for the people iu
the more remote parts of the State.

Member: It cuts both ways.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: It does
not. The last loeal option poll showed that,
in an electorate snch as Leederville-Subiaco,
where there are only one or two hotels, com-
- paratively speaking, they were able to muster
large numbers at the polls. In the more re-
mote parts of the State, there was not the
same enthusinsm 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 eentres of population where it was
casy to get the people to the polling booths.
To get large votes in the big céhtres of popu-
lation, and to call it u State deeision in the
aggregate, was wrong, beeause it was not a
State decision, The member for Subiaco is
not logical in his attitude. We can pass o
law and this House is supposed to be repre-
sentative of the majority of the electors of
the eountry, but our laws can be set aside by
another Chamber where one-tenth of the total
strength represented is less than 6,000 per-
sons.

Hon. W, C. Angwin: We want to change
that position as well.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: The same
position, perhaps to a greater exteht, exists
in this Chamber. The member for Subiaco
represents a constitmency containing about
8,000 persons. He can only speak and vote
as a unit in this Chamber, although he re-
presents 8,000 people; he can speak with no
more authority on this particular question
than other members, some of who do not re-
present 800 people.
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Hon. P. Collicr:
400 people.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: There is
nothing in the urgument of the member for
Subiaco on that score, We have adopted a
different attitude regarding the trade in the
past. We said that fellowing upoen a loeal
option poll after a number of ycars, hotels
could be delicensed without compensation. We
now change that aud provide for compensa-
tion and a poll of the people to decide whether
all licenses should be abolished.

Mr, Munsie: Hotels ean be closed under
the loeal option poll now.

The MIXNESTER FOR MINES: That is so,
but under the B3ill we ask for a substantial
decision on the question. If it is said that
only a simple majority should he required,
I do not think it should be such a decision
as was recorded when a loeal option poll was
last taken, and when less than 20,000 people,
out of a total of 170,000 electors, went to the
poll. It must be.-remembered that if the sim-
ple majority is to rule, the decision may apply
in the opposite dircetion on future oecasions.
The people might say that, ag they had pro-
hibition, there was no necessity to go to the
poll, and thus, in a small pell, a sufficient
number in favour of the liguor trade could
reverse the decision. Such a question should
be deeided by a substantinl majerity, and not
by a few people. The member for Subiaco
cannot elaim that the whole thing hinges on
democracy. He has tried to make members
feel that if they oppose the amendment thev
are not dewocratic.

Mr. Riehardson: Quite so.

Mr. Munsie: I do not see how yon can vote
against it and be democratic.

The MINTSTER FOR MINES: T eould
show the member for Subiaco that his actions
have shown that he is net democratie, but I
would not be justified in doing that, beeause
he acts according to what he regards as the
best interests of his constitueney, The time
may arise, however, when the interests of hig
constitneney conflict with thase of the State.
How will he vote then?

Mr, Richardson: On the right side.

The MINTSTER FOR MINFES: That is
not ap announcement as to how he will vote.
Thus it will be seen we all have different ideas
as to what constitutes demoeracy. This is nat
entirely a matter of democracy. Tt way be
that a three-fifths majority is an cxeecssive
one, and that it should be changed. The
member for Kanowna was eourageous enough
to say that he would abolish tie liquor traffic,

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

The MINTISTER FOR MINES: To a cer-
tain extent that was so—much to the same
extent as they are going dry in Ameriea.
It is a question of whether we think it of
sufficient importance to ask that there ghall
be a substantinl expresaion of opinion.

Hon. T. 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-

Some do not represent
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cide the issue, T should be prepared to aceept
thae decision.

Mr. Munsie: On 2 100 per cent. poll!

The MINISTER FOR MINES: No, on a
substantial poll. We ought not to decide
8¢ important a question unless we are definite
in our decision. That is all I ask—that the
decigion 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 lomg as cvery elector
vobes.

Mr. MUNSIE: Would the hon, member he
here now if he had had to wait nntil every
elector of York voted at his clection? Why
shonld we worry about those who do not turn
up to the poll? However, there is bound to
be a fairly substantial poll on the liguor
question.

Mr. Mann: It was not very large last time.

The Minister for Mines: Less than 50 per
eent. went to the poll.

Mr. Latham: We should provide for com-
pulsory voting.

Mr. MUNSTE: T should be content with
that, whether for local option or for Assembly
elections.

Mr, Mann: With a minimum pell?

Mr. MUNSIE: No, we do not require that,
Tt is unfair to ask for a three-fifths majority,
or for anything more than a simple majority,
just hecause it happens to be a liquor ques-
tion. T admit that the man who spends his
money has to be considered; but he has good
enough proteetion in the simple majority and
the five year period between polls. -

1lon. 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 had the honour of
introducing a Licensing Bill providing local
option, with a majority. Let me read what
the then Premier, now Minister for Mines,
said on that ocecasion—

We are going to submit that question te
the people. What i3 the use of giving
pecple an opportunity to express an opinion
if we have previously decided the matier
hefore the people can express that opinien.
That is what the hon. member

Meaning the late Hon. Frank Wilson—
—wishes to do, to tell the people that we
will aceept their opinien on certain terms.
That is not local option. I desire to give
the peaple an oppertunity to say definitely
what they require. When they have de-
cided that by a majority, it will be put
“into operation irrespective of the wishea or
whimg of members of this Chamber.

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

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

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

968

Hon. T. WALKER: A Qistinction without
a difference! What is the mesning of **op-
tion’? but choiced 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, ag follows:—
(a} That the nomber of licenses existing in
the district continue; (b) Thatthe number of
licenses existing in the district be reduced;
(¢) That the nomber of licenses existing in
the district be increased; {d) That no licenses
be granted or renewed in the district. That
schedule was 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, withont any stipulations such
ns those he has urged to-night.

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

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

Mr. Mann: Good men change their minds.

Hon. T. WALKER: So do bad men. 1
ask the Committee to accept the views sincerely
cxpressed in 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.
From our experience of local option polls, we
know that in big cenires it is easy to take the
voters to the poll, whereas in outback districts
there is considerable difficuny in getting even
a small vote. Consequently, the result of the
poll may not be a fair reflex of the opinion
of the clectors as a whole. In distriet local
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 obtgin the vote, decide a
question affecting the people remote from a
settled community and unable to express their
opinion? The member for Hannans knows
that attention ia paid te those whose votes can
be obtained quickly, easily and cheaply.

Mr, Munste: I pay attention to all.

Amendment put and a division taken with
the following result:—

Ayes 15
Noes 19
Majority against 4
ATYES.
Mr. Angwio Mr. Richardson
‘Mr. Chesson Mr. Simons
Mr. Colller Mr. J. M. Smith
Mr, Corboy Mr. A. Thomson
Mrs. Cowan Mr, Troy
Mr. Heron Mr, Walker
Mr. Marshall Mr, Munsle

Mr, McCallum {Teller.)
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NOES.
Mr. Angelo Sir James MIitchell
Mr. Carter Mr. Pickering
Mr. Davies Mr, Piesse
Mr. Denton Mr. Sampson
Mr. Durack Mr. Bcaddan
Mr. George Mr. J. H. Smith
Mr, Gibson Mr, J. Thomson
Mr. Johnston Mr. Underwood
Mr. Latham Mr. Mullany
Mr. Mann (Teller.)
Parr,
Aye: Mr. Lambert | No: Mr. Hickmott

Amendment thus negatived.
[atr. Angelo took the Chair.}

Mr. MUNSIE: Will the Premier explain the
reason for the proviso which reads—

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

Rarely at a general election do we get a 60
per cent. poll 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:
tended.

Mr. Underwood:
a 40 per cent. vote.

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

The PREMIER: We want to make it -
perative that a reasonable number of electors
vote, and the proviso stipulates that at least
30 per cent. of the electors shall vote for the
proposal.

Mr. Davies:
proposal.

The PREMIER: Yes, -

Mr. Munsie: What about those against it?
They are not counted.

The PREMIER: Otherwise the vote would
not be earried. It is a reasonable safeguard.

Mr. Munsie: What percentage must go to
the poll?

The PREMIER: Three-fifths of the elec-
tors voting must vote prohibition .

Mr. Munsie: T think it is a double-bar-
relled proposition.

Mr. RICHARDSON: The Premier says he
desires a fairly large vote.

The Premier: A gubstantial vote.

Mr. RICHARDSON: Then he should pro-
vide for compulsory voting without any
minimum or maximum. I see ne reason
for the proviso and shall oppose it. If
people go to the poll and vote, they
ghould mnot be penalised becanse others
remain away. Those who remain away
shonld be penalised and the ounly way to get
at them is by introducing compulsory voting.

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

Mr. DAVIES: The proviso means that at
least 50 per cent. of the people of the State
must go to the poll.

That is not in-

You might have only

That means in favour of the
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Mr. Johnston: If 30 per cent. went it
would be sufficient. ’

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

Mr. DAVIES: If 50 per cent. went to the
poll, 30 per cent. would have to be in favour
of the proposal to carry it. According to the
evidenee given before the Commission and the
statement of the Minister for Mines, a bare
50 per cent. of the people voted at the last
local option poll.

The Minister for Mines: Much less.

Mr, DAVIES: Secing that we have carried
the three-fifths majority, that should be suffic-
ient safegaard . If the poll were not taken on
the day of the generat election, we might get
only a 40 per cent. vote. It would be a fair
compromise to delete the proviso. I move an
amendment—

That the proviso be struck out.
Amendment put and passed; the clause as

amended, ngreed to.

Clause 59—Effect of prohibition:

Mr, MacCallum SMITH: T move an amend-
ment—

That after ‘‘description’’ in line 2 of
SBubelause 2, the words ‘ ‘with the exception
of billiard table licenses’’ be inserted.
Hon. P. Collier: They are not included.
Mr. MacCalium SMITH: They are. The

clause speaks of ' all liconses 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 PREMIER: The amendment is quite
unnecessary.

Hon. T. Walker: There arec other licenses
too.

The PREMIER: Prohibition only refers
to the sale of intoxicating liguor.

Hon, W, C, Angwin: It would be better
to strike out the words ‘‘of every descrip-
tion’? and insert ‘‘ for the sale of intoxieating
liquor.?”’

The PREMIER: I would accept that.

Mr. MacCallum SMITH: I have no objee-
tion, and ask leave to withdraw my amend-
ment.

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn.

Mr. MacCallum SMITH: I move an amend-
ment—

That the words ‘‘of every deseription’’
be struck out and ‘‘for the sale of intoxi-
eating liquor'’ be inserted in lieu.
Amendment put and passed; the clause, as

amended, agreed to.

Clauses 60 to 66—agreed to. .

Clauges 67—Pypll not to be taken on day
fixed for Parliamentary eleetion:

Mr. MeCALLUM: 1 move an amendment—

That the words ‘‘or Commonwealth Par-
liament’’ be added.
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Thi- «uestion should he altogether free from
elections. T want to dodge the taking of a
roll on that oceasion.

Hon, T. Walker: I fail to see any necessity
for the clause.

Mr. MeCALLUM: There are good reasons
why it should he put there.

Mr, UTNDERWOOD: We should not take a
vote on this question when the people are
voting for the clection of their representa-
tives to Parliament. After we had decided
the date for the taking of the poll the Com-
monwealth Government might decide to take
the poll on the.same day.

The Premier: We cannot help that.

Mr, UNDERWOOD: But the two things
might elash.

Hon. P. Collier: The date 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 deecided on election day?

Mr. Underwood: Beeause it i3 not 2 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 clection may
be dominated by ome party or the other. If
the people vote in favour of prohibition, from
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 beforc the pecple it could come into
office on this question with a charter from the
people.  On the other hand if the poll 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 elansc
will not remnin in the Bill, The best way
of getting an effective vote is to take it on
the day of the general election.

The Premier: Why?

Mr. MaeCallum SMITH: The majority of
the people will turn up to vote, but very few
peaple will attend the polt on other oceasions.

Hon, P, Collier: That is the strongest ar-
gument against it.

Mr. MacCallom SMITH: It is a question
the people must decide.

Mr, McCallum: The candidate does not get
a chance to state any poliey.

Mr, MacCalilum SMITH: That might be a
very good thing for the candidate. To take
this pell 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. MacCellum SMITH: As the position
is now, the people will not turn up and the
thing is a farce.
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Hou, P. Collier: Then they are not en-
titled to prohibition.

The PREMIER: I hope the Commitfee will
not carry the amendment. Having had this
measure before us for three or four weeks,
we know what ecan happen in connection with
& liquer 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 daf® would mean that a great many
eleetors 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 tempera-zee
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 om the general
election day.

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

Clauses 68, 69, 70—agreed to.

Clause 71—Licensed premises unnt to be
open before or after certain hours:

Mr. McCALLUM: The proviso to Subsec-
tion 2 of proposed Section 97 represeuts one
of the recommendations of the Commission,
but the power to extend the hours is fixed for
the whole licensing district. I do wnot think
the Commission desired that a whole distriet
should necessarily have its hours extended,
but that the extenmsion might apply to only
part of a district. This questior cropped up
mainly in conneetion with the Boulder bloek,
where, whether it is within or outside the law,
hotels are and bave for many years hecn
opened to meet the convenience o»f miners
coming off night ghift.

Mr. Mamn: At South Fremantle the same
concession is wanted for the smelters.

Mr. McCALLUM: Yes; and that would
mean an extension of hours throupghout the
Fremantle district, which is not required. The
same remarka 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 pari of a Jis-
trict.”’

The Premier: One cannot object to that.

Amendment put and passed.
{Mr. Stubbs resumed the Chair.]

Mr. UNXDERWOOD: T move an amend-
ment—

That in Subseection 5 of the proposed
Section 97, after “*Murchison’’ there be in-
serted ‘‘Cascoyne, Kimberley, Fiibara,
Roebourne. *’

These are all goldmining distriets, and should
be placed on the same footing as what the
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measure terms the Eastern Golidfields Dis-
triet.

The PREMIER: It camnut he contended
that those districts are gold-mining districts
in the same sense as the distriets mentioned
in the proposed subsection. If the hon. mem-
ber eould show that those northern goldfields
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, %worked in the
same way as, say, the Kalgoorlie goldfield.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: Not one of the four
districts T have mentioned but bas more gold-
miners than, say, Kanowna.

The Premi¢r: But they do nmot work night
and day.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: Yes, some of them
do.

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

Mr. UNDERWOQOD : The Premier is
wrong. I trust the Committee wiil give the
four northern electorates the same ¢onditions
as southern constituencies bave.

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

Mr. UNDERWQOD; Yes.
present are from six to eleven.

Mr, ANGELO: I sapport 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 eonditiomns in the North, For instanee,
when the weather is hot, nearly all the tra-
velling is done in the early morning and late
afternoon, with the result that travellers
arrive at the hotels long after 9 p.n. Again,
the arrival of steamers is irregular, and fre-
quently occurs long after nine in the evening.
I sent o copy of the Bill to the Carnmarvon
Chamber of Commeree 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 distriet at
nine o’clock. Consider, with conditions of
living herc, adoption of this proposal will
prejudice lezitimate while stimulating il-
legal trading. Do not forget only two
votes were taken here. Carried one for
increase, the other continuance, showing
that big majority do not desire any fur-
ther restrictions imposed on local liquor
traffic,

‘We have goldficlds in our distriet. 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
placed under the same c¢onditions as the
miners on other goldfields. The conditions in
the North are different from those in the
Seuth. That was recognised by last Parlia-

The hours at
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ment, when they agreed to the present condi-
tions. These have Leen found to work pro-
perly and I ask that they should be allowed
tn continue,

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

Clause 72--agreed to.
Clauuse 73—Register of lodgers:

Mr. MANN: This is a very stringent
clauge and it witl have & far-reaching effect.
Bubclause 5 provides that the onvs of proof
shall he thrown upon the .person found on
licensed premises after hours, to show that he
i3 there for & lawful purpose. I move an
amendment—

That the following new subelanse be
added to stand as Subelanse (7): ‘‘Not-
withstanding nanything contained in this
scetion to the contrary, a licensee shall ba
entitled during the hours when his pre-
mises arc closed for the sale of liquor to
keep the same open for and to conduet
thereon an eating-house, and to enjoy the
privileges and be subjeet to the liabilities
of an eating-house lieensee: Provided that
this subsection shall not apply to any bar
room on his licensed premises or modify or
affect the provisions of Bection 99 of this
Act.??

The reason for the amendment is that under
the Bill, hotelkcepers will pay 200 per cent.
more taxation than hitherto and they must
leok 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. MANN: Yes, at certain times, but
after 9 p.m., if a person is found on the pre-
mises, he i3 regarded as being there for
unlawf{ul purposes.

Mr. MacCallum Smith: Like a burglar,

The Minister for Works: Although he may
he there on business.

Mr. MANN: To-day, bars are closed and
the front doors locked at 9 p.m. At such &
time, hotels are more like prisons than places
for public convenience. If the amendment
be eurried, the premises will remain open and
there ean be no question of the liquor traffic
going on, beeause the police officers will he
ahle to snpervise the business. Some hotel-
keepers have suggested to me that they may
elose one of their bars and turm them into
tea rooms straight away. The Premier may
laugh, bnt there is as much profit in tea as
in spirits.

Mr. Underwood: There is more profit in
tea,

Mr. MANX: Why shonld the publican, who
has té pay high taxation and who is subject
to heavy liabilities, be prevented from run-
ning tea rooms?

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

Mr. MANN: But he has his money in-
vested and we are extracting heavy tazation
from him. Why should he not have the same
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privileges as persons who do not pay such
heavy taxation?

The Minister for Works: I went to one of
the best hotels in York and we eould not get
A meal becaunse it was after 7 o’elock.

Hon. P. Collier: The hotelkeeper must have
known who you were, .

Mr. MeCallum: 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 be pleaséd of the opportunity
to get a eup of tea.

The Minister for Works: You ean go to
a testaurant and get your eup of tea.

Mr, Heron: You ecannot always travel
through places where there are restaunrants.

Mr. MANXN: We should make provision in
the direction T have indieated, snd I hope
the amendment 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 atraight
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: Why should it be necessary?¥

The PREMTER: Beeause 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 ameadment
be agreed to.

The MINISTER FOR WOREKS: We ought
to inclode in the amendment a provision for
compulsion in the supplying of food. On one
oecasion, 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 tea min-
utes past seven, we could not have even a his-
enit and a piece of cheese.

Mr. MacCallum Smith:
were you in?

t”I'he MINISTER FOR WORKS: Absolutely
sober.

Mr. Latham: I think you are wrong.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: A publi-
can ought to be compelled to supply food
If there be any warrani for a public house, it

‘What econdition
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is its provision of accommodation for travel-
lers.

Hon. W, C. ANGWIN: The hon. member
wants to extend to licensees the privileges of
an eating house license. He did not tell the
Committee that such a licenmse authorises the
sale of liquor with meals. Why is the bon.
member not honest enough to say setraight
out that he wants to give the licenses the
privilege of supplying liquor during hours
when the bar is closed? Iustead 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 hon. member should have made it ¢lear
that he desired to give licensees the right to
sell liquor with meals after the bars have
cloged.

Mr. Mann: The hon, member knowa that
liguor eannot be supplied after the bars are
closed.

The Minister for Worke: Yes, it can.

Mr. Mann: Only to habitual bearders,

Hon. W. ¢ ANGWIN: Tf 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 license; 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 dirett vote than by any such
side-wind as this. I move an amendment on
the amendment—

That in lines 6 and 7 the words '*and to
enjoy the privileges and be subject to the
liabilities of an eating house license’’ be
struck ount.

Mr. Mann: T will aceept that.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I have an
earlier amendment.

Hon. W, C. Angwin: I will withdraw mine
for the time being.

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS:
an amendment on the amendment—

That after ‘‘entitled’’ in line 3, the
words ‘‘to and be compelled’’ be inserted.

If there be any warrant at all for the exist-
ence of public houses, it 38 that they supply
the traveller with food. If he liked to be
supplied with liquor—at the proper time, he
eould have it. He could do without liquor
but not without tucker.

Mr. Johnston: That means from & p.m.
to 9 am.

The MINISTER 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 8 man, he should not have a license.
I call it impudence on the part of a licensee
to rofuse to give & 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

I move
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reasonable hour. The law to-day provides
that a liccnsee must provide a meal at any
reagonable time when requested to do so.

The Minister for Works: They dn not do
it.

Mr. JOHNSTON: The man who refused
the Minister at 10 minutes past seven when
the motor car broke down should have been
prosecuted and heavily fined. It was a rea-
sonable request. If, however, a man was on
the premises from + pm. till 9 p.m. and
asked for a meal at, say, 8.30 pam., it would
not be a rensonable reguest.

The Minister for Works:
liguor but mot tucker.

- Mr, JOHNSTON: The man
it should have been heavily fined.

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

Mr. JOHNSTON: The Minister should
study the cffeet of the amendment. It would
compel a licensee to keep his premises open
at all hours to supply meals. T locked upon
the Minister as a reformer—-—

. The Premier: I looked upon you as a re-
former once,

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

Mr. JOOIXSTON: The Minister should put
his amendment in the form in which he wants

We could get

who refused

it.

.The MINISTER FOR WOREKS: 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 witheut food for hoors,

Hon. P. Collier: You are an awful man
for your stomach.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: T am pre-
pared to add the words '‘between the hours
of 7 p.m. and midnight.”’

Mr, McCALLUM: Clause 70 provides
that the- licensing ecourt may preseribe
hours during which meals shall be obtainabla
and tariffs for the meals to be suppliced to
customers. Clause 105 deals with feilure to
keep a well appointed eating house with re-
quisite appliances for daily preparing and
serving meals to guests on licensed premises.

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

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

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

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I am posi-
tive that the apparenily simple amendment
of the member for Perth has been well thought
out and contains a leop-hote which we do not
see at present.

Mr. Mann: Of course, there must be some-
thing wrong.

The PREMIER: I hope the amendment
will not be accepted. It would mean that
every country hotel would have to keep a
ataff on alt through the night. Only one or
two of the hotels in Perth eould expect to
benefit from the patronage of theatre-goers.
No hotel keeper wants to sell tea and coffee
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after hours. There is no justifieation at alk
for the amendment. If licensees had heard of
the amendment of the member for Perth L
am surc they would have heen here to protest
against it. They do not want it. I suggest
the amendment shonld be withdrawn. :
Mr. PICKERING: This phase of the ques-
tio was considered by the Commission, We
thonght it only reasonable that people who
were staying at an hotel should, when return-
ing from the theatre, be able to obtain light
refreshments there withont being obliged to -
o to a vestawrant. One wounld think that hotel
keepers were always trying tc break the law.

Amendment on amendment put and nega-
tived,

Hon. W, (. ANGWIN: I move an amend-
ment on the amendment—

That the words ‘“and to enjoy the priv-
ileges and be subjeet to the liabilities of
an eating housc licensee®’ he struck ont,
Amendment on amendment put and passed.

Amendment as nmended put and a division
taken with the following result:—

Avyey . .. .. .. 19
Noes .. .. . .. 9
Majority for .10
AYES.
Mr. Angelo Mr, McCallum
Mr. Angwin Mr. Pickering
Mr. Carter Mr. Plesse
Mr. Chesson Mr. Simons
Mr. Collier Mr, J. H. Bmith
Mr. Durack Mr. J. M. Smith
Mr, Heron My, J. Thomson
Mr. Johnston Mr. Troy
Mr. Mann Mr. Corboy
Mr. Marshall (Teller.)
Noes,
Mrs. Cowan Mr, Sampson
Mr. George Mr. Scaddan
Mr, Gibson Mr. Underwood*
Mr. Latham Mr. Mullany
Bir Yames Mltchell (Teller.)

Amendment as amended thus passed.
Progress reported.

House adjourned ot 11.1¢ p.m.



