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to carry out the agreement at all; in fact,
‘it was an amendment that the House
should not be called upon to aecept.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY : Mr.
‘Colebatch had repeatedly made attempts
to kill the Bill, and this was only another
snch attempt. He hoped the Committee
wauald see throuzh that hon. member’s
move, and refuse to give the amendment
consideretion and support. In any case,
he did not think it would be legal to
alter an agreement that was already
signed. The whole question of the tram-
tway purchase had been discussed for a
fortnight, and he did not propose to
refer to it any further.

Hon. J. D. CONNOLLY : The point
raised by Mr. (olebatech was quite re-
levant; it had been shown that the priee
to be paid to the ecompany was more than
the company should receive. If, for the
sake of argument £475,000 was a fair
value for the trums, the question arose
who was to reeeive the amount? There
were two parties to the agreement, and
the two parties should partieipate in any
valuation placed on lhe tramways. Those
twn parties were the owners of the trams
and the local authorities, Tn other words,
the tramway company had a license until
1939 and no longer; after that date the
license belonged to the City Counell.
Therefore, those two parties should par-
ticipate in the purchase price. Mr. Cole-
batch was trying to make a fair division
of the purchase money, and had assessed
the share of the City Council at £100,000.

Hon., H. P. Colebatch : That is the
Governinent’s own valuation.

Hon. J. D. CONNOLLY : The price
to be paid to the company was objected
to during the second reading debate, and
now members had additional information
before them which placed them in a better
position to say whether £475,000 should
Dbe paid Lo the tramway company or not.
He was not sure that the amendment
roade the mover’s intention clear, and
he suggested that progress be reported
so that the amendment might then be
properly drafted and fairly discnssed.

Amendment put and negatived.

Clause, as previously amended, put and
naseed.
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Second, third, fourth and fifth sche-
dules—agreed to.

Bill reported with amendments and a
Message accordingly forwarded to the

Tegislative Assembly requesting, them to

make the amendments, leave being given
to sit again on receipt-of a Message from
the Assembly.

House adjowrned at 10.40 p.m.

Tegislative Hssembly,
Wednesday, 11th September, 1312.
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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4.30
p.m., and read prayers.

QUESTION — TRANSCONTINENTAL
RAILWAY, DEVIATION FROM
BULONG.

Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON asked the Pre-
mier: 1, Has the attention of the Govern-
nient been drawn to the published state-
ment that it is the intention of the Fed-
eral Government to deviate the Trans-
continental railway away from the town
of Bulong? 2,- As the original sorvey
passed through Bulong, and as there is
a splendid water supply there, owned by
the State, which cost over £20,000, and
as it is stated that an equally short ronte
can be obtained running through Bulong
after leaving Parkestown, will the Gov-
ernment draw the attention of the Federal
anthorities to the desirability of adopting
a route that will keep faith with the
people of Bulong, and at the same time
permit the Bulong reservoir to be utilised
for railway purposes?
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The PREMIER replied: 1, Yes. 2,
The Altorney General has seen Colonel
Miller, Mr. Deane, and Mr. Chinn, who,
by request, waited upon him to diseuss
the subject. He was informed that the
ultimate decision rested with the Minister
for Home Aftairs, and the Engineer-in-
Chief suggested that the people of Bulong
should set out their views in writiog for
transmission to the Federal authorities.

QUESTION—STATE MEAT SUPPLY
AT COLLIE,

Hon, FRANK WILSON asked the
Honorary Minister: 1, Is it a faet that
the Government salesman, Mr. Wedlock,
undertook to provide a continuous supply
of beef at 234d. per Ib. to William Brown,
in order that he might start a ecash
butchering business at Collie? 2, Is it
true that only three sides of beef were
supplied, and that the price was raiser
to 3%44d. per lb. for the last consignment,
and that 8d. each was charged for chaff
bags to cover the beef? 3, Is it a fact
that Brown was advised that no further
supplies could be provided, and that in
eonsequence Brown has had to close his
shop within a week, after being put to
considerable expense? 4, Was an experi-
ment made with a side of beef at the
market to asecertain the gross priee re-
ceived at the present retail prices and
hew much per 1b, would it realise? 5, Did
this experiment prove that the present
retail prices showed a profit or a loss?

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN (Honorary
Minister) replied: 1, No. 2, Three sides
were sent, one at 3%d., one at 3d., and
one at 234d., as agreed. Chaff bags were
not charged for; eharges were made for
ordinary beef bags. 3, Brown was noli-
fied that no beef was available wholesale.
4, Weekly tests of earcases are made. 3,
The test proved that present scheduled
prices ean be eontinued,

BILLS (3)—FIRST READING.

1. DUniversity Lands (introduced by
the Premier).
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2. Agrienltural Lands Purchase Act
Amendment (introduced by the Minister
for Lands).

3. Bills of Sale Aet Amendment (in-
troduced by the Attorney General).

BILL—STATE HOTELS,

In Commiltee.

Mr. MeDowall in the Chair; the Pre-
mier in eharge of the Bill,

Clause 1—agreed to.

Clange 2--Power to establish State
hotels:

Hon. FRANK WILSON: This was the
vital clause in the measure, and wounld
the Premier say whether he was inclined
lo permit managers of State hotels to
apply for a license to a licensing bench
in the usual way? We would be doing a
wrong if we were to take away this safe-
gunard in eonnection with the eonduct of
managers of hotels, whether owned by {he
State or by private individuals.

The PREMIER: No amendment on ihe
lines indicated would be accepted by the
Government, becanse it would be an
absurdity to ask a bench appointed by
the Government to consider whether they
would grant a license to a person whom
the Treasurer considered a fit and proper
person to carry on the business of a hotel
licensee. If the manager of a State hotel
miseondueted himself in any way, the
Government had the right to dismiss him
at onece, he not being under the Public Set-
vice Act; but they could not do that with
a private licensee. The laiter had to go
before the court and be charged with cer-
tain offences, and then it was necessary to
wait until the next licensing court sat
before that undesirable person could be
deprived of his license. If it was shown
that the manager of a State hotel was
abusing his powers and not condueting
hiz hotel on proper lines, his serviees
could be immediately dispensed with by
tbe Minister controlling the department.
To-day the members of a lieensing bench
were appointed by the Government, and
there was evidence that if the political
opinions of those gentlemen were not in
aceordance with those of the Goverament
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they could be removed from the bench.
That was what the previous Government
had done.

Hon. Frank Wilson: Nothing of the
sort.

The PREMIER: The previous Govera-
ment had dismissed Mr. Kirwan and Mr.
Watson for no other reason.

Hon. Frank Wilson: That is a foul
‘slander.

The PREMIER: The statement was a
faet, and yet the leader of the Opposition
asked the Government to consider whether
they should not allow a bench appointed
in those circumstances to say whether a
person whom the Treasurer considered fit
and proper should hold a license.

Mr. CARPENTER: Would the Pre-
mier not consider whether it would not
be better to remove the appeintment of
State hotel managers from political con-
trol? The Premier and the Committee
would see from the discussion on the
second reading how easy it was, partiea-
larly in connection with appointments of
this kind, to have charges levelled against
the head of the Government, no matter
what Government it might be, of granting
political patronage to some individual be-
canse he happened to be a member of a
eertain party. He was not going lo
suggest that any Premier would be guilty
of making appointments on party lines.

The Premier: There is nothing in your
suggested amendment if yon do not hold
that view.

Mr. CARPENTER : The suggestion
was made for the purpose of disarming
suspicion in regard to these appointments.

Mr. Gill: Who wonld you have to
make the appointments?

Mr. CARPENTER: Would it not be
better from the point of view of the Gov-
ernment and of State management to put
the seleclion of managers in fthe bands of
the Public Service Commissioner?

The Premier: That would not get over
the difficulty. The late Government ap-
pointed public servants over the head of
the Commissioner.

Mr, CARPENTER: If the Government
did not aecept the recommendation of
the Commissioner, they would have 1lo
give good reasoms, but in nine cases out
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of ten the recommendation of the Com-
missioner would be acceptable, and that
wonld remove all cause for the petly
wrangling sach as had taken place during
the second reading debate. He would uot
say as good a man could not be obtained
through an appointment by a political
head as could he got through an appeini-
ment by a non-political person, but it
would be a chauee of removing eriticism
withont in any way endangering State
hotel management. In the Dwellingup case,
the Government recognised the Public
Service Commissioner by asking him Lo
boil down the 100 odd applicants and
choose a dozen for their final decision, but
it would be better for the Public Service
Commissioner to have the final selection,
Then if the Government did not approve
of the final selection, it would be neces-
sary to give good reasons for their aetion.
Apparently it was the opinion of the
Deputy Public Service Commissioner in
the Dwellingup case that the dozen chosen
were equal in ability.

Hon. Frank Wilson : The Deputy Public
Service Commissioner put them in order
of menit.

Mr, CARPENTER.: If that was so it
made the ease still worse, and there would
be greater danger of having adverse erifi-
vism,

The Minister for Mines: Do youn think
there is any justification for the paltry,
wrangling and criticism there has been
over this{

Mr. CARPENTER: No, but for the
sake of avoiding anything of the sort in
the future it would be better to allow a
non-political person to make the appoint-
ments, and altogether remove any danger
of charges of political patronage. For
the sake of peace, and to remove any
cause of dispute in regard to fuoiure
appointments, something of this sort
should be done, either by an amendment
to the Bill or by the Government agreeing
to allow the selection of the managers of
hotels to be carried out by the Public
Service Commissioner.

The PREMIER: The hon. member
wonld apparently like to push all re-
sponsibility on someone else to avoeid
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eriticism, bul he (the Premier) was never
one to agree with the “peace at any price”
poliey, and the Government did not wish
to avoid any eriticism, but were prepared
to take the vesponsibility for any of their
actions, The appoiniment made at Dwel-
lingup he was proud of. No individual,
Public Service Commissioner or other-
wise, was better able to select a-manager
of a State hotel than he was. Judging
by the recommendalions of the De-
puly TPublie Service Commissioner
in regard to the Dwellinsup case,
he (the Premier) would pit his
judgment against a Public Service Com-
missioner’s. The first on the list sub-
mitted by the Depuly Publie Service Com-
misgioner was a gentleman who was previ-
ously appointed as manager of a State
hotel, accupying the position for a few
montls, and receiving the salary but do-
ing nothing. No doubt that gentleman,
if given the opportunity in another posi-
tion, might prove to be a suitable mana-
ger of a State hotel, but he would be ab-
solutely useless at Dwellingup.  Being
among the timber mills, the Dwellingup
State hotel needed a man with a person-
ality, and one who, when he gave an
order, could see that it was enforced.
That was one of the reasons that guided
in the appointment of Mr. O’Connor,
and My. O’Connor had justified the selec-
tion. If there had been a mistake made
in regard to the appointment, the ecriti-
cisms from Oppeosition members wounld be
worth something, but the fact remained
that the appointment at Dwellingnp had
turned out “trumps.” The only reason
that the Deputy Public Service Commis-
sioner, in company with the manager of
State hotels, was ecalled on to assist the
Government in regard to the selection of a
manager at Dwellingup, was in order to
avoid the neecessity of the Government
having to go through abont 160 applica-
tions. Several Ministers had been re-
quested by letters to give references to
people applying, but it was pointed out
distinetly that Cabinet would decide on
the merits of applicants as disclosed
from other people’s references. As to the
dozen chosen by the Deputy Public Serviee
Commissioner and the manager of State
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liotels, not one of the dozen was inter-
viewed by these gentlemen, not one was
known te them, but he (the Premier)
knew more than one of them, and from
his knowledge of the applicants had no
hesifation in deeiding that My, O'Connor
was a fit and proper person to aet as
manager of a State hotel.

Mr. Carpenter: And the men you did
not know had no chance?

Mr. Nanson: Did the Premier inter-
view the other men?

The PREMIER.: No, Did the late
Government interview the applieants for
the position of Principal Medical Officer
when they refused to accept the recom-
mendation of the Publie Service Commis-
sioner, especially when the Public Service
Commissioner had everything to do with
the. appoiniment of a Principal Medieal
Officer and nothing to do with the ap-
pointment of the manager of a State
hotel? If the manager of a State hotel
did not perform his duties in a manner
ereditable to himself and to the service,
his services could be dispensed with at
once, but the Principal Medical Officer
was a publie servant and had certain
rights aeeruing to him.

Mr. Nanson: The Principal Medical
Oflicer had been in the public service the
greater portion of his life.

The PREMIER: Why did the hon.
member's Government appoint Mr. Dun-
stan as manager of State batieries
against the adviee of the Public Service
Commissioner?  There might be some
force in hon. members’ arguments if they
had practised what they preached ar:
aceepted the recommendations of the
Public Service Commissioner, especially
where that gentleman had everything to
do with the appointments. Yei now,
when it suited them, they posed as cham-
pions of removing appointments from
political control. No amendment wonld
be accepted. The Government were quite
prepared to accept the responsibility for
these appointments. The Dwellingup ap-
pointment was a eredit to the Govern-
ment and was in the interests of the ser-
viee.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: The heat
displayed by the Premier in standing out
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so bravely in defence of the actions of
the Government was quite unwarranted.
The argument of the member for Fre-
mantle was perfactly justified. We eould
not faney the Premier spending a good
portion of his time selecting managers of
State hotels.

The Premier: It is evidently giving
yon a lot of worvy.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: It was neces-
sary to keep the Premier on the right
track and prevent him from falling away.
The method taken in appointing the man.
ager of the Dwellingup State hotel was
absolutely wrong and unparalleled, and
should not be followed in the future. Mv.
O’Connor might be a good chucker-out.
Apparently what the Premier wanted for
Dwellingup was a man who was able lo
threw out his customers when they be-
came rowdy. The applicants were sub-
mitted to the Deputy Publie Service Com-
missioner and the manager of State
hotels, who were instructed io select
twelve names, though fourteen were sub-
mitted according to {he minute,

The Premier: Two were added becanse
they stated they were well known to ail
the Ministers,

Hon. FRAKREK WILSON: This was
the minute from the Deputy Public Ser-
viee Commissioner—

As instrueted I bezr to snbmit 14
names, whieh lave been selected by
Mr. Hunter from the various appli-
cants and carefully checked with him
by myself. These are set ont in what
we consider to be their relative merit;
13 and 14 being ineluded by reason of
their claim to be personally known not
only by yourself but to other members
of vour Government. Yon will notice
they enclose no written references, and
they are not personally known to either
Mr. Hunter or myself. A personal in-
terview and inquiry would be necessary
to make a definite recommendation,
The Premier: They were asked to

select twelve names, and they submitied
twelve names.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: They dis-
tinetly stated that they submitted twelve
names of individuals who were capable
of filling the position satisfactorily. They
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set them ont in order of merit and the
V'remier chose number 11, and now gave
the reason, which was not on the files. It
was that the Premier wauted a man to
enforce his commands; in other words,
the Premier wanted a good chucker-out.
If that was the method for selecting men
for respomsible positions who were con-
trolling and handling State funds, it was
a very bad wethod indeed, and one counld
agree with the member for Fremantle
that we should endeavour to make these
appointments outside politieal control
altogether, The Premier claimed that he
did not know ail the applieants. Natur-
ally that brought the retort from the
member for Fremantle that those the
Premier did oot know had no chance. [f
the Premier knew only a few of the ap-
plicanis. unless he interviewed them all
personally and inquired from others who
knew their eapabilities, those not known
to the Premier were passed over, and only
those personally known to Ministers could
possibly hope to get these positions. [t
was not.the question of saying that the
Premier would exercise his power unduly:
Tt might be done unwittingly, but it was
an absurdity to expect that any Minister
eould sit down and adjudicate between
applicants for positions of this sort.
Someone else should do it. The licensing
bench was the proper body to inquire
into the character of the men who were
going to handle intoxicating liquors,
Hon. W. C. Angwin (Honorary Min-

ister}: Were you ever in a licensing
court ?
Hon. FRANK WILSON: No.

Hon. W. C. Angwin (Honorary Min-
ister): They never make such inguiries.

The Premier: You packed the licensing
bench on one oceasion.

Hon, FRANK WILSON: Nothing of
the kind. The Premier has side-tracked
on the appointment of the Principal
Medical Officer and compared that ap-
pointment with the appointment of the
manager of the Dwellingup State hotel.
The majority of members of Parlia-
ment was with the Government in regard
to the appointment of the Principal
Megdieal Officer, and a full explanation
was made why the Public Serviee Com-
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missioner’s recommendation was not ac-
cepted. Tn ove case there was a gentle-
man wlo had been in the public serviee
for only six months and the other gentle-
man had been connected with the publie
serviee all his life, for 30 or 40 years.

The Premier: That did not prove his
fitness,

Hon. FRANK WILSON: No, but il
proved that he should have every con-
sideration. There was no eomparison
in the ¢laims of the two gentlemen. One
had rendered great service to lhe country
and in every way was satisfactory for the
position, and we insisted that he should
have the appointinent, and Parliament
endorsed ir.

The Premier:
also.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: No doubt
anything the hon. member brought be-
fore the House would be endorsed in
this Chamber. The position taken up
was that the Public Service Commissioner
oh the fortner orcasion made a mistake.
Why the Premier’s own supporters voted
in favour of the appointment of the
Prineipal Medieal Officer.

Hon. W. C. Angwin (Honorary Min-
ister): T was the only one.

The Premier: And he saved you.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: Ti was de-
rogatory to the P’rineipal Medieal Officer
to draw him into the debate but he (Hon.
Frank Wilson) was not going to lese his
temj:er in this matter, and he declined to
be drawn by the Premier. When the re-
sult was boiled down the Premier woulil
find thai he would have to make these
appointments on the selection of some-
body else, and not on his own selection.

The Premier: You are the only one
with any judgment;

Hon. FRANK WILSON: No, but he
would not attempt to make a seleetion.
The Premier would aenly be guided by
gentlemen he knew in his political faith.

The Premier: You are not objecting
to the person appointed to Dwellingup?

Hon. FRANK WILSON: The only
objection he had was that the gentleman
appointed was a politieal partizan and
presumably, from the Premier’s action
and the minute read, the appointment was

This will be endorsed
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made more out of politieal consideration
than any other.

The Attorney General: That is what
was told you by the member for Northam.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: And some-
one else had told him.

The Premier: And youn know it is in-
correct now,

IHon. FRANK WILSON: If the
Premier would make inguiries he would
find this gentleman was in the distriet,
and he thought it would be found that
his name was on the books of the Keller-
berrin club. A man saw him there and
was prepared to make an affidavit in
regard to it. He wonld be glad to obtain
the affidavit if the hou. member wished.

Tle Premier: TProduce the affidavit.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: Yes, thal
wonld be done.

The Premier: During the election.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: The Minis-
ter for Lands and the Premier onght not
to be so emphatic on the point because it
was easily conceivable that the gentleman
might have been in the electorate withoust
his knowledge, and unless the Premier
had had a direct denial from the wan
he should not be so eocksure. If the Pre-
mier desired it he (Hon. Frank Wilson)
would get a statement made in black and
white.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: The
diseussion in regard to this appointment
inside and outside the Honse was about
the most wretched and paltry that any
public man could indulge in, and it had
for its foundation the meanest of pos-
sible motives. to gain a few adherenis to
the ranks of lhe shattered Liberal party.
The leader of the Opposition was sur-
prised at the heat shown by the Premier
and the Minister for Lands, but it must
be remembered that the leader of the Op-
position was indulging freely in charges
of corruption and Tammany Hall at the
Liberal Club, and in the next breath con-
nected these with the manager of the
Dwellingup hotel, and there was a ery
from his aundience of “Shame.” That
statement was absolutely untrue. It was
gathered from kerb-stone information of
the irresponsible member for Northam,
and when such was done it was only to be
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expected that Migisters would grow warm.
Did the Minister go round and gather
remarks of that kind without trying to
tind out the truth of them? He challenged
the leader of the Opposition te produce
an affidavit that the manager of the
Dwellingup lLotel had ever been in the
Avon electoraste during the last election.
The leader of the Opposition, when chal-
lenged, said that he wet a man in the
street this morning who said that he
would produce an affidavil to that effect.
What sublime faith the leader of the Op-
position had in the knowledge of the
I'ublic Service Commissioner. If ever
there was juslification for the Minisler
departing from the judgment of the De-
puty Public Service Commissioner it was
on this oceasion, becanse that gentleman
had recommended for this position a man
who had been tried and had been found
not a suceess. The Public Service Com-
missioner was just as liable to make mis-
takes as was the Premier or any other
Minister. A good deal bad been said
as to political appointments and the
leader of the Opposition and the mem-
bers of the Liberal League were never
tived of going vound the conntry endea-
vouring to induce people to become mem-
bers of one or other of the political par-
ties in the State. If people did join
these parties of necessity they attached
themselves to one or other of them, and
if a man joined one of these parties, fol-
lowing the logic of the leader of the Op-
position, he disqualified himself for a
position in the public service, unless, of
coarse, he beeame a member of the
Liberal party. The Government had
made dozens of appointments sinee they
had been in office and he ventured to
say that 95 per cent. of the appointments
were from persons who belonged to the
faith of the leader of the Opposition. So
far as he (the Minister for Mines) was
conecerned, he had made three appoint-
ments in one of the departments over
which he presided, and so far as he
understood the three gentlemen gave
their political beliefs to the party of the
hon. member.

Hon. Frank Wilson:
them?

Did you ask
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The MINISTER FOR MINES: There
was no need to ask them.

Hon. Frank Wilson: How did you
know then; do they earry badges?

The MINISTER FOR MINES: How
did the hon, member know?

Hon. Frank Wilsen: Because he was
helping the member for Perth.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: Ifby
any clanece a member of the Labour
party was appointed to a position, not
becanse he was a member of the Labour
party, but because of his fitness and
qualifientions, then it was said that cor-
ruption was surrounding the whole thing.
A thousand times worse actions had been
performed by the leader of the Opposi-
tion when in office. Not only did he do
that but he had removed those who were
politieal oppanents and plaeced others in
their stead. Was this not done in con-
nection with the licensing benches at Kal-
goorlie and Murchisou? Immediately
Mr. Kirwan, who for years had held a
position on the licensing benech of Kal-
goorlie, discussed in his newspaper the
Liberal party, he was removed from the
beneh, and the hon. member appointed
one of his supporters in his stead.

Mr. Munsie: And without telling him
why.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: The
leader of the Opposition did the same
thing at Cue in the case of David Wal-
son, the secretary of the Labour union.
David Watson had been a member of the
licensing bench for years and his reten-
fion on the bench was supported by one
of the straightest and ablest magistrates
in the State. Mr. Troy had given Mr,
Walson a pood character and favoured
his retention, but the Government re-
moved him and appointed a nincompoop
of their own in his place, That sort of
thing bhad gone on in every direction.
During six years of office, they had not
created a single justice of the peaee who
gave allegianee to Labour. The same
might be said in respeet to postal-vole
officers and to electoral officers; of these
there were not mote than half a dozen
in the whole of the State who held Lab-
our views. Virtually all postal-vote
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officers were the political friends of the
Liberal party.

Hon. Frank Wilson:
reet,

The Premier:
the files.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: The
hon. member waxed very indignant on the
subject of corruption, but on a previous
oceasion, when it was proved before the
House thal a justice of the peace and
postal-vote officer who was a supporter of
the hon, member had robbed the country
of over £100, the hon. member had re-
fused to prosecute.

Hon. Frank Wilson: That is abso-
lufely wrong; we never refused to prose-
cute any offender.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: The
case was exactly as he had stated it. In
the whale course of this discussion, no
evidence had been forthecoming against
Myr. O’Connor, What could be shown te
be wrong with Mr. (*Connor?

Hon. Frank Wilson: T told you what
was wrong with him,

The MINISTER FOR MINES :
Merely that the gentleman happened to
be a supporter of Labour. Mr. 0’Con-
nor had just as good recommendations as
any other of the applicants for the posi-
tion.

Hon. I'rank Wilson: Are yon pre-
pared to make a ‘sélection yourself indi-
vidually? ’

The MINISTER FOR MINES: The
hon. member had followed that course in
regard lo the appointment of the Prin-
cipal Medical Officer; yet what was right
on that occasion would appear to be
wrong on this. This poor little appoint-
ment, it seemed, was of sufficient import-
ance to occupy the attention of the
House for several hours, and to provide
argument at Liberal elubs in different
parts of the State. The leader of the
Oppeosition ought to apologise for the
statement maede at the Liberal Club that
a member of the Ministry owed his elee-
tion to Mr. O’Connor.

Hon. Frank Wilson:
that.

‘The MINISTER FOR MINES: It
was precisely what the hon. member had

That is pnot cor-

I have evidence of it on

I did not say
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stated at the Liberal Club. When asked
for the source of his information, the
hon. member had explained ihat the
member tor Northam had informed him
of it, while, in turn, the member for Nor-
tham explained that he was told so. This
was the kind of evidence on which ser-
ions charges were made by the hon. mem-
ber at Liberal clubs. As a matter of
fact, 95 per cent. of the appointmen.s
made by the present Government had
been given to supporters of the Liberal
party.

Mr. HEITMANN: What system of
appointment did the leader of the Op-
position desire? The hon. member had
urged that the Pnbliec Service Commis-
sioner should have sole conirol of ap-
pointments, but in defiance of that poliey
the hon. member himself had at times
neglected the recommendation of the
Publie Service Commissioner, and refused
to accept it. The plea that the licensing
court was a fit and proper body to affirm
or deny the eapabilities of any gentleman
appointed under the clanse would have
been better understood bad it emanated
from the member for Greenough, who had
the closest aequaintance with the per-
sonnel of some of the licensing courts;
for on move than one occasion that hon.
member had taken good care to appoint
to seats on the counrts gentlemen of the
same politieal opinions as himself. This
had oeenrred at Narrogin, at Cue, and at
Kalgoorlie. If the leader of the Oppo-
sition really desired that all appointments
should be left with the Public Serviee
Commissioner, why had he pot adopted
the system himself? The hon. member
had appointed the present Principal
Medienl  Officer on purely politieal
grounds. Moreover, the hon. memher had
gone a little ont of his way to mecure
promotion for a friend in the police force.
The officer referred to had been promotea
from corporal to sergeant, notwithstand-
ing that be was so incapable that his
superiors were afraid to send him out
alone.

Hon. Frank Wilson: Is there any re-
commendation from me in eonnection with
it?
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Mr. HEITMANN: The hon, wmember
was not so soft as to put in a recom-
mendation in such a case.

Hon. Frank Wilson: What is the name
of the officer?

My, HEITMANN: The hon. member
conld have thai privately. Io regard to
the appointment under diseussion, he
{Mr. Heitmann} knew nothing whatever
about il. He was utterly opposed to the
poliey of spoils to the victor. Surely the
leader of the Opposition could appreeiate
the desire to be honest on the part of
his opponents; yet the moment an ap-
poiniment was given to a political friend
of the Government the hon, member cried
“eorruption

Mr. BWAN: The leader of the Op-
position had not moved the amendment
with the object of getting it carried.

The CHAIRMAN: There was no
amendment. The question was that the
clause stand as printed.

Hon. Frank Wilson: You can sit down
now.

Mr. SWAN: It was his desire to reply
to some statements made by the leader
of the Opposition. He had been busy,
not ovly in the Honse, but outside talk-
tog about the appointment of the manager
of the Dwellingup Hotel, and if anyone
made the same statement outside that Mr.
O'Connor had been appointed heeause he
had assisted in the election of the Mini-
ster for Lands he would be telling a
deliberate falsehood. He “was sick of
listening to the tripe doled ont by the
leader of the Opposition with the objeci
of diserediting the Government. The Pre-
mier coud spend ten times as long as he
did ai present in dealing with such ap-
pointments and still do hiz duty to the
epuntry hetter than the leader of the
Opposition enuld or was likely to do. be-
cause he would never have another op-
portunity. 1f the aftidavit spoken of was
produced, he would take a band in get-
fing the friend of the leader of the Op-
position into gaol. because the affidavit
would be untrue.

Mr. DWYER: The question of the ap-
pointment of the manager of the Dwel-
lingup hotel had been trotted out, not
for the purpose of honest diseussion, but
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to tbrow discredit on the Government.
Where a new department was created, es-
peciaily one which involved the bandling
of a large amount of money, and 1 which
so much depended upon the honest, cap-
able, and reliable conduct of the business,
it was the duty of the Government to see
that the best possible men were seleeted.
The Treasurer was responsible fo Parlia-
ment and to the country, and it was in the
interests of the country that the best men
should be selected. In the cireumstances
the Minister as head of the department
shonld have the final word in regard to
such appointiments; otherwise inealenl-
able harm might result. No business re-
quired such diseretion and tact as the
management of an hotel. From his own
knowledge he could say it was untrue that
the manager of the Dwellingup hotel had
assisted the election of the Minister for
Lands. He had helped him (Mr. Dwyer),
but had been only one of a number, and
the reason was that his political sym-
pathies aceorded with his own.

The Attorney General: That is his
crime.

Mr. DWYER: If that was so, every
member on the Governmeni side was
tarred with the same brush and was not
fit for any position, aecording to the
assumption of the leader of the Opposi-
tion. He was on the goldfields when
Mr. (?Connor occupied the position of
manager of one of the best hotels in
Bouider, and the conduct of that hotel
reflected the utmost credit upon him,
From a large experience of licensing mat-
ters, he could say that no better person
could have heen selected. Mr. O’Connor
bore excellent testimonials from his em-
ployers, and from the police, who ought
to know, he had the highest references.
He eould say that the Premier had chosen
the right man, and since his selection Mr.
O’Conuor had thoroughly justified the ap-~
pointment, He had stayed at the hotel
at Dwellingup on a Sanday and a por-
tion of the following day, and could =ay
there was no better conducted hotel in
the State.

Mr. Lander: That is quite true,

Mr. DWYER: The results attained
were a credit to the manager. and if the
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leader of the Opposition had been res-
ponsible for the appointment he wounld
have felt proud that he had selected the
best man of all the applicants. The charge
of political favouritism came with very
bad grace from members of the Oppo-
sition.  For years never once had posi-
tions been given to people who held
Labour views.

Hon. Frank Wilson: I never required
to have their political views or religion
either.

Mr. DWYER: The leader of the Oppo-
sition knew that many politieal appoini-
ments had been made from his side and
he was the historical descendaat from the
old regime which made politieal appoint-
ments on all possible ocecasions.

Hon Frank Wilson: Nothing of the
sort.

Mr. DWYER: From the Forrest re-
gime to the Wilson regime every one had
made political appointments, and the
leader of the Opposition had stood
brazenly before the country

Hon. Frank Wilson: What are you
doing? Go and bury your own sins and
do not bother about Sir John Forrest.

Mr. DWYER: The leader of the Op-
position was the politieal deseendant of
Sir John Forrest.

Hon. Frank Wilson: T was in opposi-
tion to him.

The Premier: He is your boss.

My. DWYER: When the leader of the
Opposition wanted help he sent for Sir
Jobn Forrest to bring his big battery
and speak from his political pulpits, not
because of any weight bhis arguments
conld earry, but becanse bhe was a weil
known figure, and probably because lhe
weight of some excellent services rendered
would earry conviction.

Hon. Frank Wilson: You will have to
live a great number of years before you
reach his weight.

Mr, DWYER: It was his sincere linpe
that that was so. He did not envy Sir
John Forrest either his politieal weight
or his weight avoirdupois. The appoint-
ments made during the Wilson regime,
both honorary and paid, bore out the as-
sevtion that in searcely a single instance

had any attention been given to the ve- -
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presentation of the people. The appaint-
ments of justices bore eloquent testimony
to the fact that the Labour party had been
entirely ignored, and that was partieularly
the ease in the appoiniment of eleeloral
officers. In his own constitneney he was
placed in a difficully hecause of his ina.
bility to find a person to take postul voles,
at least a person who was not a member
directly or indireetly of the party 1o
whicl the leader of the Opposition be-
longed; the difficulty was the same in out-
lying districts. If this department was
to he condueted properly, and was to
give the best results, and if it was to he
shown that (he Staie could run hotels
in such a way as to be an example to
those who conducted private establish-
ments, it was vight that the Treasnrer
should seleet the best possible agents,
and if he was as successful as he had
heen in the selection of Mr. O’Connor,
the manager of the Dwellingnp Hotel.
the department would be bound to suc-
ceed. |

Mr. MeDONALD :  With what the
hon. member had said about the Dwelling-
up hoiel and its manager he was entirely
in aecord, and he did not hesitate to say
that that instifuiion was managed as well
as any other in Western Australia. His
desire was to give an answer fo a ques-
tion which had been raised hy the leader
of the Opposition as to what the present
Government were doing now in the way
of appointments, and he would cite the
instance of the appointment which had
been made to the licensing bench in Car-
narvon, an appointment which was given
by the present Government to a gentle-
man who held the position of president
of the Liberal League in Carnarven.

Mr. NANSON : The discussion had
proved interesting from a wide point of
view, hecause it had shown conclusively
that members opposite. or those who had
spoken, were strong supporters of poli-
tical appointments. Possibly they might
he inclined to deny the impeachment, but
we should consider whether an appoint-
ment was politieal or non-political. The
Minister for Railwayvs had lahoured the
point at length that the late Government
had appointed to various positions. and
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in a majority of cases unpaid positions,
persons who were members of the Liberal
party. Tt was purely assumption on his
part that in most of these cases the people
appvinied were in any sense members of
the Liberal party. Hon. members op-
posite went on the assumption that unless
an elector proclaimed almost from the
house-tops that he belonged to the Labour
pariy, that. therefore. he must be against
them, and by that method of reasoning
we found a society like the Royal Agn-
cultural Society branded as a political
and a Liberal association, and also the
Perth Chamber of Commeree was drawn
into the same category.

My, Swan : By whom?

Mr, NANSOXN : By members of the
Labour party, and by the Premier, if his
memory served his eorrectly.

The Premier : I did not say that.

Mr. NANSON: The denial would be
accepted. It has been noticed, whether
it was the Perth Chamber of Commerce
or the Agricultural Society, or any other
non-politieal association, these bodies
tried te say the same nice things to
whichever Government happened to be
in power, and no doub{ the member for
Fast Fremantle was about to suggest (hat
that was when they wanted fo get some-
thing out of the Government. Members
on the Oppositivn side never contended
for one moment that a person should not
be appointed to a public position merely
beeanse he happened to be a wmember
ether of the Labour party or uny other
political party.

The Premier : The leader of the (p-
position said that the only thing he had
arainst Mr. O’Connor was that he was
of our political colour.

Hon. Frank Wilson: No; nonsense.

My, NANSON: The argument of the
leader of the Opposition did not go so
far as thait, and if he had said such a
thing. on reflection he would have quali-
fied the statement and explained more
fully what he meant. Tt was trme that at
a general election men must vote for one
political party or the other: it did not
follow that if a man happened to vote
for one party he was a member of that
party. There was a vast difference he-
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tween a member of a party and being an
active worker of that party; no matler
what might be said in this Chamber,
when it was found that gentlemen work-
ing hard through a political campaign
on hehalf of certain candidates of a party
to which those gentlemen belonged, and
when that parly afterwards came into
power it was found that a person who
had so worked received a public appoint-
ment, whatever might be said inside the
House, there would be a number of erit-
ies outside who would be inclined to put
what they considered to be cause and
effect together, and say that the appoint-
ment was made because the man ap-
pointed had been a very loyal and a good
worker and had performed yveoman scr-
vice for his party.

The Agtorney General : Do you say

_ that is the reason?

Mr. NANSON : That was the construe-
tion thar might be put upon the action
of any Government.

The Attornev General : You will ad-
mit it might be just?

My, NANSON : It was possible that a
Pperson so appointed, notwithstanding the
faet that le had performed good service
for his party, might be fitted for the posi-
tion fo whieh he was appointed, and if
that was so, however litted that person
might he, none the less, the appointment
was political, and by nine-tenths of the
non-partisan public it would still be re-
garded as a political appointment. When
he referred to the subject some nights
ago, the Attorney (leneval advocated the
system and pointed out that it was stil
followed in the mother country, and that
he would not hesitate to make appoint-
ments of that kind, provided he was
satisfied that the politieal partisan was
in everv other respeet fitted to hold the
appointment.

The Attorney General: All other things
being equal, T will always recognise my
own side,

Mr. NANSON: That being so, we had
the admission from a keen and logical
member of the Lahour party, that at any
rate without straining the argument, it
was what might be called a guasi-political
appointment; in other words, the hon.
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member believed in doing what Liberal
amnd Conservative Goverminents had done
for generations past and were still doing
in the mother country. We had to take
the cireumstances into aceount, that publie
opinion was running strongly against ap-
pointments of that kind, and it was neces-
sary to quote instances where such ap-
peintments had been made by pelitical
parties other than the Labour party. It
wis gignificant that if we talked of these
patd appointments, we would have to go
back a number of years. One appoint-
ment which might be called a political
appointment and which was admirable,
was  the appointment of Mr. William
-Paterson to the position of manager of
the Agrienltural Bank by the Forrest
Government; another was the appoint-
ment of the memher for Murray-Welling-
ton to the position of Commissioner of
Railways. 1t was not denied that these
appointments had been made, and he was
reminded that the present Chief Justice
was also at one time a member of Parlia-
ment, but that gentleman was not a mem-
ber of Parliament or connected with a
puolitical party when he received the ap-
puintment.

Mr, Dwyer: He was not.

My, NANSON: There was ample pre-
cedent, as 1he Attorney General had
pointed out. but public opinion had been
growing during the last few years in the
direetion of tabooing and condemning
those appointments, and it was found
that a provision had been inserted in
some of our Acts of Parliament, notably
the Public Service Aect, that a member
of Parlinment eould not be appointed.
One of the parties which had played a
fairly prominent part in denouncing ap-
appointments of that kind had been the
party opposite, and that brought him to
anuther point: that these gentlemen when
they got into office and found it necessary
to justify a political appointment all they
<could say was, “When you were in office
you did the same thing, and we are fol-
lowing your example.”

‘The Premier: This was not a political
appointment.

Mr. Dwyer: This man was not an aetive

political worker. - RN
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Mr. NANSON: The hon. member ad-
miited he was a member of his own coni-
mittee,

Mr, Dwver : T pointed ou! that he
merely attended a couple of meetings.

Mr, NANSOXN: Tf a man joined «
political committee it was reasonahble (o
assume that he was an active political
worker; if he did not work he was shirk-
ing his duty. and should not be on the
commillee. Did the hon. member mean
to say that this supporter of his wns a
shirker?

Mr. Dwyer: 1 told the hon, nrember the
amount of support he gave, and said that
in no sense was lte an aclive polilical sup-
porter,

My, NANSON: It was ungrateful of
the hon. member, now that the political
campaign was over, to weigh to sach o
nicely the politieal assistance M-
O'Connor had given to him. In making
appointinents of this kind the Govern-
ment covld find no justifiealion in  the
allegation thal previous Governments had
done the same thing. Tf it was alleged
that the late GGovernment made politieal
appointments to positions in the publie
serviee, let hon, members mention the
names of those genilemen who were ap-
pointed. It was a significant faet that
when members on the Government side -
endeavoured to drive that aeeusation
home, nll they could point to were purely
honcrary appeointments such as those to
licensing and magisterial benches. Eveon
then he very much doubted if it could
be found that the persons appointed were
what conld be called political workers, Seo
far as his recollection served, in almost
every instance the names of the persons
eligible were submitted by the resident
magistrate and from those names ap-
pointments had been made. But assuming
that the late Government had commifted
every sin in the decalogue, was that any
Justification for the present Government
repeating the offences? The Labouy party
had come into office as a party of purity,
not to repeat the faulfs of their predeces-
sors, but to steer an entirely new course.’
Yet they were rednced to the humiliating
position of justifying their appointments
by sajing Fhat the late Government had
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done the same thing. The Government
were condemned out of their own moutis
in the mind of every impartial person.

Mr. FOLEY: The clause should be
passed as printed. It was much better
that the appointment of managers shoulil
be made by the Government than by the
licensing benches. Tn many cases when
a State holel was established in an agri-
cultural distriet, the manager appointed
would not be a local resident, and what
betler chance had the licensing beneh of

Jearning the merits of the applicants {han

the Government who would have (he
opportunity of studying the candidates’
every qualification? Besides, the Govern-
ment had much more to lose by a bad
appointment than had the members of a
licensing beneh. The Government, before
appointing a man to manage a State hotel
would thoroughly study his qualifieations,
and if they heard anyibing detrimental to
his character they wounld not give him
any consideration. The public were pro-
lected in the fact that the manager woukl
have to comply with the provisions of
the Licensing Act. The appointments of
managers, so far, had been admirable,
and certainly no one eould question the
ability and fitness of the gentleman who
now managed the Gwalin Siate hotel.
Hon. W. C. Angwin {Honorary Min-
ister) : What party does he belong to?
Mr. FOLEY: What that gentleman’s
political opinions were or how he voted
did not come into consideration at all,

but if an appointment was to be made and

there were two applicants, one a so-called
Liberal and aneother a Llabour man. all
other things being equal the latter should
receive the appointment.

Mr. Allen: Why?

Mr. FOLEY: Becanse what the Oppo-
sition were always ealling “spoils to the
victors” was a proper policy. The Oppo-

_sition members all helieved in it, but they

were not honest enough to sav so.

Mr, GEORGE moved an amendment—

That after the word “lawful” in lipe
2 the folloawing be inserted:—“afler
proper apnlication for a license to and
approval of such application by the
licensing bench duly appainted for the
distriet”

able assistanee of a
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So far as the manager of the Dwellingup
State hotel was concerned there had been
no attack on his personal character or
his qualifications, In regard to the
amendment, the local people on the licens-
ing benchies had hetter opportunities of
knowing whether it was desirnble or not
that a licenze should be granted. It was
laid down in the Bill that after a State
hotel was established, notice should be
eiven to the licensing bench, and the
licensing laws would then apply to it.

The amendment was not putting any
slight on the Mibuster. His own idea

was that a Minister should hold a far
higher position than having te dabble
with petty details of this character,

Sitting suspended from 6.13 to 730 p.u.

Alr, GEORGE: When the State de-
cided to enter inte a business previously
earried on by private individuals, the
basis of entering that business must he
fo carry it on under the same conditions
as those imposed on privale persons, It
would be manifestly unfair if the Gov-
ernment were able to establish an hotel
and eavry it on under conditions not im-
posed on private individunls. The Bill
made a Minister in a dezree responsible
for the conduct of State hotels. but a
Minister could not give close considera-
tion to the questinn. and, once a State
hotel was established, must rely upon
complaints cominy in as to lhe conduet
of the hotel. Tle idea of the amendment
was noi fo put a check on the Govern-
ment, who were supreme over the licen-
sing benclies, but the desire was that the
Government should have the aid of the
licensing henches. who would be pos
sessed of loeal knowledgze not available
to the Governmenlt, No doubt the Gov-
ernment wounld obtain all the information
possible  hefore establishing a State
hotel, but Ministers had too many calls
an their time to give adequate considera-
tion to each individual ease. A licensing
hench, on the other hand. ecould do this,
and thus Cahinet could obtain the valu-
local body. As
the drink fraftic earried with it n good
denl of evil, Parliament eould not be too
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careful in safepuarding anylhing that
would enable us to minimise the spread
of that evil.

The PREMIER: The amendment
conld not be accepted. There was no
force in it. Apparently the object of the
hon. member was thalt the Government
should apply to a licensing bench before
establishing a State hotel. That was
tantainount to saying that, after the
Goverument had decided to supply an
holel and the people had expressed a
wish for it, the licensing bhench could
veto both the decision of the Government
and the wish of the people in the district.

Hou. J. MITCHELL: It was a rea-
sonable amendment. TUudoubtedly the
best authorily to decide whether licenses
should be granted in a district was the
licensing bench. There was no fear that
the Government would not put up pro-
per hotels in aceordance with the require-
ments of the Lieensing Aect, but the fear
was that hotels would be established in
distriets that did not require them. In
the ease of Dwellingup, a Bill was passed
through Parliament. That was altogether
different to the present proposition where
a Minister eould open an hotel where he
pleased without any regard to the licen-
sing court.

The Premier: An hotel ean only be
established where the people have decided
that new licenses shall be held by the
State.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: On the gnes-
tion of whether new licenses should be
controlled by the State he always voted
“yes’”; but he wonld vote “no” on the
question of whether there should be an
increase of licenses In gz distriet. We
were not discwssing the provision apply-
ing to a radins of three miles, though when
we came to that it was his inteniion to
move an amendment that a vote shounld
be taken as to whether a license was
necessary. It was not right that one
Minister of the Crown should have the
power to determine where hotels were to
go.

The Premier: Cabinet will decide a
question of this sort. ’

Hon. .J. MITCHELL: The Aitorney
General would not consult the licensing
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benches, though they werve responsible
hodies.

The Premier: We will consult the
people, which is the better plan.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: Notwithstand-
ing that the people might have voted
against any increase of licenses, if they
voled in favour of State ownership the
Premier would establish hotels. It was
of no use referring to the privileges of
petition, becanse the Premier knew tbat
petitions both for and against licenses
were sometimes signed by the same peo-
ple. and that the responsibility for get-
ting signatures to these petitions always
rested on some one section of the com-
munity. The proposal of the member
for Williams-Narrogin was a particu-
larly good one. The licensing court were
the proper people (o determine whether
or not an hotel should be opened, and
therefore they shounld be eonsnlted.

The Preemier: [ see no advantage in
consulting them. We consuit the people
before we decide upon the sile of the
kotel.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: There was no
intention te consult the people bevond
asking them whether they were in favonr
of State ownership, which was quite
apart from the cuestion of increase of
licenses. The amendment he proposed
to move wonld provide that the question
of increases of licenses should be asked
of the people before the Government es-
tablished an hoiel. Why did the Premier
object to the propusal of the member for
Williams-Narrogin  that the licensing
court should be consonlted? Someone
other than the Crown should determine
whether or not a State hotel should be
established in a particular loeality.

The Premier: We will take beer from
the local brewery; we will not shut out
any of your friends.

Hen. J. MITCHELL: The amend-
ment proposed by the member for Wil-
linms-Narrogin was a reasonable one,
and should be readily accepted by the
Premier.

Mr. E. B. JOHXSTOXN : 1t was a pity
the Premier could not see his way io ac-
cept the principle of State hotels being
as much under the contrel of the licens-
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jng couris as were private hotels, and
the further principle of obtaining pre-
visional certificates for State hotels just
as in the case of privately owned hotels.
On previous occasions the Labour party
had advoeated ihe eleciion of licensing
courts, and he believed it was the inten-
tion of the Government to bring in an
amendment o the Licensing Act, in which
that principle wonld be laid down. At
the same time the principle of applying
to the licensing eourt for provisional cer-

tilicates for State hotels shonld be
adopted.
Mr. Underwood: Have you no c¢on-

fidence in the Government?

Mr. E, B, JOUNSTON: In the pre-
sent Government he had every confidence
if only he had also an assurance that
the present Government would always
be in office. 1t was quite within the
bounds of possibility that in the fulness
of time the yresent Premier would be
representing the State in London. In any
case he was not prepared to see the
power of deciding whetber or not a Stale
hotel shouid be established placed in the
hands of Ministers when he remembered
the irresponsible Ministers we had had
in the past. He hoped all new hotels
would he State hotels. and he believed
we shonkd have elective licensing courts,
and that all applications for new hotels
—=State or private—should be subrmitted
to those courts. The publie wonld be the
gainer if plans of all new hotel build-
ings were referred to some magistrate
like Mr. Burt, who had been responsible
for the demolition and re-building of
many dilapidated hotels in his distriet.
It was to be hoped that in all new State
hotels Ihe Government would have the
bars pul right out of the way, where they
would not be easily reached by the pub-
lie, and wounld further provide a com-
mission for the managers on all soft
drinks and fea and coffee sold. It was
to be hoped the Premier would accept
the amendment.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: On the other
hand it was devoutly to be hoped that the
Premier wonld not do anything foolish.
Surely the Premier was¢ just as com-
petent to arrive at a sound jndgment as
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any of the licemsing courts which the
Premier might elect. The Ministry who
appointed these courts were certainly as
zood as the eourts they appeinted. [t
was absurd for members to say that a
Ministry chosen by the people were in-
competent to appoint a manager of an
hotel, and that they should submit their
choice to a court appointed by them-
selves. It shonld be horne in mind that
whatever M#istry was in power they
must first be elected by the people of
Western Australia, and he, for one, had
a more profound trust in the people than
in the leensing magistrates, not even ex-
cepting that model magistrate at Narro-
#in to whom the member for Williams-
Narrogin had referred,

Mr. GEORGE: Ti was evident the
Premier did not understand his own Bill.
The clause provided that if a majority
in a distriet voted in the affirmative on
the question of State ownership, a State
hatel eould at onee be established in that
distriet, For the Premier to say the
people had a vote on the matter was
wrong. They had a vote of a sort, it
was true, but only after the Minister had
decided to establish an hotel, and not
before,

The Premier:
previous poll.

Mr. GEORGE: XNo. The previous
poll would he on the question of State
ownership. Why should the people not
be consulted also on the guestion of in-
crease of licenses? If it was right to
ask this question at a loeal option poll
the other quesrion, whether the people
favoured any addition or reduetion,
should gzo with it

The Premier : \When they decide that
question in the negative to-day new
licenses are aranted.

Mr. Wisdom: Bat they ave 15 miles

They have a vote at a

away.

The Premier: Wever mind the 15
miles.

Mr. GEORGE : The cuestion was

asked whether the people were in favour
of further licenses in this distriet. If the
answer was “no” it would be possible
under this clanse for the (tovernment to
establish- a State hotel by 2oing to the
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particular locality, that was within three
miles of where the botel was to be estab-
lished.

The Premier @ The same Lhing appli-e's
now,

Mr. GEORGE : The prineiple had been
eslablished that the people should have
the right 1o say wheiher they would have
niore licenses, and the Government would
be moing against their will if they estab-
lished n State hotel. We cauld not zive
with one hand and take away will the
other. Tf the people =aid thev did not
want any more hotels, amd if there were
any new ones they shonld be State licen-
ges, the Government wounld take that as
an excose for establishing State hotels,
IWhen people had said there should be no
move hotels, the CGlovernmment would be
splittine np the loeal option power of the
distriet and giving a portion of ile dis-
triet the opportunity fe vote, on the ques-
tion. If the Government wished to repeal
a law, they should do it in a straightfor-
ward manner and not by a side wind.

Hon, W. €. ANGWIN (Honoravy Min-
ister) ; The previous speaker could not
have read the Bill. If he had, he would
not have spoken in favour of the amend-
ment. Did a licensing eourt take into
consideration the requirements of the dis-
triet, or did it merely deal with the evi-
dence?

Mr, George : It should do both.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN (Honorary Min-
ister) : After having attended a few,
he had very little faith in licensing
courts. The Licensing Aet, 1911, con-
tained objections which might be faken
i the granting of any licenses. The first
was if the applicant was of drunken
ot dissolute habits, or otherwise of bad
repute. Would the Government appoint
a man to whom such objection could be
taken?

Hon. Frank Wilson : They would know
nothing ahout it.

Hon. W. (. ANGWIN (Honorary Min-
ister) : The second objeetion was that
the applicant had within six months pre-
ceding the date of application been de-
prived of a license. Would the Govern-
meni appoint a man such as that?
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Hon. Frank Wilson :  There was no
evidence of that sort taken in conneetion
with a reeent appointment.

Hon. W, C. ANGWIN (Honorary Min-
ister) : Another objection was that the
applicant had been convicted of selling
liquor without a license, or of selling
adulterated liquor within the six months
preceding the date of application.

Hon. Frank Wilson : Who will inquire
into all this?

The Attornev General :
ment through their agents.

Hon. Frank Wilson : Yon do not go
oh the evidenee of your agents.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN (Honorary Min-
ister) : Other objectians were that the
premises were ont of repair, or had not
the acrommodation required by the Aet;
that the reasonable requiremments of the
neighbourhoud did not justifv the grant-
ing of the license: that the premises were
in the vicinity of a place of public wor-
ship, huspital or sehool, or that the quiet
of the place would be disturbed if a
license was granted. These were the
objections which might be lodged before
the licensing bench,

Hon. Frank Wilson :
be lodged in this case.

Tlon. W. C. ANGWIN (Honorary Min-
ister} : The Government knew the require-
ments of the district without going to the
licensing beneh and would decide prior
to determining to ereet an hotel. Hav-
ing come to such a deeision they would
not go to three people and ask if they
could ereet an hotel, but would go to the
residents within the three miles radius.

Hon. Frank Wilson : No, vou simply
advertise.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIXN (Honorary Min-
ister) : Tt would be made known to the
residents that it was proposed to ercct
an hotel on a certain site: then the resi-
dents would say whether it should he
erected or not. That was quite sufficient
safequard as far as the people were con-
eervied.

Hon. Frank Wilson @ Tut it the other
way ahout, let them ask for it.

Hon, W. C. ANGWIN (Honorary Min-
ister}: No (foverment would take steps
towards the erection of an hotel until the

The Govern-

But they cannot
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people had irst asked for it. That was the
first essential to the ereetion of an hotel.

Mr. Monger: That was not your policy
with regard to Dwellingup.

The Premier: Yes, we had a unanimons
petition,

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN (Honorary Min-
ister) : The difficulty had been that the
people in the immediate distriet had not
been consulted. Under the old Licensing
Act the bench had discrefionary powers
to decide in what area the ratepayers,
not the residents, should say whether
they would have o license. He had known
an instance where.an hotel was placed on
one corner of the street and the people
on the opposite corner were debarved
from expressing an opinion as to whether
it should be erected.

Mr. Harper: How long ago?

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN (Honorary Min-
ister) : Not very long.

Mr. Harper: Where?

Hon. W, C. ANGWIN (Honorary Mic-
ister) : At East Fremantle. There should
be no diffienlty on the part of people
placing their ohjeetions before the Gov-
ernment. No Government would erect an
hotel eontrary to the desives of the people
who resided in the porticular area. The
provisions safeguarded the people with-
out any appeal to the licensing bench.

Mr. DWYER: A good deal of mis-
coneeption had arisen about this matter
owing to the bad state of the licensing
law passed during the last session of the
previous Parliament.

Hon, Frank Wilson: It is the best we
ever had in the history of the State.

Mr. DWYER : That partieular section
of the Aet was so indefinite and ereated
such confusion of issues that tlie people
when they cast their votes did not know
exactly the true meaning of the questions
on whieli they were voting. First they
bad the issue whether they would have
hotels, State or privately owned, and in
nearly every instance they vated for State
ownership; then they voted as to whether
the numbers should be increased or not.
If the people had understood that new
licenses were to be taken over by the
State, he felt sure that the vote would
have been entirely different. As it was
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they voted for no increase, mainly under
the belief that an increase would be a
private inerease. These were the two
issues which were clouded. An arbitrary
distance was fixed beyond which the
licensing bench had the power to grant
licenses whieh they thought might be
necessary. This arbitrary distance was
15 miles, but if we took most of the
conntry electorates it wounld be found
that the population was conecentrated in
one place and possibly in two, and the
bulk of the people there wounld have the
power to say whether that whole distriet
should have more licenses or not; there-
fore, no provision was really made for
the growing eountry distriets except those
outside the 15-mile radins. [If the people
in any distriet wished that a hote! should
be established, and if the distriet was
new, personally he thought the State
ought to have the right to establish an
hotel there.

Mr. Wisdom: Thex can do all that
under the present Aect.

Mr. DWYER: They were powerless
under the preseni Aet. First of all the
13-miles radivs erippled them and sec-
ondly, dealing with State hotels, wonld
show how they were excluded. This was
another instance of the way in whieh the
Act was elouding and obseuring the in-
telligence and even the wisdom of the
hon. member for Claremont.

The Premter: They do not know the
provisions of iheir vwn Aect.

Mr. DWYER: Assuming that the
people were desirons of having a State
holel. it was only just that the State
shonld step in and provide it. No Gov-
ernment would erect a hotel in the midst
of a ecommunity unless there had been an
expressed desire for it on the part of a
majority of the people in that community.

Mr. WISDOM : On reading Part V1. of
the Act he found that if on a poll of the
electors taken under Part V. Resolution B
was carried on the question “Do you vote
that all new publicans’ general licenses
shall be held by the State?” the Minister
could establish a State hotel in the dis-
trict,

The Premier:

That is not within the
15-mile radins. ’
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Mr. WISDOM: That was within the
15-mile radiuns.

My, Dwyer:
radius.

Mr. WISDOM: Apart from that the
licensing bench bad the power to grant
a license ontside the 15-mile radius, but
according to Part VL, so long as the reso-
iution had been carried that the number
of licenses be increased, and the vote had
been earried that the new licenses be held
by the State, the Government by applying
in the ordinary way counld be granfed a
license.

The Premier: Under the existing law
the State eannot establish a hotel in any
district even outside the 15-mile radins.

Mr. WISDOM: Why?

The Premier: They have no power,

Mr. WISDOM: They had the power.

The Premier: Would you not put them
on the same plane as a private person?

My, WISDOM: Cerfainly.

The Premier: Well, they are not.

M. WISDOM : Members opposite
spoke of refusing to establish a hotel
against the will of the people, yet the
whole tenor of the present Bill was to
place the Government above the will of
the people as expressed by the local op-
tion vote. They were taking the power,
in cases where Resolutions A and C had
been adopted, provided only that the
guestion as to whether the people of the
district were in favour of State-owned
hotels had been carried, If the Govern-
ment were so anxious to accede to the
will of the people as expressed by the
local option vote, all he could say was
that they had all the powers necessary
to establish hotels under the present Aect.

The Premier: We have not.

Me. WISDOM: Yes, under Part 5.
The whole thing rested on Resolution B.
If that was carried, the licensing bench
could grant a license. If Resolniions A
and € were carried the beneh conld not
grant a fresh license because it would be
agninst the deliberately expressed wish
of the people. If Resolution B was
carried—and that was the only resolution
which provided that the people shounld
say whether they should have increased
licenses or mnot—then the Government

That was outside the
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could in the ordinary conrse under the
present Act apply to the licensing bench
to establish hotels. 1f the Government
did not intend to place themselves above
the will of the people as expressed by
local optien polls, then they had every
power under the existing Act and the
present Bill was unnecessary.

The PREMIER: One thing had oc-
curred 10 connection with the Bill and
that was that at the eleventh hour there
had been an expression of opinion from
members opposite in favour of placing
the control of the liquor {raflic in the
hands of the people. That would materi-
ally assist the Government when intro-
ducing the Local Option Bill in the near
future, and members oppesite, if they
were at all consistent, would then have
an opportunity of doing what they now
wished to do, namely, to place completely
in the hands of the people the control of
this traffic. He did not want them to try
and cover up their tracks hy urging that
they did not mean what they had said.
Wilh regard to what the member for
Claremont had said ome wonld imagine.
knowing the interest that bon. member
had in the liquor trade. he would have
known something of the licensing law,
but the hon, member had shown his
absolute ignovance of it. [f we bhad
all the powers he stated we were now
asking for, why oppose the Bill? The
hon, member knew that the State was
excluded from taking up new licenses in
distriets if they were 15 miles from an
existing license. There was no provision
in the present Licensing Aet which per-
mitted a lieensing beneh to grant a license
to the State in suech cases. If the Gov-
ernment wished to establish a State hotel
15 miles or more distant from an existing
license, they could not do it without a
special Aet of Parliament in each ecase,
and under the existing law the licensing
bench could not grant a lieense, even if
they felt disposed to do so. The Gov-
ernment were now asking for power to
establish a State hotel where the people
had at the local option poll expressed an
opinion in favour of the State holding
all new licenses; but before proceeding
to establish the hotel the Government
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would publish a notiee in the Government
CGazette and in a newspaper ecirculating
in the distriet, and if within one month
no petition signed by a majority of the
people within a radius of three miles
from the site of the proposed hotef was
reccived in opposition to the hotel, the
Government could then go ahead with its
establishment. To-day the Government
were continually receiving petitions for
State hotels to be established, in some
eases where licenses were already exist-
ng.

Mr. Monger: On a point of order, is
the Premier in order in making another
second reading speech on the ameund-
ment ?

The CHAIRMAN: The Premier was
not I order, nor were several speakers
who had immediately preceded him. He
wonld ask the Premier to confine himself
absolutely to the amendment.

The PREMIER: Instead of applying
to the licensing bench for permission to
establish a State hotel, he preferred to
apply to the people. This was giving
the people complete control, and until
the licensing laws were amended to give
complete loeal aption to the people this
was a mueh wiser provision than that in
the existing law. As he had already
pointed out,. whilst the licensing bench
had power to grant to a private individual
a new license 15 miles or more from an
existing license, the bench had no power
to grant sueh a license to the Govern-
ment. Very ecleverly the late Govern-
ment had made a provision in the Aet
whereby, whilst appearing to lLave no
objection to the people expressing an
opinion that new licenses should he held
by the State, thev {ook care to make that
expression of opinion ineffective. What
was the good of making a provision in
the Act to appeal to the licensing bench,
when the bench bhad no power to grant
the hicense? Members opposite were op-
posed to State control of the liquor
traffie. but they were not prepared to
come out in straight opposition, and
therefore they attempted to achieve their
end by inserting such a seetion in the
Licensing Aect.
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Amendment put and a division taken
with the following result :—

Ayes .. . .. 14
Noes .. .. .24
Majority against .. 10
AYES,
Mr. Allen Mr. Mohger
Mr. George Mr, Moore
Mr. Harper Mr. A. E. Plesse
. Mr. Johnston Mr. 8. Slubbs
. Mr. Lefroy Mr. F. Wllson
Mr, Male Mr. Wisdom
Mr., Mitchell Mr. Layman
(Teller).
NoEs
Mr. Angwin Mr. McDonald
Mr. Bath Mr. Mullany
Mr. Carpenter Mr. Munsie
Mr. Cotller Mr. Scaddan
Mr. Dooley Mr. Swan
Mr. Dwyer Mr. Taylor
Mr. Foley Mr. Thomas
Mr. Gardiner Mr. Turvey
Mr. Gtlt Mr, Underwood
Mr. Green Mr. Walker
Mr., Lander Mr. A. A. Wilson
Mr. Lewls Mr. Heltmann

J {Teller).
Amendment thus negatived.

Mr. MONGER: The personal eirnent
had been introduced into the disenssion
to a very regrettable extent. 'The Pre-
mier, during the afterncen, hai wone ont
of his way to make unnecessav compari-
soms in regard to the appoimment of Lhe
gentleman who ruled the destinies cof the
Dwellingup State holel, and he Lad ex-
ceeded his duiy as Premier when he re-
ferred to Mr. Dunstan, who was in charee
of the State batteries, a5 a gentleman ay-
pointed by a late Minister of the Crown.

The Premier: Ou a point of ovder, is
the hon. member in order in disecussing .
the appointment of the Superintendent, of
State Batteries on this clanse?

The CHATRMAN: The hon. member
was not in order. At an earlier stage the
appointment of managers of State holels
bad been discussed, but that bad been on
an amendment propesing {o place those
appointments in the hands of the licensing
beneh. The hon. member must adhere to
the elanse,

Mr. MONGER: A comparison was
made between the appointment of Prin-
cipal Medical Officer by the late Govern-
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ment and the appointment in regard to
the management of this State “pub.” The
Premier went out of his way to make nau-
seating comparisons. Later on the Mini-
ster for Mines veferred to the Liberal
League and the Liberal Clab. Other points
denlt with during the discussion referred
to the appointment of justices of the
peace.

The Premier: Is the hon. member in
order?

The CHAIRMAN: It was only right {o
allow latitude, and the hon. member
would be allowed to proceed, provided he
did not go too far.

Mr. MONGER: The »Minister for
Mines referred to the appointinent of
justices by the previous Administration,
but some of the appointments by the
Scaddan Government were a diseredit to
them. TPractically no notice was taken of
a recommendation by a member of the

Opposition, whereas recommendations
coming from the Trades Hall and other
places——

The CHAIRMAN: The hon. member
1s going altogether too far.

Mr. MONGER: It was also said that
members of {he Government were per-
fectly justified in giving “spoils 1o the
vietors.,” If that was to be the motlo in
Australian politieal life in the future, on
some future oceasion perhaps members of
the Liberal party might have ihe oppor-
tunity of reciprocating.

Mr. HARPER: There was no need te
rush the Bill throngh to give the Govr-
ernment control over the liguor traffic.
The State should own any license to be
granted in future, but first of all there
should be a request from the people in
the distriet for a license. The radins of
three miles was not sufficient. No doubt
there were many small centres where the
people would like to see fine edifices in
the way of State hotels erected to beauntify
them, but a request should eome from the
surrgunding distriet, from a radins of at
least 15 miles, The Public Service Com-
missioner shonld appoint managers, and
the licensing bench should deal with an
application in the same way as a private
individual’s application was dealt with.
The Treasurer bad too miich to do to
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deal with small maiters, The granting
ot the Dwellingup license did not retlect
eredit on the Government granling it.
It was purely a drinking hotel, though, of
eourse, il was introduced as such when
the Bill was passed. The hotel was put
there because they were all good drinkers
at Dwellingup. A better man could not
have been appointed for the rough trade
at Dwellingup than the man already there.
He was the champion weight thrower of
the State. Licensing benches usually
made inquiry into Lhe character of appli-
cants for lieenses, and they desired to do
the best they could in earrying oul their
duties, A State hotel should only be es-
iablished nfter it was approved of by a
majority of the people in the distriet and
submitied to the leensing bench.

The CHAIRMAN: We have already

voled on the question of licensing
henches. -
Mr. HARPER: It seemed that ther

was some idea bebind the scenes of some
hotel that was required in some neigh-
hourhood at a very early date. It was
noticeable that- the Government were al-
ways anxious to start State hotels in dis-
tricts where there was a big bar trade.

Mr. Green: Would noi yvou do the same
yourself?

Mr. HARPER: Possibly he would, but
he did not expect the State to follow the
tactics of private individuals.

Hon. J. MITCHELL moved an amend-
ment—

That in line 16 after “State” the
words “and also on the question, ‘Do
you vote that the number of licenses
existing in the district be increased? ”
be inserted.

Various questions had been put to the
electors in the poll taken on the 26th
April last. Amongst other things, they
had heen asked did they vote for in-
crease in licenses, did they favour new
licenses being held by the State, and were
they in favour of State management? An
examination of the voles cast would show
that, with the exception of Gascoyne,
every distriet had voted against increased
Jicenses. In all, 17,623 votes had been
cnst against increases and 4,554 for in-
creases. In the ease of Beverley. 488
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voles lad been cast in favour of State
ownership and 464 against, while, on
the guestion of State management, G4
votes had been in favour and 308 against.
What would the Premier do in that case?
While it was true that a majority was in
favour of State management, it was also
trne that on the more important vole of
incveases the majority was against it
Notwithstanding that vote, the Premier
asked the Committee to agree to a Bill
whieh said he might open hotels where
he pleased.

Hon. W. C. Angwin (Honorary Mini-
ster): Were you not interesied in that
applieation from Yorkrakine?

Hon. J. MITCHELL: No.

Mr, Green: 1t was claimed all through
the distriet that you were,

Hon. J. MITCHELL: Then it was
false, and the hon. member knew it.

Mr. Green : And the same thing
occnrred at the TWongan Hills.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: That alsv was
falze.

The Premier: It is remarkable.

Hon. J. MITCHELL:: That remark was
worthy of the Premier.

Mr. Green: But vou were not telling
the truth.

Hon. J, MITCHELL: The hon. mem-
ber pever did tell the bruth.

The CHAIRMAN: The hon. member
mnst withdraw,

Hon. J. MITCHELL: In accordance
with the ruling, he would withdraw. The
Ministry were altogether uwofair in en-
deavouring to make the vote cast by the
people in favour of State hotels as against
privately owned hotels a justifieation for
the establishment of State hotels in dis-
triets which had voted awainst increase of
licenses. Under the Licensing Act no
fresh license eould be issued in any dis-
triet, with the exception of (Gascoyne,
within the 15 miles’ limit.
~The Premier: Your amendnient
exclude it altogether.

Hon, J. MITCHELL: The Premier, the
champion of the no-liquor party, was be-
wailing the faet that the amendment
would preveni him from opening nunneces-
sary hotels. If ihe Premier really be-

will

1643

lieved in local oplion he would not refuse
to aceept the amendment.

Mr. 8, STUBBS: For many hours he
had heen listening to speeches wearisome
and irrelevant from both sides of the
House. Even now, he was not fully seized
with the intention of the Premier in ve-
gard Lo the establishment of State hotels.
What oceasion was Lhere for rushing the
measure through if the Premier intended
fo bring down a more comprehensive
Licensing Bill this session? A point on
which ke would like to be elear was as 1o
the intention of the Premier supposing a
petition were to be received for the eree-
tion of a State liotel at, say, Dombleyung,
where quite recently a private licensee had
erected a new and commodicus hotel at
the cost of some £4,000, The license had
only been granled after a very exhaustive
inquiry by the licensing court, the botel
was the only one in the distriet, and theve
was not sufficient trade to justify another.
Would the Premier in such a case estab-
lish a State hotel to compete against the
privately owned establishment?

The AMinister for Mines: And opposi-
tion will do him a lot of good.

Mr. 8. STUBBS: There was no room
for two hotels in the town. Why should
not the Glovernment be fair in a case of
this kind and buy the hotel from the
man? He was not holding a brief for
anyone, but the man who applied for a
license a few months age would not have
done so if he had thought that the Gov-
ernment were nbout to come down with
a Bill sonch as this.

The Minister for Mines: Every man
who applies for a license knows he geis
it for only 12 months and has to take his
chance after that,

Mr, 8. STUBBS: That argument was
worn oul many years ago.

The Minister for Mines: It is still true.

Mr. 8. STUBBS: The understanding
was, provided that a man was of good
behaviour, the license would be renewed.

The CHAIRMAN: The bon. member
was not in order in discussing that matter
on this amendment.

Mr, S. STUBBS: There was no urgent
neeessity for the Bill. The Government
should accept the amendment. The Gov-
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ernment would not be warranted in estab-
lishing an hotel in a small distriet if a
petition was presented. He desired to
see fair play to these at present holding
licenses,

Mr, E. B, JOHNSTON: If the Pre-
mier would not accept the amendment he
would have to disagree with him.

The Premier: Why did you vote for
the Bill?

Ay, E. B. JOHNSTON: On the bhust-
ings he undertook to oppose any hotels
in a new distriet except with the consent
of the people.

The Premier: Why did you vote for
the second reading?

Mr. I B. JOHNSTON: When the
secold] reading was passed he was not
present, but he would have voted for it
and made sure in Committee thai Siate
hotels were established only in new dis-
triels where it was proved by a loecal
option poll that the people desired ab
hotel. He was as strongly opposed to the
Government putting an hotel in a distriet
where it was not wanted, as to a private
individual doing the same thing,

Hon. Frank Wilson: That is what we
are fighting for,

Hon. W, C. Angwin (Honorary Min-
tster) : They ave fighting to gel a private
individual put inte the distriet.

Hon. Frank Wilson: No.

Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON: If the Chaie-
man wounld aceept it, he proposed to move
an amendment to prevent fresh licenses
from being granted to private individuals
conirary fo the local option poll, as in
the case of Dumbleyung. He would like
to see a clause inserted in the Bill that no
fresh liceuses should be granted in West-
ern Australia except to the State.

- Mr. A. E. PIESSE: If we granted the
powers under Clause 2, we would be
erealing a position which would bring
very goreat trouble upon the head of
Ministers who had to administer the law.
If we established a number of these holels
where the agent was appointed by the
Ministier, and the Minister bad the sole
power to make the appointment, sooner
or later there wounld be serious trouble.
We were getting away from the prineiple
of Jocal option, When supporzers of the

[ASSEMBLY.]

present Government were in Opposition,
members heard a great deal about giving
the people full and complete local option,
and the Government were inconsistent in
introducing trhis Bill, partieularly as re-
garded Clause 2 of the measure.

The CHAIRMAN : The amendment
was the matter under discussion,

Mr. A. E. PIESSE: The amendment
was in the right direction and would have
his support. When a poll was taken the
whole of the people in the loeality should
have a voiee in deciding the matter. Every
person within a 15 miles radius of ile
centre where the hotel was proposed to
be established should have a vote. ™Mem-
bers had not been enlightened by the Gov-
ernment as to why a radius of three miles
was heing adopted. Considering that a
number of these hotels were likely to be
established in agrieuliural distriets, the
greater proportion of which were repre-
senled by members on the Opposition side
of the House, and considering the peojle
in the agricultural districts were respon-
sible for ithe great development taking
place, they should have full and complete
local option in deciding this importani
question.

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

Ayes

Noes .. .- .. 23
Majority against 9
Avua,
Mr. Allen Mr. Monger
Mr. George Mr. Moare
Mr. Harper Mr. A. E. Piesze
Mr. Johnston Mr. S. Stubbs
Mr. Lefroy Mr. F. Wllson
Mr, Male Mr. Wisdom
Mr. Mitchell Mr, Layman
(Teiler) -
NoES

Mr. Angwin Mr. McDonald
ar. Bath Mr. Mullany
Mr. Carpenter Mr. Munsie
Mp. Callier AMr. Feaddon
Mr. Dooley Mr. Taylor
Mr. Dwyer Mr. Thamas
Mr. Foley Mr. Turvey
Mr. Gardiner Mr. Underwood
Mr. GIl Mr. Walker
Mr. Green Mr. A. A. Wilson
Myr. Lander Mr., Heltmann
Mr. Lewls {Teller).
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Amendment thus negatived.

Mr. GREEN moved a further amend-
ment—

That the following be udded after
“det” in lineg 25 :—"Provided that such
agent shall not employ any female or
suffer any female to assist or serve in
or about any bar or in or about the sale
of liguor on such premises of such
hotel.”

1t was hardly necessary for him to press
the question, The intention, as far as
State hotels were conecerned was that
barmaids should ot be employed. This
amendment inflicted no hardship so far
as the barmaids who were at present em-
ploved in private botels were concerned.
State hotels, the manifest object of which
was to regulate the hotel traffie, should
not be the place for the employment of
barmaids. The environment of an hotel
was bad enongh for a male, but how much
worse was it for the female who took up
that particular avoeation. He had noth-
ine to say against the barmaids of Wes-
tern Australia to-day, Amongst them
were many fine and noble women, but it
eould not be contended ihat this parti-
cular work helped to uplift them. Those
gentlemen who had frequented hotels
had fold him that the langnage of the
saloun bar was something that was not
fit for the ears of females. The members
for Northam and York could tell the
House that the langnage of the bars they
hadl frequented was snch that decent
men, let alone women, would net care to
hsten to. The amendment he had moved
was not an innovation; the State of South
Australia set the example so far as all
its hotels were coneerned, and it was
to be hoped here that the Government
would provide, in regard to the State
hotels, for the prevention of some of the
finest girls in the land being sullied by
coming into contact with this doubtfully
honest oecapation. Other countries had
substituied men for women in this ocen-
pation, and he pointed to the Thnited
States in which country only those places
known as ‘‘dives,’’ and which were the
lowest form of drinking saloons, em-
ployed females. In all decent bars there
the trade was eondocted by men. and the
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position was, that if a man wanted to get
a drink he got one simply beeause he was
thirsty. It was unfortunately true in
our own State that in Northam and other
such disreputable centres, the tendency
was for the bar trade to be exceedingly
bad. In some partienlar hotels in this
Btate there were ne barmaids, and the
effect was good so far as the trade was
coneerned, but it was known in regard to
other hotels that the women were kept
there merely as decov ducks.

Mr. Monger: T do not know thoze es-
tablishments.

Hon. W. C. Angwin (Honorary Minis-
ter): Ave there any barmaids in our
State hotels?

Mr. GREEN: No. It was to be hoped
that the Premier would aceept the addi-
tion of the elause.

Mr. GEORGE: The amendment would
reeeive his heartiest support, but he
thought it would require to be vedrafted
because as it appeared it wounld prevent
the employment nf domestics in an hotel.
Out of the respeet he had for the women
of Western Ausiralia he hoped, however,
that it would be carried.

Mr. WISDOM : Having had prob-
ably as iouch experience of hotels as
any member in the House, he might be
allowed to heartily support the amend-
ment. Tt was perfeetly true, as the hon.
member who proposed the amendment
had said, that there were a great many
good and noble women engaged in the
avocation of barmaids, hat he was afraid
it was also true thai they were really
the survival of the fittest, and it was
sad to remember that this employment
had resulted in demoralising and ruining
a great many more women than were em-
ployed in the bars at the present time. The
business of serving behind a bar was ab-
solutelv unsuited to a woman and he
wonld he extremely sorry to see anyv fe-
male relaticn of his engaged in that pur-
suif, and as he would not care to see any
of his relations so engaged, he certainly
did net eare te advocate such employ-
ment for other women,

Mr. CARPENXTER : 'The amendment
wonld receive his support. He had hoped
that there would have been some more
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comprehensive legislation providing for
reform generally of public houses. Whai
he meant was that we shonld as far as
possible in our legislation remove every
objectionable feature from the trade, and
this ecertainly was one of the rveforms
which he would hke to see initiated, not
only in regard to State hotels, but every
other hotel as well. We were not deal-
ing with other bouses at the present
titne, but he hoped with the promise of
an amendment of the Licensing Aet the
general question would be discussed and
decided. Tf there was onre thing we hoped
for in connection with State hotels it was
thai the atirvactions for drink would be
limited. Iivervone knew that the employ-
ment of barmaids was one of the altrae-
fions whieh the hotelkeeper =et up in
order (o inerease his trade and for that
reason, as well as for others Le would
support the amendment.

Mr., FOLEY: It would be better if no
females were allowed in a bar at all, but
females were emploved in other portions
of well-conducted hotels, and if the
amendment were earried it would preveni
a waitress from even bringing a glass of
liquor to a person dining in the hotel.
The same embargo would apply to the
licensee’s wife. &till, if the majority of
members thought it wounld be better to
prevent the handling of liquor even by
waitresses. he would support the amend-
ment. because undoubtedly muel dvinking
was  eaused through fhe presence of
women in hotel bars,

Mr. McDONALD: It was pleasing to
gsee S0 many members supporting the
abolition of barmaids, but it was swrpris-
ing to know that the member for Kal-
goorlie associated with men who used
bad language in the presence of women
in a bar

Mr., Green: You have heard it in the
Nor'-West many a time.

Mr. MeDONALD: That was so, hut
many 2 time a big man had been thrown
out of a bar in the Nor’-West for daring
to use had language in the presence of a
woman. QOmne could not think mueh of
the hon. niember’s friends if they listened
to bad language in a bar in the presence
of & woman withont protesting beyond
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a complaint to a member of Parliament.
It was reasonable to assume that in the
future. State hatels would be the only
hotels. and if Parliament closed down that
avenue of employment to women in State
liotels it would be a far step towards the
abolition of barmaids. It had heen said
that there were many superior women in
hotel bars. That was true, and whilst
some might be otherwise, all shonld not
be condemned hecause of the few. If
membhers were going to close that avenue
of ewmployment what alternative were
they going to provide? Would they send
them to manufacture shirts at 2s. 6d. a
dozen, or send them to sweating - clothing
factories, or to drndge for small wages in
domestic service, or send them lo an even
worse profession 7 He opposed the
amendment.

Mr. MONGER: The member for Gas-
coyne was o be eongratulaied on his re-
marks, [t was diffiealt to understand
snch an amendment being intreduced by
the member for Kalgoorlie, If that hon.
member could only reeolleet the time when
Kalgoovlie was not a flourishing seitle-
ment as H was to-day, when people de-
pended on the services of those ladies who
were permitted lo serve behind the hars
of hotels in days when fever-stricken
patients were raving on all sides, he would
remember that the women who rerved in
bars in those days did yeoman service to
the men on the goldfields. Alany of
those in city bars to-day were women one
might well be proud to oceasionally cou-
verse with, 1f the amendment was car-
vied, it wounld practically debar any
female from being on any licensed pre-
mises under the control of the Goveru-
ment, and it would be impossible for a
woman to even take to a boarder’s rvoom
snch mild refreshment as a morning cup
of tea, let alone stronger refreshment if
nature 50 rvequired it. Further than that,
no female would be allowed lo wait at
dinner. Was it the desive of the lLown.
member io entirely abolish women trow
hotels?  For his own part, he would
sooner sece women who were closely con-
nected wifh him associated with a respect-
able bar in a respectable hotel than serv-

“ing amd sweating heliind the couniers of
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some of the big and so-called reputable
firms in the city.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN (Honorary
Minister) : It would be impossible to earry
on the husiness of a State hotel or any
other hotel if the amendment was earried.
The words used by the hon. member in
his amendment were contained io Lhe
Licensing Act in regard to the sale of
liquor after hours, but in the Aet liquor
was defined in the interpretation clause
as “intoxicating liquor?’ According to
the amendment it would be impossible to
have a glass of water placed on a dining
room table by any woman. In these cir-
cumstaneces, the amendment was going too
far. 1t was necessary that in any hotel
accommodation should be provided for
those who stayed there, and that they
should be supplied with their meals, which
involved their being served with ligquor.
The particular function of a State hotel
was to provide proper aceommodation for
those who were travelling, not only drink-
ing accommedation, but also living accom-
modation.  There could not be reform
unless there was something to reform. No
‘Government had employed a barmaid in
a State hotel. The proper place to deal
with the question of ihe employment of
barmaids was in the Licensing Aect.

Mr. GARDINER : The member for
Kalgoorlie held himself up as a paragon
of virtue and claimed the member for
Roebourne as his informant as to the
langnage one heard in bars.

Mr. Green: 1 meant to refer to the
member for Gascoyne.

Mr. MeDonald: Tf the Standing Orders
permit I will gladly call the member for
Kalgoorlie “Ananins.”

Mr. GREEN: Information as to Lhe
language used in bars was not gleaned
by persenal experience but was told him
by the member for Gaseoyne.

Mr, GARDINER: The environment of
hotel life was not conducive to the good
of young women; there was language used
in some bars which was not fit for young
women to hear. It was a fact that bar-
maids were employed to induce people to
visit hotels when possibly they might not
do so otherwise. He supported the
amendment,
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Mr. CNDERWOQOD: This was not (he
proper place to insert such an amend-
ment; it should be done in a Licensing
Bill. When the last Ticensing Bill was
before Pavliament he bad endeavoured 1o
put in an amendment to prevent the em-
ployment of barmaids after those already
in the trade gave it up. He considered
those women already in the frade should
be allowed to remain in it, that no legisla-

tion shounld take away the oeeupation of

those already in the trade, and that no
distinetion should be made between pri-
vate hotels and State hotels in this respect.
The hon, member was a great reformer,
but his reform went too far beeause from
its wording the amendment would prevent
the employment of waitresses in State
hotels.

The PREMIER: The member for
Kalgoorlie should eonsider the Bill in the
nature of one empowering the Govern-
ment to provide State hotels under cer-
tain eonditions. It was provided that the
manager of a State hotel shounld be
bound in every respect by the provisions
of the Licensing Aect, except in regard to
applying for a license; and that was all
that conld be expected. The hon, mem-
ber’s atsendment would not prevent the
employment ¢f any barmaid, because no
barmaids were now emploved in Siafe
hotels, but it wonld prevent the employ-
ment of waitresses. The hon. member
would have the opportunity of making
the reform he sought in the Licensing
Bill the Government were committed to
bring down. We should certainly give
notice to those engaged in the trade that
after the passing of a Bill whiech might
be presented to Parliament there shoald
not be any further persons employed in
that trade.

Mr. Carpenter: That would not keep
them out of State hotels.

The PREMIER: Yes, the State hotels
would be conducted onr similar lines to
other hotels, and if provision was made
in the Licensing Bill that barmaids must
not be employed they conld not he em-
ployed in State hotels.

Mr. Green: Let us have it in black
and white,
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The PREMIER: Was this merely a
cheap advertisement for the hon. mem-
ber? The hon. member shonld have
given the Government some notice of
the faet that le intended to introduce
a new prineiple into the Bill. 1If the
Govermment admitied this amendment
any member of the House wounld be war-
ranted in asking for the inclusion of an
amendment dealing with anything in the
Licensing Act with whieh he disagreed.
Ii sorely should be sufficient for the
member for Kalgoorlic to have the as-
surance from the Government that there
was no intention to employ barmaids in
State hotels, and that the Government
were pledged to an amendment of the
Licensing Aet where the hon. member's
amendment would find a proper place.
Why sbould we load the Bill with some-
thing that had no application to its prin-
ciples?

Mr. THOMAS: While entirely in ac-
cord with the prohibition of barmaids in
hotels he agreed with the Premier that
this could be done later on, and that the
amendment went further {han necessary
and would aet as a restraint in the or-
dinary working of State hotels. The
assurance was given that barmaids would
not be employed and for himself that was
sufficient. He was content to wait until
the time arrived when it could be made
to apply to all hotels in the State.

Mr. CARPENTER : If, as the Pre-
mier stated, an amendment to the Licen-
sing Aet would be brought down later
on, unless it was specified in that pro-
mised Bill thal no barmaids would be
employed, we would not get what we re-
quired; becanse in any proposal for the
abolition of barmaids the Premier would
require to safeguard the interests of
those alveady in that employment. The
whole question just now was that there
should be no barmaids employed in a
State hotel. He hoped the hon. member
would persist in his amendment.

Mr. DWYER: The amendment was
purely harassing, and had really no ap-
plication to the Bill. The Bill was one
merely to enable the Government to es-
tablish State hotels. The question of the
employment of barmaids did mot enter
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inlo the consideration of this measure.
The Government were pledged to intro-
duee an amendment to the Licensing Aect,
and that would he the time at which to
diseuss the amendment moved by the hon.
memher.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: For once he
would be found voling with the Premier.
The Minister had said he intended. in the
amendment to the Licensing Act, to limit
the employment of barmaids. It there-
fore seemed reasonable that the member
for Kalzoorlie should withdraw |lis
amendmeni. But for the assurance of
the Premier he (Mr. Mitehell) would
have voted with the member for Kal-
goorlie, notwithstanding the impertinent
way in which that hon. member had in-
troduced the amendment, There was no
justification whatever for the manner in
which the member for Kalgoorlte had
referred to Northam. He (Mr. Mitehell)
did not know that the hon. member had
ever been to Northam, and for the credit
of Northam it was to be hoped that the
hon. member had not been there.

Mr. Green: Why I was there to fight
against you, and I will be there again.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: Probably with
the same success the hon. member had
achieved last time. The hon. member
was 50 well known that it was unneces-
sary to defend Northam against his at-
tack.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Itwas
to be hoped the hon. member for Kal-
goorlie would withdraw this amendment,
beeause if it went to the vote many mem-
bers would be placed in a false posi-
tion, inasmuch as they would appear to
be maintaining the existing order of
things, whereas in his (the Minister’s)
case, at all events, he would be voting
simply for the striet method of introduc-
ing a neasure In accordanee with the
order of leave. The House had given
permission to introduce a Bill for an Aet
to authorise the establishment and main-
tenance of State hotels, That was the
whole object of the Bill, and to go out-
side that object would be to go outside
the order of leave. The Bill was not for
the management and c¢onduct of Staie
hotels; that properly came under the Li-
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censing Aect, and if we were to introduce
the principle embodied in the amendment
there was no reason why we should not
insert in the Bill the whole of the pro-
visions of a comprehensive licensing law.

My, Curpenter: Tt is within the scope
of the Bill.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: It was
not within the scope of the order of
leave. There were hon. members who
wounld attempt to introduee their pet hob-
bies on any oecasion when any semblance
of right or relativity made itself ap-
parent. Seeing thai an assurance had
been given that the point embodied in the
amendment would be dealt with in the
amendment to the Licensing Aect it shounld
be sunfficient.

Mr. GREEN: The Premier had so
far forgotten himself as to say that his
(Mzr. Green’s) purpose in introdueing the
amendment was the securing of a cheap
advertisement. He was satisfied that
when the Premier thought calmly over
the statement of that kind he would be
sorry for having made such a reference

_to as loyal a Labour man as was the
Premier himself.

The Premier: You might have a liitle
consideration for those in charge of the
measure.

Mr. GREEN: As far as the Bill was
concerned, he, with others, had not been
consulted in regard to the form the mea-
sure would take. Whilst he recognised it
was unwise to widen the scope of the Bill
and bring in many outside matters, he
claimed that in the Bill we were estab-
lishing State botels, and he believed it
was thorooghly in aceordance with the
principle for which he stood that we
should have no barmaids in State hotels.
He had the assurance of the Government
that this principle would be duly ob-
-served, but he required also an assur-
ance that no other Government wonld
violate it. As far as he was concerned
he was going to stick te this thing. He
believed barmaids were a curse, and that
the quantity of liguor consumed and of
bad liquor sold would be less if there
were no barmaids. We knew the condi-
tions surrounding the liquor trade were
not such as they wonld be if they were
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conducled uwnder decent conditions. We
had the testimony of gentlemen on the
other side of the House who were in-
timately acquainted with the liquor trade,
and who had ield the Committee that
they would be sorry indeed to see any
feminine vrelatives of theirs connected
with the liquor trafic. The Government
should not stand on any false and petty
dignity bnt should see that the clause
was included in the Bill if they con-
sidered it just.

Mr. TCRVEY: If the amendment con-
veved what he believed the member for
Kalgoorlie wished, namely, the prohibi-
tion of barmaids in State hotels, he
would support it, but as it would pre-
vent any female from being employed in
or about a State hotel he eould not sup-
port it. The Bill had heen introduced to
provide for the establishment of State
hotels and the other guestion should be
dealt with when the Licensing Bill was
hefore the House.

Hon. Frank ‘Wilson:
before the House?

Mr. TURVEY: The Attorney General
stated in a week or fwo. His experience
was that men would not use insulting
and disgusting language in the presence
of a female to the extent they would in
the presence of men, and a barmaid very
frequently had an elevating inflnence on
the men in her presence. He bhad suffi-
cient confidence in women to know that
the majority were ready to resent insults
and innuendoes on the part of drunken
men. At Young and Jackson’s hotel in
Melbowrne not a female was employed,
and it was doing the biggest busivess in
Melbourne, That exploded the argunment
of the member for Kalgoorlie, but de-
moralising influences were to be found in
that hotel.

Mr. Green ;

Mr. Turvey :
go and see.

When will it be

What are they?
The hon. member should

[Mr, Male took the Chair.]

Mr. MIULLANY : Although in aceord
with the prineiple of the aholition of
barmaids, he oppnsed the amendment,
heeause it went further than the member
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for Kalgoorlie intended, and would do
away with the ewployment of any fe-
male on State hotel premises. TIf a per-
son called for 2 glass of liquor with his
dinner the barman could unot leave the
bar, and waiters would have to be em-
ploved as well as male bar atiendants.
His objection to the employment of fe-
males in the liquor iraffic was not so
much the influence which the traffic had
upon them, as the influence they were
likely to bave upon young men inclinéd
to indulge in a little liquor. The employ-
ment of barmaids tended to young men
drinking more than otherwise would be
the case,
Mr. Monger : Alsolute nonsense.

Mr. MCULLAKY : In the cities where
barmaids were employed young men
gathered and females were sometimes
employed as decoys to attract trade. A
woman, if she desired, had sufficient
power in her own womanheod to prevent
unseemly language from being used in
her presence. If she resented it, there
was alwavs a Britisher or an Australian
to assist her to prevent it from
being ‘repealed, and often decent men
would resent it even if the bar-
maid did not. He was pleased to
have the assurance of the Attorney
General that an amending Licensing Bill
would shortly be introduced and he
trusted that a full discussion on the point
weonld take place on that occassion. No
one in favour of the abolition of bar-
maids would agree {o throwing them out
of employment immediately; time would
have to be allowed them. While bar-
maids were emploved, the State hotels
shonld be the best place where they
could be employed. If it was not harm-
fnl for them to engage in the liquor
traffie, it should not be harmfal for them
to be emploved in State hotels.

Mr. HEITMANN : The employment
of barmaids was nof conducive to the
welfare of lhe barmaid and particularly
to the young people beginning to drink.

Mr. Harper : You were young once
yourself.

Mr. HEITMANN : Possibly, like the
hon. member, he could speak from ex-
perience. The Bill was brought in for
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the express objeci of making provision
for State hotels. Members should not
make this an oceasion for pointing out
all the evil effects of one phase of tire
liquor traffic. 1f the hom. member
wished te wipe out a class of employ-
ment whieh did greater harm to young
women than the liquor trade he should
study the sweating conditions in lhe
factories. More harm was done there
than in the bars. Wonld he endeavour
te give effect to the earlier closing of
hotels?

Mr. Green : [ have never advoecated

i, : .
Hon, Frank Wilson : Why should not

he?
[Mr, MecDouwall resumed the Chair.]

Mr. HEITMANN : These
eonld be dealt with bhetter when
Licensing Bill was before the House.

Mr. MUNSIE moved an amendment on
the amendment—

That all the words after “bar” be

siruck out.

The amendment would then read, “Pro--
vided that such agent shall not employ
any female or suffer any female to assist
or serve in or about any bar”” Though
this was not a Bill dealing wholly with
the conduet of the liquor traffie, when we
introduced a Bill to establish and main-
tain State hotels it was not going too
far to establish the faet that no barmaids
should be employed in these State hotels.
We knew no barmaids were now cm-
ployed, but the Premier might not always
occupy his present position. Tt was the
right prineiple that the member for Pil-
bara advoeated that barmaids at present
employed should not be deprived of their
oecupation ; but as no-barmaids were em-
ployed in State hotels, there would be no
harm in our saying at once that in future
they should not be employed in State
hotels,

Mr. FOLEY: Was this not an amend-
ment fo the Licensing Act? Was the dis-
cussion in order?

The CHAIRMAN: The amendment
dealt with the question of State hotels,
and showed what persons should be em-

matters
the
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ployed in them. The amendment could
not possibly be refused; it was in order.

Mr. GREEN: As the amendment of
the member for Hannans removed from
his amendment some of the objections
that appeared to be valid he accepted
it.

Amendment (Mr, Munsie’s} put and
Ppassed.

Mr. HARPER: It was not opportune
to have this amendment inserted in the
Bill. If it were ngreed to we could go
on making amendments to the Bill in all
direciions. Fven as amended it would
still prevent waitresses getting drinks at
the bar to serve in the dining-room.

Ay, A A, WILSON: It was surprising
to hear so wany yes-no opinions. He
believed in the amendment and would
vote for it.

Mr. LEWI1S: The Bill was introduced
to give the people control of the liquor
teaffie. As the people did not desire to
see barmaids employed in State hotels
the best way to give effect to their wishes
was to pass the amendment.

The PREMIER: Members shonld en-
deavour to confine themselves to the pur-
poses of the Bill, and should not overload
it with matters absolntely foreign to its
purpose. The member for Collie had
heen heard to express yes-no opinions.

Mr. A. A. Wilson: Never.

The PREMIER: Members did not
oppose the prineciple contained in the
amendment, but this was not the proper
place for the amendment. A Licensing
Act Amendment Bill was the proper
place for it. He believed that the people
should be able to decide the hours at
whieh hotels should elose, but he wonld
not apply it Lo State hotels only by in-
troducing that prineiple in this Bill. The
same thing applied to many other mat-
ters. This Bill was merely to establish
and maintain State hotels. Once a State
hotel was established the manager would
need te eomply with all the requirements
of the Licensing Act. There was no like-
lihood of barmaids being emploved in
State hotels before Parliament had the
onportunity of dealing with the Licensing
Bill.
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Mr. Munsie: You may nof get it
through in the Licensing Bill where youn
arve up against vested interests in another
place.

The PREMIER: There was one prin-
ciple ail stake in the Bill hefore the Com-
mittee. Let both Houses pive a decision
on that one principle which was to get
over the necessity for providing a Bill
for each hotel the State established where
the people in a district had voted that
new licenses should be controlle@ by the
State.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: The amend-
ment moved by the member for Kal-
goorlie would not meet with his support.
He believed that women econld act as bar-
maids without lesing any of their dignity
ov self-respect. What lie rose for was
principally to ecombat the views of the
Attorney General and the Premier re-
garding hon. members’ right to introduce
amendments in a¢eordance with their con-
victions to any meéasure which the Gov-
erment thenght fit to submit to the Cham-
ber.

The Premier: Ruhbish.

Hon. FRANK, WILSON: The hon.
memher onght to withdraw that expres-
sion.

The CHAIRMAN: T did not hear it.

Hon, FRANK WILSON: The Premier
said “rubbish.”

The Premier: I will withdraw it.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: Wher the
Premier infrodueed a Bill, it beeame the
possession of the House, and any member
bhad a perfeect right to move any amend-
ment he thonght desirable.

The Premier: No one ever disputed it.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: The Pre-

.mier had disputed it, and be had said that

members must wait until a comprehen-
sive measure in connection with the liguer
trade was introduced bhefore they could
move amendments which they might con-
sider vital. The Bill hefore the Commit-
tee provided for the contirol of State
hotels and for the appointment of man-
arers by the Minister and to that extent
it provided for the control of State hotels.
Any member therefore had a perfeef
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right to move an amendment or a new
clause.

The Minister for Lands: It is not a
question of right, it is a question of wis-
dom.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: Hon, mem-
bers had been taken to task by the Min-
ister beeause they had dared to introduece
amendments to this measure which was
only for the establishment of hotels.

Mr. Munsie: But we arve still moving
them,

Hon. FRANK WILSON: That was
so. Alihough he was opposed to the par-
ticular one before the Committee, it
would to some extent be incongruous to
have limitations in regard to State hofels
which did not apply to privately owned
hotels. Tt might he in the opinion of some
hon. members undesirable that we shonld
refuse Lo allow barmaids to be employed
in State hotels and yet permit them to
be employed in privately owned hotels.
With regzard to barmaids, it was his ex-
perience that they could hold their own
and eommand mnch greater respeet from
their custoners than a man when he was
employed behind the bar. The ordinary
customer of a hotel—or a great ma-
jority of them—respected the female who
was behind the bar and if one forgot
himself in that bar there wounld be many
others to put him in his place. Ti was
not his intention to support the amend-
ment and be only rose to protest against
the attitude of Ministers on the introdue-
fion of amendments to this measure, and
hecause they had promised to bring in, at
a future time, a more ecomprehensive Bill,

Amendment (Mr, Green’s) as amended
put and a division taken with the follow-
ing result:—

Aves . . o111
Noes .. .. .. 25
Majority against .. 14

AYEB.
Mr. Gardiner Mr. Muasle
Mr. Qearge Mr. A. E. Plesse
Mr. Green Mr. A. A. Wilson
Mr. Johnston Mr. Wisdom
Mr. Lander My, Carpenter
Mr. Lewis (Teiler).
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Nozs.
Mr, Allen Mr. Mitchell
Mr. Angwin Mr. Monger
Mr. Bath Mr. Moore
Mr, Callier Mr. Mullany
Mr. Daoley Mr, Scaddan
Mr. Dwyer Mr. S. Stubbs
Mr. Foley Mr. Thomas
Mr, Gill Mr. Turvey
Mr. Harper Mr. Underwood
Mr. Layman Mr. Walker
Mr. Lefroy Mr. F. Wilson
Mr. Male Mr. Heitmann
Mr., McDonald {Teller).

Amendment as amended thus negatived.

Hon. J. MITCHELL moved a further

amendment—
That in line 11, after “in” the words

“ai least three issues of” be inserted.
It would be insufficient to publish notice
of the intention to establish a State hotel
in one issue only of the Government
(fazetle,

Mr. A. E. PIESSE: Tt would be as
well also if the notice were posted on the
proposed site of the hotel, as provided
in the Licensing Aet.

Amendment put and passed.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: Tt was pro-
vided that in the event of a petition being
received, signed by a majority of the
adult persons residing within three miles
of the proposed site of a State hotel,
praying that the hotel be not established,
such hotel should not be established.
This provision should be inverted; in
other words, the establishment of the hotel
should be made conditional on the receipt
of a petition praying for its establish-
ment.

The Premier : And make it that a
hotel ‘‘shall be established 7'

Hon. FRANK WILSON : Yes.

The Prenider : I would never agree to
that. y

Hon. FRANEK WILSON : The Govern-
ment would decide that a hotel was neces-
sary and advertise their decision in three .
issves of the Government Gazelie and
a newspaper circulating in the dis-
trict. But they could not establish the
Lotel until they received a petition from
a majority of the adult persons residing
within three miles of the proposed site
sayving that they desired a State hotel
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1o be established. Tbat was the amend-
ment he desired, instead of the pro-
vision in the Bill that unless the Govern-
ment received a petition from a majority
of persons opposed to the hotel, they
could proceed to establish a State hotel.
How were the Government going to get
that petition of a majority of the per-
sons within a three mile radius against
the hotel, or to know that the signatures
represented a majority? Had not the
people been given in the Licensing Aet
the right to say whether the number of
licenses should be increased or other-
wise; and why should the Government
now take away that right altogether? The
alteralion suggested wounld preserve to
the people the degree of local option
conferred by the Licensing Act. " He
moved an amendment—-
That the words “may not” in line 5
of the last proviso be struck ouf, and
“shall” inserted in Ueu.
If the amendment was carried he would
then move to strike out “not” in the last
line,

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

Ayes .. - .. oo 11
Noes .. .. .. .. 23
Majority against .. 12
AYES,
Mr. Allen Mr. A. E. Pleuse
Mr. George Mr. 5. Stubbs
Mr. Harper Mr. F. Wilson
Mr. Maly Mr. Wisdom
Mr. Mitchall Mr. Layman
Mr. Mobnger {Teller).
Noss,
Mr. Angwin Mr. McDounald
Mr. Bath Mr. Mullany
Myr. Carpenter Mr. Munsle
Mr. Collier Mr. Scoddan
Mr. Dooley Mr. Taylor
Mr. Foley Mr. Thomas
Mr. Gardiper Mr. Turvey
Mr. Gill Mr. Underwood
Mr, Green Mr. Walker
Mr. Johnston Mr. A. A, Wilson
Mr. Lander Mr. Hellmaoo
Mr. Lewls (Teller).

Amendmeut thus negatived.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: The clanse pro-
vided for a pelition by persons residing
within a radius of three miles of ibe pro-
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posed site of the hotel. The radins should
be 15 miles and it would then inelude the
people to be served. Would it not be
better to have the clause redrafted? At
Wongan Hills, for instance, very few
people would be ineluded within a radius
of three miles, and the hotel would serve
a very large area, whereas in Kalgoorlie
or Perth the hotel would serve a small
area but a large number of people.
Would it not be advisable to increase the
radins to ten wiles in the eountry and re-
duce it in the case of the more thickly
populated centres? He moved an amend-
ment—
That the word “three” in line 31 he
struck out, and the word *fiftecen”
inserted in lieu.

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

Ayes .. . . R
Noes .. . . 21
Majority against .. 10
Avva,
Mr. Allen Mr. A. E. Plesse
Mr. George Mr. 8. Stubbs
Mr. Harper Mr. T, Wilson
Mr, Male Mr. Wisdom
Mr. Mitchell Mr. Layman
Mr. Monger (Tetlery.
Noes.
Mr. Angwin Mr. McDonald
Mr. Bath Mr. Mullany
Mr. Colller Mr. Munsle
Mr. Daoley Mr, Secaddup
Mr. Foley Mr. Thomas
Mr. Gardiner Mr. Tutvey
Mr, Gill Mr. Underwood
Mr. Green Mr, Walker
Mr. Johnston Mr. A. A. Wilson
Mr. Lander Mr. Heltmann
Mr. Lewls {Teller).

Amendment thus negatived.

Mr. A, E. PIESBE: An explanation
should be given regarding the form of
tha petitiops. As a member of a licensing
hench, he knew the amount of weicht to
be attached to petitions. He knewv of an
instance of a number of people having
signed a petition praying for a license
and also a counter petilion in respect to
the same license. The Government were
somewhat inconsistent in not making the
loeal option provisions apply to the Bill.
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It was unsatisfactory to obtain an ex-
pression of opinton by petition. It wonid
he useless for him to move an amendment
after the divisions which had been taken,
and he would content himself with pro-
testing that the means adopted were oot
satisfaetory.

The Minister for Lands: The provisions
of loeal option will apply equally to Stale
hotels and to privately conducted hotels.

Mr. A, B, PIESSE: Why not make
them apply instead of the petition?

Hon. J. MITCHELL: The Minister
had voted against his amendment to have
that principle applied. TUnder the Bill
the local option provisions were entirely
disregarded.

The Minster for Lands: We intend that
loeal opiion will apply to a State hotel as
to any other.

Hon. Frank Wilson: That may be your
intention, but it is not in the Bill.

The Minister for Lands: It will be pro-
vided for in the Licensing Bill.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: It had been
clearly shown that except in the Gascoyne
distriet every licensing district had voted
against an inerease.

Mr. E. B. Johnston: Yet a lot of
licenses have been granted.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: Yes; but the
Bill provided that State hotels might be
opened subject only to a petition. The
Minister was wrong in saying that the
local option e¢lanses applied. The Bill
provided that Ministers could open hotels
wherever they liked subject only to the
safegunrd of local petitions.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The
hon. member was aware that the Govern-
ment were going to deal with the general
licensing laws and with loeal option, and
any Lecal Oplion Bill would appiy
equally to State hotels and other hotels.

Clanse as amended put and passed.

Clauses 3 and 4—agreed to.

New clause:

Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON moved—

That the following be added fo the

Bill to signd as Clause 5 . —“Subsection

1 of Section 45 of the Licensing Aet,

1917, is hereby amended by omitting

the following words: ‘Except when

Ttesolution i has been carvied and iz
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m force in the district, the licensing
courl may, in itg discretion, grant «
license for premises in any lecalily in
which no licensed premises are siluated
within a radius of 15 miles from the
premises to which the application ro-
lates’ ?

The PREMIER: Was it in order io
meve an amendment to the Licensing Aet
in a measure which did not deal with the
Licensing Act?

Mr. E. B, JOHNSTOXN: The Bill did
affect the Licensing Aect. It gave the Gov-
erntment power to make certain applica-
tions outside the 15 miles radius, a power
they did ot previously have. That being
so it absolutely followed that we could
also take away the power private people
possessed to obtain such licenses,

The CHATRMAN : The Title of the Bill
was, “A Bill for an Aect to anthorise the
establishment and maintenance of Stale
hotels.” As the amendmenl was to delete
a provigion of the Licensing Aef be must
rule {hat it was an amendment which
would require to be dealt with in a Bill
to amend the Licensing Act.

frissent from Chairmaw's Ruling.

Mr, E. B. Johnston: I dissent from
your ruling.

The Speaker took the Chair.

The Chairman having stated the dis-
sent,

Miv, E. B. Johnston: The Bill we
are considering is giving the Government
the right to establish new hotels 15 miles
from existing hotels, which right the Pre-
mier has told us the Government did not
previonsly possess. For some time past,
in spite of the fact that loeal option polls
taken in agricultnral and other distriets,
and the people, by hnge majorities, de-
clared against any mnew hotels being
established, under this particular section
fresh private hotels have been and are
being established thronghout the eountry
distriets,

Mr, Speaker: The hon. member might
confine his remarks to reasons why the
amendment should be accepted.

Mr. E. B. Johnston: The reason T
would urgze i1s that sinee this measure
gives the Government inereased facilities
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to establish State hotels in the outlying
parts of Western Australia, we ave justi-
fied in considering the amendment, the
effect of which will be to correspondingly
reduce the right of private people to
support these new hotels.

Mr. Speaker: I endorse the Chair-
man’s ruling in this matter. The amend-
ment the hon. member desires to move
eannot be added to this measare. It is
an amendment which ¢an only be moved
to an entirely different measure and not
the one under discussion.

Commiltee resumed.

Mr. MeDowall in the Chair.
Title—agreed to.
Bill reported with an amendment.

House adjourned at 11.55 p.m.

Legislative Council,
Thursday, 12th September, 1912,

: PAOE
Leave of absence . 1858
Bills ; Fremantle:: Knlxoorhe (Merredj.n Coolgard.ie
Section) Railway, Com. . 1866
Industrial Arbitration, 2B, . 16682
Methodlst Church Propert.y Trust, Betumed 1841
Health Act Amendment, Betorned 1661
Landlord and Tepant, 2R, 1678

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

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

On motion by Hon. Sir E. H. Witten-
oom, leave of absence granted for twelve
sittings to Hon. R. V. Pennefather on
the ground of ill-health.

[59]
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BILL — FREMANTLE - KALGOOR-
LIE (MERREDIN.COOLGARDIE
SECTION) RAILWAY.

In Committee.

Resumed from the 10th September;
Hon. W. Kingsmill in the Chair, the
Colonial Secretary in charge of the Bill.

Claunse 2—Authority to construct:

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: At
the previous sitting the point had been
raised as to whether the Bill, in addition
to preseribing that the line should be
of a 4ft. 8Y%in. gauge, shonid not contain
sotoe provision for the temporary laying
of rails on the 3fi. 6in. gauge. The point
had sinee been referred to the Crown Law
Department, and in rvesponse the Solici-
tor General had submitted the following
opinion :—

1, The eoustruetion of this line will
not be completed until the gauge is of
4ft. 85in. In the meantime there is
no reason why rails should not be tem-
porarily laid at any lesser gauge. It
is not essential to mention the intended
gauge of a railway. 2, There is nothing
in the Public Works Aet requiring the
gauge to be stated in the special Act
authorising the construection, or to pre-
vent the gange of the railway being
altered during or after construetion. 3,
In the case of the Me.:cdin-Coolgardie
railway, however, the intended gaunge
is stated, apparently to indicale that
it will be a section of the Transeonti-
nental railway. The words “with a
gauge of four feet eight and a half
inches,” however, are not essential, and,
if they are omitted, the operation of .
the Act will be in no way afected, and,
on the other hand, if they are retained,
it will not affect the temporary use,
pending eompletion of the line, of the
narrower gauge for the purposes in-
tended.

Hon. Sir E. H. Wittenoom: Will they
guarantee a certificate on the 3ft. Gin.
gauge? '

The (‘olonial Secretary: It will not he
open to publie Lraffic.

Hon. H. P. COLEBATCH: The pre-
sent finaneial posilion of the State did
not justify us in giving the anthority



