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of the Statutes Compilation Aet. 1t
wonld he well wlen the Standing Orders
(‘omrmittee meet again  {hat Standing
Ordere to meet the case should be drawn
up. I have very mueh pleasure in sup-
porting the Bill, and am glad to see that
the Statutes Compilation Act, which has
been allowed to stand somewhat in abey-
wiee b= at last besn ronght into opera-
tion,

Hon. D. G. GAWLER (Metropolitan-
Soburban) : Considering the ciream-
stanees under which this Bill has been
introduced T should like to have seen
copies of the Statutes Compilation Aet
pul before members. I knew there was
such an Aet in existence but I had not
iooked it up, and sheuld have liked to
study its provisions before this Bill was
introdueed. In this case the Bill is merely
one of putting in clauses where they are
1+ be Inserted, and the striking out of
those which are unnecessary. I take it
that members ean be satisfied with the
Attorney General’s certificate. I should
like the Colonial Seeretary in a future
exse of this kimd to distribute copies of
the Compitation Act among members.

The Colonial Seeretary: Why should
this be done any more than distributing
any other Aets! The Bill has been on the
Naotice Paper for a fortnight.

Hon. D). G. GAWLER : This is the first
twe the Statutes Compilation Aet has
bheen brought into foree, and it would
have been a good thing if copies had been
provided for members so that we conld
see that all the formalities had been ful-
filled.

The COLONTAL SECRETARY (ia
reply): T did not think it necessary to
distribute copies of the Compilation Aet
any more than T wounld distribute copies
of any other Act members were asked to
amend, There is a set of the Statntes on
the Tahle for the use of members if they
desire to look up any Aect, and this RBill
has heen on the Table for quite a fort-
night. The measure has not been broaght
on nnawaies; members have had full time
to look up the Compilation Aect of 1905
if they so desired. If I thought members
wished it, I wonld have got a number of
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loose copies of the Aet from the Govern-
ment Printer and had them distributed.
Question put and passed.
Rill read a second time.

In Committee.
Bill passed through Committee without
debate. reported withont amendment, and
the report adopted.

House adjourned at 8.50 p.m.

Aegistative Hssembly,
Wednesday, 26th October, 1910.
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The DEPUTY SPEAKER i{ook the
Chair at 4.30 p.m., and read prayers.

PAPERS PRESEXNTED.

By the Minister for Works: 1, Esti-
mates and Tenders for various Publie
Works, return (ordered on motion by
Mr. Heitmaun). 2, Plan of the pro-
posed Railway from Katanning to Shan-
non’s Scak. 3, Plan of the proposed
Railway from Dumbleynng te Moulyin-
ning.

By the Premier: 1, Report by the Snp-
erintendent of the Labour Bureau to 30th
June, 1910. 2, By-laws of the muniei-
pality of Perth.

QUESTIONS (3)—LAND SELEC-
TIONS.
Mr. Oshorn's dpplications.
Mr. PRICE {for Mr. Johnson} asked
the Minister for Lands: 1, Did Mer.
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Osborn apply to amend his application
from Geetarning to Kumminin? or 2,
Did he forfeit Geetarning and submit
fresh applications for Kumminin¢ 3, 1f
the latter, did he forfeit the application
money paid on the Geetarning blocks
secared by him?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS re-
plied: 1, No. 2, Mr. Osborn asked to
have his money transferred from Gee-
tarning to Nunadjin about the 9th Au-
gust, 1910, but he was unsuceessful be-
fore the land board in his application
for this land. Before the board sat, Mr.
Osborn applied for blocks at Kumminin,
and lodged fresh application fees. 3,
The fees paid on the Gestarning land
have been refunded.

Mr. Wilkie's Holding.

Mr. COLLIER asked the Minister for
Lands: 1, Did Mr. John Wilkie acquire
blocks Nos. 6470/56 and 6471/56 con-
trary to Section 23 of “The Land Aect
Amendment Aet of 1906”7 2, Did Mr.
Willdie make a sworn dectaration that he
was qualified to hold the land in ques-
tion? 3, Was the deeclaration correet?
4, Did the Under Secretary for Lands in-
form Mr. Wilkie by lebter that he had
illegally aequired the lands? 5, Did he
alse point out to Mr. Wilkie that by
transferring so many of his other hold-
ings as would reduce his total area to the
limit preseribed by the Lands Aect he
would be enabled to hold these blocks?
6, Does the Minigter approve of the per-
manent head of his department advising
large landholders of methods by which
they may retain possession of lands il-
legally obtained? 7, Has the land been
forfeited, and if not, does Mr. Wilkie
still hold the lands so aequired?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS re-
plied: 1, Yes. 2, Yes. 3, No. 4, Yes.
5, He informed Mr. Wilkie that he must
either surrender these two blocks to the
Crown or transfer some of his other hold-
ings. (Mr. Wiikie subsequently +trans-
ferred 5,000 acres.) 6, No; but the de-
partment was satisfied that theze applica-
tions were made in error and under the
cirenmetances the action taken was just-
fiable. 7, The land has not been for-
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feited, but was transferred to Mr. C. E.
Slee on 3rd June, 1909,

Mr, Robins’s Holding.

Mr. SCADDAX asked the Minister for
Lands: 1, What is the total area held by
W. H. Robins and his wife under condi-
iional purchase, either hy original appli-
eation in their own names, or by transfer
from others? 2, Does it contain any land
granted as homestead areas, and if so,
how much? 3, Where are the holdings
of each situated?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS re-
phed: 1, 3,418 acres. This area was ac-
quired by the parties before they were
married, under the then existing Act.
2, No. 3, In the Avon district, east of
Berverley.

QUESTION—LATIN PHRASES IN
REPORT.

Mr. SCADDAN (for Me. Underwood)
asked the Minister for Education: See-
ing that a large majority of the members
of this House do not understand Latin,
will he have the Latin words and phrases
in the University Commission’s report
translated into English?

The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION
replied: Yes, if the hon. member will
supply a list of the words and phrases
which he desires translated.

BANK

s 7

BILL—AGRICULTURAL
ACT AMENDMENT.
Read a third time and transmitted
to the Legislative Counecil.

BILL—WORKERS’ COMPENSATION
. ACT AMENDMENT.
In Commiltiee.

Mr. Brown in the Chair ; Mr. Hudson
in charge of the Bill
Clause 1—agreed to. )

Clanse 2—Amendment of 1 and¥?2
Edwd. VII., No. 5, Section 2: ;s

Mr. DRAPER opposed the clause.
This clause contained the principle of
the Bill. The first paragraph provided
that the definitions ** engineering work ™’
and *‘ factory ' should be struck out,

LA
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but this was really consequential on
the adoption of the paragraphs ‘im-
mediately following defining * injury
and “‘worker.,” The «clause extended
the meaning of “injury” to include
injury to health or loss of life through
diseases mentioned in the schedule or
in eny proclamation under the Act,
the schedule specifically mentioning the
disease known generally &g miners’
complaint and also poisoning due to the
inhalation of gases. The member for
Dundas in introducing a Bill of this
kind, beyond informing members there
was an Act in force in England which
made provision for loss occasioned to
a worker by reason of certain diseases
mentioned therein, should have advanced
arguments why the definition of *‘ injary *’
should be extended in this way. There
was no provision in any existing Act
in the Australian States or in New
Zealand which corresponded fo this,
end in the Aects of the Canadien Pro-
vinces no provision of this nature conld
e found.

Mr. Sceddan:
r.';;,',inst. it.

Mr. DRAPER: Quite s0, but when
an innovation of a somewhat startling
cheracter was put forward, and when
it was found necessary within nine
months after passing a similar pro.
vision in New Zealand to repeal it,
members were entitled to have evidence
put before them to clearly prove the
innovation was desirable in the interests
of the community as & whole. The
evidence from both sides, employers
and workers, practically concurred that
the Bill in its present form was un-
workable, that the employer could not
protect himself by insurance, and that,
although there was serious reason for
protecting miners from the consequences
of this disease, yet that remedy was
not found in the Bill but was something
that could be better dealt with by
State insurance. In considering this
disease we had to bear in mind that
every mining company was not & wealthy
corporation, but that there were many
companies carrying on 8 struggling
existence, and that there were many
miners, although employing others under

That i3 no argumsat
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them, who were possibly making a bare
living ; yet we sought to impose upon
them the duty of insuring and inereasing
their presant rates of insurance by ahout
150 per cznt.

Mr. Collier : A witness said 50 per cent,

Mr. DRAPER : In his evidenca Me,
Black stated that the premium wouki
amount to 150 per cent.

Mr. Collier: Mr. Hamilton said 30
per cent.
Mr. DRAPER: The point that

should be made was that there would
be a substantial increase over the rates
of insurance which employers would
be able to bear.. Mr. Sullivan, in giving
evidence, siaid that it was the experience
in New Zealand that the insurance
companies refused to issue policies cover-
ing the disease mentioned in the Bill.
Further on the same witness said that
if the disease was included the employee
could not be insured. Then, in answer
to a further question, he represented
that companies in New Zealand absolutelv
deelined to issue & policy covering this
disease, and that the Clovernment the:o
were going to cover, but the miners
declined to undergo an examination.
Mr. Murray slso gave evidence which
put the position of New Zealand very
clearly. The Committee should remem-
ber that both Mr. Bullivan and Mr.
Murray were not witnesses who were
likely to give incorrect information,
because they were totally uninterested ;
if anything their evidence was against
their own interests, because it naturally
would be to their interests that everyone
should be brought under the Bill. The
statements of the witnesses, therefore,
were undoubtedly worthy of a great
deal of consideration at the hands of
the Committee. In reply to a ques.

tion as to his opinion of Clause
7, Ms. Murray went on to explain
the matter in deteil, ond gave

the position as it was in New Zealand
in January, 1939, by submitting an
extract from the Australasian Insurance
and Banking Record.

Mr. HUDSON: On a point of order ;
the B3ill having passed its second reading,
and the principles of the Bill heving
been accepted, the member for West
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Perth was now again dealing with the
principle involved in the Bill. The
hon. member had no right to continue
in that direction; morecver he was
dealing with Clanse 7, while the Com-
mittee were considering Clause 2.

The CHAIRMAN : The hon. member
was keeping within the rules.

Mr. Scaddan: A perusal of the copy
of the evidence would show that the
member for West Perth was dealing
yith Clause 7.

The CHATRMAN : Clause 2, which the
hon. member for West Perth was
speaking on, dealt with diseases.

Mr. Scaddan: Clause 2 deals with
interpretation.

Mr. DRAPER: The mine owners
were quite sgreeable to bear the extra
insurance, provided that they could
get insured with the companies, but the
insurance companies insisted before grant-
ing policies that the miners themselves
should underge medical examination.
The miners refused to do that, and
consequently the mine owners were
unable to insure. If one looked at the
evidence closely it would be found
that one of the witnesses spoke of it as
being derogatory to & man to have to
undergo medical examination, while other
witnesses spoke of the impossibility of
examining men who were changing
their occupation from time to time.
It was cbvious from the evidence called
that it would be practically impossible
to trace these men and maintain a proper
supervision as to what they were or
had been suffering from. Further than
that the mine owners, in whose employ-
ment & man had become incapacitated,
were responsible to the worker no matter
whether the disease had arisen in their
employment or not. There were three
things which would have to be considered;
firstly, the value of the medical evidence
or the amount of reliance that could
be placed upon it, secondly the pro-
bability of any man who thought he
was affected with disease submitting
to medical examination, and thirdly
that even if we could cet that, it would
be practic..lly impossible for the mine
owners to have recourse upon those
in whose employment the disease was
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contracted, because it would be necessary
to prove that the disease was con-

tracted in the employment of that
other person. .
Mr. Hudson: We do not know that

on this clause.
is out of order.

The CHATRMAN :
member is in order.

Mr. DRAPER: In the evidence it
would be found that Dr. Cumpston
pointed out that miners’ complaint was
not contagious, and he drew a dis-
tinetion hetween what was known as
miners' complaint and tuberculosis. Ac-
cording to Dr. Cumpston tuberculosis
was contagious, whilst miners’ complaint
was not. The miners themselves in
their evidence had declared that the
disease was caused by dust and that
the dust was preventable by ventilation
or by water jets. Ii the disease was
preventable and could be remedied
then there was no necessity whatever
for including it in the definition of the
word “‘injury,” because it was a matter
for which Parliament had already pro-
vided in the Mines Regulation Act.
The whole subject could be dealt with
in the Mines Regulation Act. He wounld
ask that the member for Murchison
be made to withdraw his remark.

The CHAIRMAN : I did not hear it.

Mr. DRAPER : The hon. member had
made & series of offensive remarks, the
general insinuation being that when
he (Mr. Draper), moved for the appoint.
ment of the select committee he had
been impelled by ulterior motives—had
in fact been briefed to do so.

Mr. BATH: As a matter of fact the
member for Claremont had remarked,
* Try to learn as much,” whereupon the
member for Murchison had {further
remarked, “Try to earn as much.”
Nothing whatever had been said of any-
body being briefed.

The CHAIRMAN : Members would
have to refrain from interjecting so
frequently.

Mr. DRAPER: Mr. Watson, the
secretary of the A W.A., in his evice e
before the committee had canc. dy
e&dmitted that he did not know how the
Bill was going to work. Could any

Surely the hon. member

I think the hon.
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stronger evidence be wanted to show
that with the inclusion of diseases
in the schedule the Bill would be un-
workable ? Mr. Salmon and other wit.
nesses had confirmed this view, pointing
to the fact that the employer could not
be protected. The only actual guide
the Committee had was the experience of
New Zealand, where the section relating
to the disease had been repealed nine
months after its passing. It was un-
fortunate that the definition inserted
by the member for Dundas went as far
as it did, seeing that many r .mbers
of the House would be pre; red to
extend the Workers' Compensation Act
to a number of employees who wers nat
included in it at the present tirne. The
definition was almost entirely the same
as that in the English Act. There
were certain exceptions in the English
Act which were not ircluded in the Bill.

Mr. Hudson: W .at are they ?

Mr. DRAPER: “ Outworkers” was
one. There was not one State in the
British dominions which had adopted
the provisions of the English Act. The
principle of our own Act was dangerous
employment, and in New Zealand this
principle had been extended to cover all
employments in a trade. Tn this respect
the Queensland Act was similar.

Mr. Hudson: Would you be prepared
Lo accept either of these ?

Mr. DRAPER : Certainly they were
worthy of gerious consideration. The
South Australisn Act confined the prin-
ciple to dangerous employment, as did
also the New South Wales Act. While
he admitted it would be desirable to
extend the employment to which our
existing Act applied, he could not go to
the extent of adopting the definition
in the Bill

Mr. O’Loghlen: The Victorian Par-
liament included domestic servants in
their Bill last week.

Mr. DRAPER: There could be no
reason for extending the compensation
beyond the two principles of dangerous
employment and employments in a
trade. Dangerous employment was the
original basis on which the Act was
founded in the old country.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Mr. Holman : Does not the fact of an
accident ] appening prove the employment
dangerous ?

Mr. DRAPER : Not necessarily. It
had been found almost impossible to
prove serious and wilful misconduct.

Me. Heitmann: It had been proved
several times.

Mr. DRAPER: Very seldom. He
did not propose to delay the Committee
any longer, but in his opinion it would
not be desirable to extend the definition
of worker in the way proposed. He
would vote against the clause.

Mr. HUDSON: It was satisfactory
to hear the member for West Perth
state that he did not wish to delay the
Committee any longer. It was evident
that the Iengthy speech he had just made
was one that he hed prepared, but
had failed to deliver, for the second
reading debate. Members had not much
to thank either the member for West
Perth or the Government for in regard
to the time that had been lost in the
consideration of the measure. On the
consideration of the definition of the
clause alone the hon. member had heen
granted thrce-quarters of an hour to
discuss the principles of a Bill which had
been accepted on two occasions. One
member, who was now a member of the
Government, the member for Subiaco,
supported the prineciples of the Bill and
voted for themn last session. That mem-
ber was now in a Government who
were doing nothing to assist in the
consideration of the Bill. The same
thing applied last year. He did not
propose to deal extensively with the
objections raised by the member for
West Perth. The deliberations of the
select committee had proved, as was
expected, absolutely futile. The de-
cision on nearly every clause, ag could
be seen by the report, rested upon the
casting vote of the chairman, that
chairman being the member for West
Perth. The primary question raised
by the member was whether disease
should be regarded as an injury in
employment. He (Mr. Hudson) had
been twitted with having given no
reason for the inclusion of diseases
in the Bill. , He had dealt with this
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matier on the second reading last year,
but for the hon. member’s information
he would refer them te the report made
by Dr. Cwapston upon the prevalence
in the State of the diseases included in
the schedule of the Bill, diseases peculiar
to the calling of the miner. The doctor
had stated that the disease had been
prevalent in the State for & number of
years and had ecaunsed great mortality
amongst the miners on the goldfields.
In the majority of cases the disease
had originated in the mines of Western
Australia, owing to the peculiar con.
ditions under which the miner worked.
That was one reason why there was a
necessity to deal with this particular
complaint. Originally the Bill was in.
troduced because of the number of
accidents in dangerous occupations. The
provisions had been extended in most
parts of the British Empire to cover all
dangerous callings, and in England it
had been extended to include diseases,
owing to the number of the population
there who suffered in conscquence of
their employment. [t was regarded in
England as sound reasoning that the
industry should pay for its killed and
wounded, not that the worker or em-
ployer should suffer, but that the industry
should pay for the result of its operations
upon those engaged in it.

Mr. Walker: Upon its own victims.

Mr. HUDSON : That was the proper
way to express it. 1t was necessary
that diseases should be included in the
definition clause. The anxiety shown
by the member for West Perth was not
on hehalf of those who suffered from
the disease. but in order to prevent the
employer ifrom having to pay for the
results of the disease. The hon. member
went beyond the definition clause and
dealt at some considerable length with
& subsequent clanse which was purely
machinery. The principle in the de-
finition clause was whether or not
disease should be included as an injury,
and that was not affected by the mach-
inery clause as to what the employer
should pay or what evidence should be
given of complaints. The gquestion was
whether or not the industry of mining
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should pay for those injured in thn
performance of their occupations.

The Minister for Mines: You make
the individual pay, not the industry.

Mr. HUDSON : It was the industry
that in every instance was called upon
to pay.

Mr. Draper: It is the individual man
in the induostry.

Mr. HUDSOXN : It was the machinery
clause that affected the member for
West Perth. That member was solici.
tous for the employer, but had not
suggested any remedy or improvement
in the wmeasure. He had made no
attempt to bring forward an amendment
$0 as to put the Bill into what he might
consider a better shape. All he did way
t0 condemn the whole business because
there was not sufficient protection for
the employer. We were told that it was
unnecessary to inclede a definition that
might be wise in England, because the
conditions were so different out here.
The conditions in regard to moiners’
complaint were such as to warrant us
including the provision in the Bill, even
if there had never been such a section in
the English Act as that relsting to
disease. So strongly was the efficacy
of the Act realised in England that
every year the number of diseases
ecoming within its scope had been in-
creased. It was left to the Secretary
of State to say by proclamation what
diseases should be declared, and the
English (lovernment had thought the
Aet so wise and the provisions of such
advansage to the general community that
they had added eighteen diseases by
proclamation during the year 1907, the
year after the publication of the Act.
When dealing with insurance the member
for West Perth had referred to the
working of the Act in New Zealand.
He omitted to state, however, that the
conditions here were very different from
those in the Dominion. He might have
said that the climatic conditions were
very different, and that the working of the
mines was very very different there,
but he had not done s0. It was clear
that there was s far greater necessity
here to make provision for this disease
then in New Zealand. In his report
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Dr. Cumpston made comparisons between
this and other States to show that
Western Australia in this respect was
worse than most other places.

The Premier: Dr. Cumpston cannot
have compared with the Eastern States
considering he has just gone over there
to make inquiries.

Mr. HUDSON : The fact that he had
gone showed how sericus the meatter
was here. The climate in New Zealand
was very different from what it was
on our goldfields. Dr. Cumpston had
made certain comparisons and had
provided comparative tables which had
been obtained, not irom parsonal obser-
vation, but from information he had
obtained from elsewhere. The point
made before the Committee in regard
to insurance was that if diseaze were
included there would possibly be an
increase in the rates of insurance. Nat-
urally there would be an increase in
accordance with the increase of re-
sponsibility. There had been nothing
definite as to what the increase might
be, although one mine manager had
said it might mean an increase of fifty
per cent. [t had always been said
that the Bill would ruin private enter-
prise and the induséry, but that was
absurd, Those who were opposed to
the Bill stated that if the provision
were to go tlwough the State should
do the insuring. With regard to the
definition of worker that was almost
word for word with the provisions of the
English Act, and with the clause of the
Bill now before the SBouth Australien legis-
lature. This Act was passed in England
in 1906, and no attempt had been made
to amend it. It appeared to be working
satisfactorily, and the insurances seemed
to be undertaken in England. With
regard to the 28 diseases, and all the
different employments, it was really
& question of insurance. Were the
danger slight, and the risk minimised,
the premiums would be small, so that
there was no hardship in occupations
where there was little danger of accident.
This provision worked out well in Eng-
land, and we would be guided by the
decisions there. Thevefore the law ought
to be acceptable in this State. It was

conceded on all hands by those who had
dealt with Workers' Compensation Acéks
that it was a wise provision to have
the definition of ** worker ™ in the form
in which it was presented in the Bill so
as t0 extend it to other occupation-.

Mr. BATH: The member for West
Porth had quoted extensively from the
report of the select committee, but if
memberz examined the report carefully
and read it through, they would find
the report might be used with much
better advantage as & means of examin-
ation into the evils of the present insur-
ance system, or rather the evils that
arise in private insurance. The member
for West erth, as chairman of the select
committee, had collected overpowering
evidence to show that under existing
conditions the system of private control
of insurance was an absolute evil, znd
that some drastic remedy was necessary.
As to workers' compensation, extracts
quoted had as little to do with that as
*“ the flowers that bloom in the spring.’
The member had attempted to convince
the Committee that the representatives
of the insurance companies who gave
evidence would be natwrally more de-
sirous of extending the scope of insurance.
That was absurd. hecause by the oper-
ation of the * ring” they could secure
the minimum rate, and it was to their
interests to keep the number and variety
of mishaps as low as possible. Tf the
rates were apportioned to the risks
involved, we might understand the
argument of the member that the
insurance representatives were interested
in extending the risks under the Workers’
Compensation Act.

» Hon, A. Male (Honorary Minister):
What about the extra volume of business ?

Mr. BATH: Tf insurance companies
could get the same rates with s lesser
volume of business, they did not want it.
It did not rnatter if the risks were reduced,
they demanded the same rates. The
member had conveniently blinded him-
self to the guestion of the necessity for
compensation. What was the real posi-
tion ? The miners or workers in all
employments were compelled to undergo
unnecessary risks simply because of
the prevailing opinion amongst employers
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that they had the right under the old
laigsez faire idea to maim, and very
often to Kill employees in their industries
without being under the necessity of
taking into consideration the payment of
compensation : that it was part of the
systern that they should have the right
to work people in such a way that they
had to meet accidents and he killed
without any liability on the part of
the employer. That idea had been
destroyed, or met to & certain extent
by the Workers’ Compensation Act as
it existed now ; but that Act was so0
limited that employers could still carry
on their industries in such a way that &
very large number of men were subject
to diseases which gradually grew in
intensity until at the age ui from 35 to 45
men became so diseased as to be in-
capacitated from work, and were thrown
on the charity of their friends, or the
State. The employers said it was neces-
sary in the interests of the industry that
they should be able to do this, that the
industry could not be carried on unless
they were permitted to do this. They
said in previous times that the industry
could not be carried on if there was such
a measure as the Workers' Compensation
Act at all. But, having been defeated
on that, when it was a cquestion of
extending the Act they repested the old
argament and said. ** We are not re-
sponsible and it is wrong to propose in
any Bill to make us responsible.” That
seemed to be the idea solely regarded in
the report of the select committee.
There were others beside employers
to be considered. There were those
who had the responsibility of the people
as & whole. Tt was amusing to him
that there were professional men, men
of edueation, who regarded it as necessary
to make themselves intellectual pros-
titutes to moneyed interests. We should
remember that the employer was one,
and the workers might he 100 or 1.000.
No community that called itself civilised
could turn hundreds or thousands of men
on to the charity of their Iriends, or
the Government, and this Bill was brought
forward to prevent that.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: The
hon. member used arguments to appeal
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to the passions of the people. It was
shown that the clause before the Com
mittee was unworkable. It was not
quite fair to say that the opposition
to the measure was simply because of
the increase in the insurance. That
was not the reason of the opposition
at all. The Bill was considered to be
unworkable. There was & safeguard
ocmitted from this Bill, that any disease
should be proclaimed, and that the
schedule of diseases would have to be
passed by both Houses of Parliament
first. The hon. member had pointed
out that an industry should be made to
pay compensation, but, wonld the in-
dustry have to pay ! The GGovernment
should have power to proclaim diseases
for which compensation would have to
be paid ; otherwise the whole respon-
sibility was on the employer to prove
that the persen contracted the disease
while in his employ. It was for the
employer to prove that the person did not
contract the disease while in his employ-
ment. If an employer could prove that
the disense was contracted elsewhere, he
could make that other person pay the
compensation. But. take a disease like
fibrosis, which was of very slow growth.

"It would be impossible to prove where

the disease was contracted. It had
been proved in New Zenland where the
employers demanded a certificate showing
that & workman was free from disease,
that the workmen refused to be examined
before being employed. If we passed
this Bill it would be found that the
employer would insist on a certificate
that & man was free from fibrosis before
employing him.

Mr. Bath: We will give you power
to deal with fibrosis, and we will give
you power to prevent if it you will take it.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: If
the miners would agree to a small amend-
ment to the Mines Regulation Act we
could prevent any person suffering from
tuberculosis working in or about a
mine, and tuberculosis was more danger-
ous than anything else.

Mr. Angwin : It does not kill so many.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: We
tearned from Dr. Cumpston’s report that
inhaling dust particles shortened a man’s
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life by 3% years. It would bhe agreed
that some aetion should be taken.

Mr. Scadden: That is about as far
as you get.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: How
could it he done? The Government
wanted to do it in the proper way.

Mr. Scaddan: You should do it.
What are you there for ?

The MINISTER FOR MINES: The
bakery trade was equally dangerous for
contracting fibrosis. One of the worst
places for contracting fibrosis was in
connection with some scwerage works
in Sydney.

Mr. Heitmann :
disease.

The MINISTER FOR MINES : Those
engaged in that work contracted it to
& very alarming extent. But the question
was not the prevention of fibrosis ; the
question was how we conld best provide
an insurance for those people who con-
tracted the disease. .

Mr. Hudson: This is one method of
prevention.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: It
was not prevention. The experience of
New Zealand ought to be sufficient for
hon. members.  Without one word in the
House of Representatives in the Dominion
of New Zesland the first, second, and
third readings of a Bill repealing pneu-
monoconiosis from the Workers' Com-
pensation Act were passed, showing
there was danger a measure could prove
unworkable. If this provision passed
Parliament the employers would demand
& clean bill of health from every person
coming for employment.

Mr. Scaddan : That will draw attention
to the prevalence of the disease and that
is what you ere frightened of.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: No,
Dr. Cumpston was meking a preliminary
Jinguiry inte the prevalence of the
disease and had gone to the Eastern
States to get further information as to
the conditions prevailing there and as
to what the Governments in the Eastern
States proposed to do in regerd to it.
Again, the Government Analyst for the
past nine months had made a special
and exhaustive examination into the
fumes resulting from ' the explosion of

The rock-chopper's
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dynamite and gelignite and was working
in this direction in conjunction with
the Transvaal Government. His in-
structions were to find out what caused
the fumes and slso to see if it was possible
to insist on some other'method of manu-
facture to prevent them. The (lovern-
ment were desirous of doing what they
could properly do. J{ the Bill were
passed in its present form it would do an
injury to the mining industry. The
proper principle to adopt was to try to
bring forward some method by which all
persons disabled by accident or sickness

could be insured, and we need not
necessarily confine ourselves to the
mining industry. Mr. Hamilton, the

president of the Chamber of Mines. had no
objection to the amount of insurance
being increased, or to a Bill that would
give far greater security to employees
generally, if it were the means of the
whole industry paying the cost. TIn this
Bill, however, the responsibility was
placed direct upon the employer. If s
man [eft his employment where he was
insured and went to another employver
and was found to be suffering from
fibrosis, the responsibility would be on
the previous employer, but that previous
employer would not have the man in-
sured.

Mr. Hoiman: The man would be
insured at the time of contracting the
disease.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: The
policy would have lapsed and the in.
surance company would have nothing
to do with the man, This Bill was
opposed to the interests of small em.
ployers. and if this definition formed part
of the measure it would do a serious
injury to the mining industry.

Mr. HEITMANN : It came with bad
grace from the Minister to charge the
member for Brown Hill with appealing
to the passions of members. There was
nothing more worthy of an appeal to
the passions than this definition. 1o
times past the Minister for Mines had
accused him (Mr. Heitmann) of playing
to the gsllery and appealing to the
passions of men when recognition was
sought for this disease, but if a stronger
appeal was made to the humanity of
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members a little more humane treatment
might be obtained by the men who
were suffering in this way. Members
seemed t0 be turning from the real point
of issue to the consideration of the
insurance companies and the employers.
The first object of this kind of legislation
was to protect the workers in dangerous
places, but it was cesired to extend the
scope of this, and though it might be
difficult to bring in a workable measure
and to locate the responsibility, all the
same week after week hundreds of work-
ers were becoming disabled, and the
question to members of the Chamber
wag what were we going to do for them.

Mr. Harper : Put them on the land.

My. HEITMANN : The hon. member
who interjected was the gentleman who.
after making his fortune in mining,
fouled his nest. It would be only too
plessing to have the miners put on the
land. The mines might well be closed.
—+the injurious mines—if it was possible
to place the workers in better occupations.
But the question was how to locate the
responsibility. The difficulty could be
got over in regard to previous employers
if the Government were sincere and
were prepared to go further, so that if a
man worked on the Fingall at one time
and on the Hainault at another time
both companies would be paying a

premium into the one company, that -

would be the State. They would have
their responsibility all the same, but it
would be spread over the whole. Em.-
ployers had no great concern as to
whether & man was healthy or not, so
long as they got a day’s work out of him.
They paid their premiums whether a
man was healthy or not. If we had the
one system of insurance dealing with the
whole of the mines in the State there
would be no difficulty in applying the
provisions of the Bill. The fact that it
had been tried in New Zealand and
found unworkable was really no argument
against its application here. If the
Government were prepsred to bring in a
full scheme dealing with the question,
including the examination of miners,
the miners of Western Australia would be
only too willing to accept it. In the
Fingall mine recently there was not one

LESETTY
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refusal on the part of the miners to
submit themselves to an examination by
Dr. Campston. In fact they were valy
too glad to be examined by him. In
Day Dawn at the present time, so strongly
had the position heen brought home to
the miners that they were seeking
medical advice. Tn order to preserve
the health of the community we should be
prepared to ask the iners to subrmit
themselves to & medical ocxamination,
and it way due to the Govermment, seeing
that they were opposed to the Bill, to
make some declaration as to what they
intended to do with regard to the question
of miners’ disease. It would be useless
to introduce a medical examination
unless we were prepared to say what we
should do with the miners if they were
prevented from going underground. ¢
should not be forgotten that many of them
had responsibilities and they would
prefer to continue to work even though
they knew that thevy were working
rapidly towards their death. The posi-
tion was not how we were going to deal
with the insurance companies or with
the employers; it was that we found
hundreds suffering from a complaint
which was preventable and what we
were going to do with these men. Were
we going to give them succour through
insurance, or were the Uovernment going
to bring in & State insurance scheme and
see that the life of every miner was
insured ? If the Government were pre-
pered to do that there would be no need
to ask twice for authority to bring in
such a measure.

Mr. FOULRKES: Both sidex of the
House should insist upon doing a fair
thing to the men who ran risks in thoe
occupations they were engaged in. It
seemed an extraordinary thing, but snme
labour members seemed to think that
the whole solution of the difficulty was
the guestion of paying hard cash to the
men who were incapacitated. JMembers
seemed to think that that settled the
whole matter. If it were found tha: a
disease was commenecing to attack a work-
ing community Parliament and the people
ought to decide what steps to take.
1t was no use saying to the men ** go on
working underground. you will he guvite
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happy ; you will get compensation, or,
your widows will be looked after.” The
point that had to be considered was that
as soon as a doctor found out that the
digease had commenced to abtteck a man
that man shonld hnmediately be pre-
vented from working, and when ste)s were
taken to prevent that man from working
he should be provided with some cash
so that he might commence elsewhere,
With regerd to tuberculosis a man might
work underground and spread the disease
asmongst Lis fellow workmen.

Hen., A, Male: Oh no!

Mr. FOULKES: As soon as a man
working underground was found to be
suffering from tuberculosis he should
not be allowed to continue working with
other penple.  What was it proposed to
do witl: all these people who were pre-
vented from carrying on their avocation ?
It was no argunment to say everything
would he all right and that they should
go on working. The member for Cue
stated that in his district certain miners
were. prepared to undergo examination.
He was the only labour member who had
made such a statement and it was to be
hoped that others who would address
themselves to the guestion would have
a similar statement to make. What
struck one was that in New Zealand
& Jarge body of men had distinctly
refused to undergv medical examination.
It should be realised that it was for their
own benefit that they were asked to
submit themselves to such an examin-
ation. It was better for & man to know
whether or not a disesse was beginning
to make its appearance, and if all mining
hodies in the State undertook to address
themselves to this question and endeav-
oured to induce the men to submit
themselves to examination, the results
would be far more sati~factory, and there
would then be no reason why the industry
should not ecompensate the sufferers as
soon as the disease presented itself. It
was too late to pay compensation when
& man was incapacitated.

Sitting suspended from 6°15 to P
WMy, Taylor ool the ('hair.)

Mr. FOULKES: No doubt a difficulty
would arise in recavering compensation,
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owing to the faet that some of the em-
ployers would not have sofficient funds to
pay the amount of compensation awarded
by the Court. There would be the further
diffieulty employees would bave in deter-
mining definitely which employer was
liable to pay the compensation. This might
easily resnlt in an ill-advised action
against the wrong employer, the end of
whieh would be the muleting of the em-
ployee in heavy costs.

Mr. Hodson: He gets his compensation
from his employer For the time beiny,
and that employer recovers from the pre-
vious employer.

Mr, FOULKES: The unfortunate em-
rloyee would then find it necessary 1o take
action against another employer.

Mr. Hudson: No.

Mvr. Collier: He would recover against
the employer in whose employ he was
when he contracted the disease.

Mr. FOULKFRS: Having failed in the
one action the employee might be suceess-
ful 11 recovering compensation from the
second employer, but from that compensa-
tion would be dedneted the cosis of the
first action. There was nothing in the
Bill to ensure that the compensation wonld
he paid. Not all employvers had the means
to pay eompensation.

Mr, Hudson: That is not an arguinent
against the proposal.

Mr. Collier: In that respeet the Bill
is precisely the same as the existing Aect.

Mr. FOULKES: The Bill did not meet
the difficulty at all. inasmuch as there was
no guarantee that the compensation would
be fortheoming. Under a system of State
insurance the State would not sit down
and allow mine owners to employ men
who were not in a fit state of health to be
employed. It would be found necessary
to prevent men suffering from tuberen-
losis and fibrosis earrying on mining work
after contracting those diseases. It was
to be hoped the Minister for Mines would
realise the necessity for Parliament to
take steps to compel mine owners o see
that their employees worked under healthy
conditions. Dr. Cumpston had declared
that without dust in a mine there would
be no fibrosis. Ii was not ereditable to
Parliament that the mining industry
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should be carried on vear after year under
eonditions the effert of which was to
decimate the ranks of the miners by the
ravages of disease, without Parliament
doing anything to put a stop to that state
of affairs, To say that a man shonld re-
ceive compensafion when he was in-
eapacitated was to put the eart before the
horse. It was elear that the Bill would
not meet  the  diffieulty. e hoped
steps would be taken to enforee an im-
provement of the conditions under which
the miners worked.

Mr. WALKER: It was interesting to
hear the member for Claremont deelariug
the necessity for improving the sonditinns
under which the miners worked. When
the Mines Regulation Bill was hefore the
Coummittee, memhers of the Opposition
had aimed at the very points the memher
for Claremont was endenvonring to make
to-night in providing hea!thy eound'tions
for the workers; hnt on that oceasion the
member for (lareraont had voted with ihe
Minister for Mines avainst thosr trying
to secure improved conditions, There
could be no earunestness in the objeclions
raised by an hon. member who had hased
an argument on the elaim that there was
no guarantee in the Bill that emplovers
wonld be able to pay the eompensation.
Were we to stop all trading relations be-
cause the men we fraded with might pos-
sihly hecome bankrupt? The same aron-
ment eould be addueed against the Em-
plovers’ Tiabllity Aet. and against the
Workers” Compensation \ets already law
in practically every part of the British
Toipire, Like the Minister for Mines,
the hon. member had pretended to he
anxious to protect the worker against Lhe
danger that wounld arise if workers had
to underge a medieal examination. In-
ferentially the member for West Perth
had nsed the same argument. name'y, that
once a miner had contracted the disense
work would be refused him if the fact
became kmown. It bad bheen alleged that
in New Zealand the miners were afraid 1»
be examined because they feared that as
a rvesult of that examination they would
not get employment in the mines, where
the disease was likely to be intensified and
accelerated. Recourse to sneh an arpu-
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ment was a striking ecommentary on the
powerlessness of the Government and
their lack of humanity. If we had a
system of State insurance insaring all en-
gaged in the employment it would matter
little where the vietim first got the germs
of the disease; for, the disease having
been eontracted in the eraplovment, the
employment would compensate for the
disease. Sworelv we were not going to
admit our impotence to deal with a faet
so transparent as was made evident hy
the report of Dr. Cumpston, who clearly
showed that the disease known as miners’
complaint was the result of mining under
unhealthy eonditions and that to work in
cevtain of the West Australian mines vas
to eontract that disease., It was a disease
eansed by that kind of work in that kind
of mine, and the Minister for Mines had
said we must be helpless in that ease, we
must not seek o give that man any sort
of ceompensation, we must not consicer
it as an injury arising from that work,
we must allow the emplovers o escape
with impunity. The argument was ah-
surd. The Minister for Mines admitfed
that the disease the Bill dealt with was
the result of working in the mines. D
Cumpston deeclared to the world thaf the
disease could be prevented if the mines
reculations were sneh as to ensure gond
ventilation, the absence of dust and gome-
thing like an evenness of temperature;
vet the Minister was opposing the passiny
of a Bill that would give compensation
to those who had got the disease frrom
working under such conditions. The nre
sent Minister for Mines had cceupied the
position for vears and had taken no stens
to prevent the disease:; but, when a Bill
came in to give compensation to the vie-
tims, he said the existing evil must he
allowed to grow, men mnst be allowed to
die here and be sent abroad to die. One
could not eompute the deaths from the
disease, as seores of men had left rhe field=
to go elsewhere to perish, but their death
sentence was passed in onr gold wmine-.
It was scandalous that the Bill should be
opposed by one having charge of the de-
partment, one wha had administered Lhe
regulations for years,  Because of the

prevalence of the disease. hecauze em-
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ployers would be so heartless as not to
give work where there was the slightest
saspicion of this disease existing, it was
areued hv the Minister that the state of
affairs should be allowed to continne, that
more deaths should ocenr. The disease
had become almost nniversal on the fields,
and yet we must ont make an effort 1o
remedy it. It was feared there would be
a revolt of workers apainst examination.
That mizht be so while the mines were
managed as they now were, while we had
these impure conditions prevailing. he-
cause men having wives and children de-
pending on them, even when they knew
death was knocking at their chests, dared
not eease work, though they knew death
was hastening every hour they worked
under such eonditions. Tt was a com-
mentary on the callousness of the Mines
Department and the Minister. He eould
only eonceive opposition to the measure
and (o the inelusion of this elanse to he
either in the interests of the insurance
companies, who wished to escape from
risk, or of the biz mining eompanies.
Were we to be impotent in the presence
of these personages whoe had ne other
hasis of morality than pounds shillings
and pence?  Surely humanity was a
ureater consideration. If the companies
would not take the visk, if the Bill be-
came law. then it would be the duty of
the Government to step in avith State in-
surance, have eompulsory insuranee, andl
deal with all these dangerous employ-
ments onn an equal hasis,

The Minister for Mines: What will you
do with men now suffering, if examination
is insisted npon.

Mr, WALKER : Tt was the duty of the
Ministry and all menibers to deal with
matiers of that kind. 1f a man broke n
leg or an arm he was taken care of, If
a man were mad he was taken eare of,
and so he shonld he in this ease.

The Minister for Mines: These men can
work.

Mr. WALKER: Yes, aud hasten to the
grave owing io it. Were the Government
incapahble of providing for men injured
ir that manner? The Minister always
crilicised in a earping spirit measnres
brought down to meel a genuine evil that

|ASSEMBLY.] -

existed, Let us deal with the guestion
while there was a chance, make a law fo
deal with it and, if new measures were
requisite in order to give effect {o that
law, it would be the duty of the Govern-
ment to provide them.

Me. MeDOWALL: The member for
Clavemont seemed |u press lve far the
question of the examination of miners.
The Coolgardie Miners' Union, consisting:
of something like three hundred members,
some time ago appointed a sub-committee
in connection with this Bill, Instead of
there being any objection to the examina~
tion of miners this was, in effect. what
they decided, “That medical men he ap-
pointed by the Government to examine
miners and those working underground as
to theix state of health; that the appoint-
ments for this purpose be independent of
all other medical men at present in prac-
tice on the fields, and the certificate of
health issmed be accepted by the parties
coneerned.” This was the decision of a
very bmportant branch of the miners’
union and it did away entirely wiils the
arguments of the member for Claremont
and others that miners would not snbmit
te examination. The Minister had fre-
quently thrown at us the experience in
New Zealand, where there was some
trouble in eonnection with the esxamina-
tion of miners. The resolution of the
Cuoolgardie union proved that a change
was gradually taking place jn the minds
of miners in couneclion witl this import-
ant matter. There should be an effort
made to pass legislation in the interests
of so large a number of the people in the
community. Instead of throwing obstacles
in the way there should be an endeavour
to pass the measure practically as it stood,
and when diffienliies arose to meet them.
There was no difficulty in eonnection with
the Bill that could not be surmounted.
We were told that insurance eompanies
would put up their raies; if they did,
what would it mean? Merely that the
industry would eveninaliy pay the pre-
miums. What did that mean? That the
people at the bottom of the industry, the
workers themselves, wonld have to pay it.
There was nothing serious in grappling
with the difficulties. If the insurance
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companies did not deal fairly with the
people there was nothing to prevent the
provision of Stafe insurance. Surely it
would be easy to devise means to provide
for this eompensation. 1f an examina-
fion deprived a number of men of their
livelihood, some other means of getting
a living for them must be found, and who
was to provide it? We were spending
thousands of pounds in bringing immj-
erants here and we described them as a
valuable asset. Was it not equally im-
portant for us to foster the lives of the
people already here, who were the best
immigrants that could be obtained? It
was more important that we should study
matters of this kind than that we should
strive to bring people here from outside.
Qur first duty was to the people who lived
within the State or within the Common-
wealth. If we found men were incapable
of continuing their employment in conse-
quence of contracling one of the diseases
mentioned, something should be done by
the State to find them other congenial
employment. The employees’ nnion had
decided something to the effeet, that when
a man was deprived of following the voea-
tion of mining by reason of contracting
n disease mentioned in the schedule other
congenial employment be provided for
him by the Governmenf. Tt might seem
to be going a little ahead of the time for
the Government to find employment, bnt
there was nothing unreasonable in the
proposition, A man who was dying of
consumption and whose lungs were
affected and was not in good health, but
was capable of doing good work on the
sarface might easily be employed on the
lands of the State and be a valuable asset
to the State, and it would enre him at the
wame time. He trusted that further con-
sideration would be given to the measnre
helieving if to he in the interests of
homanity and the people who rightly de-
served being proteeted in every possible
wmanner.

Clause put and division taken with the
following resnlt :—

Ayes . . .. 18
Noes . . ..023

Majority against .. b

ISEN
AYES.
Mr. Angwln Mr. O'Loghlen
Mr, Bath Mr. Headdon
Mr. Bollon Mr. Swan
Mr. Collier Mr, Troy
Mr. Qill Mr. Underwood
Mr. Heitrngnn Mr. Walker
Mr. Holwan Mr. Ware
Mr. Hudgon Mr. Gourley
Mr. Johoson (Teller).
Mr. McDowall
Nozs.
Mr. Brown } Mr Jacoby
Mr. Butcher Mr, Male
Mr, Carson Mr.. Mitchell
Mr. Cowcher Mr. Monger
Mr. Daglish « Mr. 8. F. Moore
Mr. Davles | Mr. Morphy
Mr. Draper ; Mr. Nanson
Mr. Foulkes , Mr. O=born
Mr. George | Mr. Plesse
Mr. (Hordon i Mr F, Wilscn
Mr. Gregory } BMr. Layman
Mr, Harper (Teller).

Clause thus negatived.

Clause 3—Liability of employers to
pay compensation :

Mr. HTU'DSON: In econsequence of the
division just taken it would be necessary
to eonsider fuvther amendments to the
Bill,

Progress reported.

BILI—LICENSING
In Committee.

Resumed from the previous day: Mr.
Taylor in the Chair, the Attorney General
in eharge of the Bill.

Clanse 110—Licensed premises not to
be opened before ur after certain hours:

[An amendment had been proposed by
Mr. Keenan that all the words after “pre-
mises,” in line five, be struek out, and the
following inserted in lien:—"At any time
other than the hours fixed for sale of such
lignor by the licensing bench for the
distriet. and as set out in the license
grauted to the licensee.  Provided that
such hours on any day exeept Sunday
shall be continuous, and shall not exceed
seventeen howrs in any twenty-four hours.
Penalty for the first offence, fifty pounds:
and for any subsequent offence. one hun-
dred pounds.”]

Mr. KEENAN: The reasons for the
amendment bhad been given, and antil he
heard avguments against the proposal it
was unnecessary for him to say anything
further.
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The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Al-
though one must admit that the proposal
was not to be condemned on account of
iis novelty, when a proposal was novel
and unknown in licensing legislation in
other eountries, the effeet required to be
closely serutinised. The general conten-
tion of the Bill in the eyes of most peo-
ple was that it should be a measure to
assist in the promotion of temperance.
Should the amendment he earried the
Bill would, in that particular. rather as-
sist in the promotion of intemperance, If
statistical information conld be obtained
as tu the amount of drinking done in pub-
lie houses during the hours those houses
v7ere open, it would he found that by far
the greater proportion was done in ‘the
avening homrs when men were free from
work and engaged in social intercourse.
1f the amendment were carried we would
have in the different distriets throughont
the State, not one hour for elosing hotels,
but hotels closing at one hour in one dis-
triet and at another hour in a distriet per-
haps immediately adjeining, so we would
not be sure of any actnal uniformity of
hours as everything wounld depend upon
the will of ihe licensing beneh of fthe
licensing distriet. The member for Kal-
poorlie would recollect that when he was
Aftorney Geneval the Chief Justice ad-
dressed a letter to him pointing out how,
in the Chief Justiee’s opinion, serions
crimes had been caused owing to the late
hour to which public houses were allowed
to remain open at Kalgoorlie and Boulder,
and how in two instances serious erimes
which resulted in loss of life were at-
tributed to the fact.

Mr. Angwin: Is that the reason why
you increased the time in the Bill?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Cer-
tainly not. Tn this matter we had to
walk the path of compromise, He wonld
like to see public houses closed at 10
o’clock ; but in endeavouring to pilot
a measure of this kind through the diffi-
culties with which it would have to con-
tend, he had to consider not only the
temperance feeling, but the feeling of
people who were certainly not enthusi-
astic advocates of temperance; and so
he endeavoured to sfrke to some extent
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the. happy medinm, He was anxious to
get the Bill through, and recognised that
legislation of ihis kind conld not be a
success if it ran to extremes in one direc-
fion or the other, On meore than one oe-
casioin in Committee he found himself
opposintg the temperance party, and at
other times opposing those who more
partienlarly advocated the claims of
those persons who coald not be re-
garded as the advoeates of temper-
ance. He stovd in  an  impartial
position in regard to the Bill. The amend-
ment moved by the member for Kalgoor-
lie was a retrogprade step which would
allow public houses to remain open until
thé small hours of the morning, and which
would prohably lead to an increase in
erime, and would eertainly necessitate
a considerable enlargement of the police
force.

Mr. Seaddan, The same argument will
logically apply to the extra half-hour,

The ATTORNEY GENERAL : Tf
everything was avgued to its logical issue
it generally ended in hringing (hings {o
an absurd conelusion. The whole art
of politics and successful legislation was
eompromise, and one's ideas of logic must
be tempered by eommon sense. [n a per-
fect state of society it might be advisable
to have public honses elosing at sundown,
but we were not in a perfect state of
society, and human nature was not quite
as perfeet as the member for Ivanhoe
would wish it to be, so that we must adapt
ourselves to the existing conditions. The
main argument of the member for Kal-
goorlie was that a larce number of em-
ployees in the mines at Kalgoorlie left
their work after midnight, and that in-
stead of going to their homes to obfain
refreshment, they should be permitted to
go to the punblic house and have a re-
fresher, Could it be arguned this was a
desirable state of affairs? After work-
ing a long shift was it desirable to sit in
a publie house longer than might be good
for one? Tt eould scarcely be in the best
interests of the wage earmers that an in-
ducement should be offered to them to go
to the public houses in the small hours of
the morning or about midnight and he-
gin drinking, If there were anv merit in
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the .argument of the member for Kal-
goorlie, at least one public honse might
be allowed to remain open in Perth for
the speeial benefit of the compositors of
the morning newspaper. In that portion
of London, in ¥Fleet-sireei, where the
newspapers mostly congregated, places
existed for the special benefit of the news-
paper workers, and remain open the
whole of the nighi, but no one bad ever
suggested in England—where the beer in-
dustry was entrenched in a way we had
no conception of in Australia—that the
public houses shonld be kept open the
whole of the night in ordetr to cater for
the very large number of workers wiiose
avoeations compelled them to work late at
night or in the small hours of ibe mornp-
ing. In London tram ecars ran all
throught the night for the benefit of
workers, and restanrant and coffe shops
kept open; but no reformer, not even a
publican, had snggested that public houses
should be open at these hours for the
henefit of workers. That was a kind of
sogial reform that was reserved for the
member for Kalgoorlie. One could not
with any sincerity eongratulate the hon.
member upoen it.

Mr. ANGWIN: The aniendment pro-
posed that the licensing eourt should have
power to deal with each license separ-

ately, so there was a possibility of one’

house keeping open during the day, and
another during the night, rendering the
sale of liquor possible 4hrongh the whole
24 hours. There was, however, one point
in the amendment strongly in its favour.
With the system of eleciive licensing
courts there was a possibility of the peo-
ple of a distriet electing members to the
licensing eourt in favour of elosing hotels
at a certain hour. The distmets would
probably be separated so that if one
distriet favoured closing at an early
hour and another district favoured
clesing at a late hoor, it would not
have the effeet to the large degree
_the Atftorney General made out. Ap-
parently the present Attorney General
took very little notice of the letter from
the Chief Justice, becanse the closing
hour in the Bill was extended. If the
Minister wanted to aveid erimes being
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cumnmitted, there was no reason why the
closing hour should nel be fixed at 8
o’clock instead of 11.30. The amendment
should be made to read that the decision
of the licensing eourt should not apply
to separate licenses, but to the district as
a whole. This would give power to the
electors in a distriet to say through the
election of the licensing bench whether
the closing hour should be made earlier
or not.

Mr. KEENAN: The Attorney General
opposed the amendment on bwo lines,
firstly that it was novel, and therefore
did not appeal to him, and secondly be-
cause it was not in foree in other eoun-
tries; and from these two premises the
hon. member drew many conclusions. Buat
because something was novel it did not
mean it was to be rejected. In faet it
was something that recommended it.
Were we ever to tread the beaten path
and simply because somelhing was done
before persisi in doing it now?  The
precedent of other countries was of no
use when applied to a young Stale such
as owrs with a population so widely
seattered. Legislators must learn (hat
the conditions of the State varied to sneh
an extent that il was almost impossible
te frame leyislation that wounld not in
some portions of the State be not only
irksome hut unjust. If there was a de-
sirable element that should be introduced
into the legislation, it should be to make
it capable of fibing the various wants of
this great and wide State. Apparently
what would appeal most to the Attorney
General was the hard and fast rule thal
wonld suit possibly the eonditions which
he was better aequainted with. What he
did not really coneern bimself about, how-
ever, was whether it would or would not
suii the requirements of more ount-stand-
ing parts. Tt was said that this amend-
men would assist intemperance. As long
as a man did not drink to excess after his
work had finished that man should not be
deprived of the right of drinking. With
regard to the observation of the Chief
Justice that certain forms of erime were
fostered and encouraged by publie-houses
remaining open as late as 11.30 at night,
it was more likely that erime was asso-
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viated with the dark hours of the night
after the public-houses were closed. The
cure was not to deprive the general publie
of the eonveniences that they were en-
fitled to, but to see that the eriminals
were removed from onr streets and to
educate people to abstain from crime.
The Attorney General should be con-
evatulated on occupying a middle seat
hetween advoeates of temperanee and ad-
vocates of the liquor f{raffie. Tle (Mr.
TWeenan) was not concerned with either
party. 1f he did hope to represent any-
thing it was rveforms for the general pub-
lie, which were forgoiten in the turmoil.
and it was about lime that the wanis of
the peneral public were voiced in the
Ilouse. An instance might be given of
the district with which he was hest ae-
quainted on the goldfields. A thousand
men might eome off dnfy at night under
conditions that wmight be conduneive to
drinking and those men wonld insist upon
setting a drink and no law could prevent
them from getting it.  That kind of
thing should be controlled. The member
for East Fremantle had sngrested the
necessity for an amendment but it was
not necessary that all houses in a distrier
should be licensed to remain open at cer-
fain hours. Tt might well be that the ve-
quoirements of the public would not de-
mand that. Again he was thinking of
the distriet that he was besi acquainted
with, and there only a portion of that
district wonld meet the requirements of
the working publie, There seenied to he
an assumoption, too, that the Yleensing
hench to be eleeted wonld consist of in-
dividuals who would be hostile both to
publie morality and to public interests.
That seemed to be the assumption of the
Attorney General. But what reason was
there for it? More than 30 pexr cent. of
the public were absolutely temperate and
the great mass did not belong to the tem-
perance body or to the drinking body.
The bench to be elecied would therefore
represent temperate men and women and
such a bench would not adopt an attitude
hostile to public morality or publie in-
terests. .

Mr. BATH: The amendment moved
by the Attorney General at first sight ap-
peared 1o be an ingenious attempt to get
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over what was undoubtedly an awkward
problem. At first sight it ought to com-
mend itself o members of the executive
because it would mean {ransferring the
responsibility with rvegard to the admin-
istration of the present lieensing law as
far ns the howms of closing were con-
eerned from the shoulders of 1he anthori-
lies to the lieensing court and through
the licensing court to the respective ele-
ments which made up the liguor inferests
on the one hand and the temperance re-
formers on the other, Tt was premature
on the parl of the member for Kalgoor-
Tie and others who looked at it from the
same point of view to argue that the
present law could uot he admintstered
and to arzue that because it was broken
that was proof that the anthorities
eould not administer it. Before the Com-
mittee adopled & final proposal and made
vital aiterations in the law with respect
to the hours of elosing we should first see
whether the present law could not be
administered. There had been too much
tinkering and winking owing o the in-
fluence of the powerful vested interests
whichi controlled the liyuor trade. If a
proper attempt were made by the aulhori-
ties to administer the licensing law there
would he no diffieulty eneountered. Therve
was no agitation amongst the public in
favour of extending the howrs of closing
shops; there was ne agifation that they
should be allowed to vemain open until
11 oelock or 1 o'elock in the worning.
The people had shown by their aequies-
cence that they readilv approved of the
closing of shops at the hour of 6 in the
evening, for half a day on one day of the

week and all day on Swnday. He had
always failed to understand why we

should be asked to pass speeial legislation
in regard to licensed victnallers, which
we were not prepared to give to otler
sections of the trading ecommunity. He
would oppose the motion. If a courage-
ous attempt made to administer the pre-
sent law were to prove abortive then we
could consider other means of reaching
the desired thing .

Mr. HARPER: It wounld ba degrading
on the part of memhers to allow hotels
to be opened after 11.30 p.m,

Mr. Murphy: What about ctubs?
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Mr. HARPER: The same argument
might be used in respeet to the closing
of clubs at 11.30 p.m. The wives of the
miners would strongly objeet to their hus-
bands being induced to go to hotels at un-
earthly hours in the morning. and they
should be supported in that ohjection, -

Mr. COLLIER : Surely the member for
Beverley was labooring under a misappre-
hension when he argued that it was un-
desirable to extend the elosing hour later
into the night than at present obiaiped.
The amendment did not propose any such
thing. It might even be fhat under the
amendment many of the hotels would be
toreed to close as early as 9 o’clock: for
the amendment declared that, through the
heensing hench, the people should decide
at what hour the holels should close. I
the hon. member desired to see the hotels
closing earlier than at present. hie counld
not de better than vote for the amend-
ment. What objections could ihere be to
the prineiple of allowing loeal people to
decide for themselves what time the hotels
in their districts should he elosed.

The Attorney General: This will allow
them to remain open until 3 o'clock in the
morniny,

Mr. Seaddan: But they cannot he upen
more than 17 hours in the 24.

Mr. COLLIER: Whatever the hour of
closing might be, it would he decided by
{he licensing beneh, the direct vepresenta-
tives of the people.

Mr. OSBORX: The amendment was
ong which he eertainly could not support;
indeed, be had not yet arrived at its pre-
cise meaning, HMHe had heen surprised to
hear the member for East Fremantle sup-
porting such an amendment, if, indeed,
that hon. member had been sincere in his
remarks. e (Mr. Oshorn} had pre-
viously understood that the objeet of the
Bill was the control of the liquor traffic.
Now, however, it had heen diseovered that
it was de<irable not to in any way res-
triet the traffie, but rather to give people
increased faeilities for drinking; and,
further. that certain hotels should have
special advantages afforded them by the
licensing benches. The people would have
no voiee in this matter. hecause it woull
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be wholly in the hands of the licensing
benel.

Mr. Collier: According to thai. the
people have no =ay in the lexislation we.
as their representatives, pass.

Mr. OSBORN: The people were not -
having muech say in the framing of this
Bill. T1le hoped the amendment would
not be carried, but that we would endea-
vour to eongrol the liguor traffic, and not
make if easier for workers to hecome in-
toxicated on emerging from the mines in
the early hours of the morning, (learly
the wives nf these miners would he only
too willing to remain up and prepare
coffee or beef lea for their hushands when
they eame from work in the early hours
of the morning, rather than fiave them
go to the hotels. Tt was the elsar duty
of Pavlinment to protect thuse wives from
the evil effects of hotels heing kept open
all night.

Mr. WALKER: The lLon. member
ought to read a work on logie. What
species of reasoning was that which made
drink a good thing np to a certain lour
and, five mmutes later, an evil? TUp to
11 o'cloek the memher for Roebourne was
with the Government, hut immediately
thai hour was reached there was some-
thing wrong in lhaving a glass, Again,
if the hon. member wished (n be consis-
tent he should earry local vption to its
logieal conclusion. Local ontion meant
the option of the loeality. Ti. all matters
of Government we hatl too mueh centrali-
sation, too much dirvection 1rom Perth.
If we were to govern the ecountry aecord-
ing to loeal requirements, we must have
loeal government in this marter as n all
others. The objeet of the Bill was to
give the people of the distriets full and
complete conirol of the linuor trattie. For
that reason he supported the amendment,
because it mave every loeality the right
te manage completely its lighor consnmp-
tion. It did not increase the hours,

Mr. Osborn: Certainly it dnes.

Mr. WALKER: If the hon, memnher
wanted to show his tznoranee he should
za hack among the savages from whence
he eame. It eonld not increase the hours,
becanze the Bill fixed the limit ot 17 honrs
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during the 24, The Minister could not
logieally  oppuse loeal option in this
matter. Another xround on which the
amendment could he sapported was that
it would do away with the hypocrisy at
present exisling,
raid om the chief hotels in the City they
would find drinking taking place after
closing hours, We now allowed the evil,
and added hypoerisy and law-breaking to
. There was always a chance of reform
it the evil was under the eye of the publie,
but as it was at present we had the doors
closed at the tick of the clock and the
lnw apparently respected, while drinking
went on fo the small hours of the morn-
ing behind the c¢lused doors, and certain
hotels were more greatly favoured in
this respeet than others. Was if a crime
to drink o minate after the eloek passed
the closing hour? .

The Attorney General: It is not a
crime in a moral sense; it is simply a bad
habit.

Mr. WALKER: Each district should
be left to look after its own affairs in this
respeet, modifying the hours according
to its partieular habits. It was the ap-
plication of the loeal option prineiple all
cound and in every distriet.

My, OSBORN: The amendment would
allow one hotel to remain open from 6 in
the morning wntil 11.30 at night, and an-
other hotel to remain open all night, so
there was a possibility of hotels n a dis-
triet being open al uight. and people
eould pass from one hounse that was clos-
ing to the other that was privileged to
remain open all night.

Mr. Murphy rose to speak.

Mr. Bolton: The hon. member was not
speaking from his place.

The CHAIRMAN: The hon.
nst speak from his place.

Mr. MURPHY knew no Standing Or-
der which compelled bim to do so, but
wonld ohey the Chair. He supported
the amendment. If we decided publie
houses conld remain open for seventeen
aml a half howrs in the twenty-four we
should allow some form of loeal option to
say what those seventeen aud a half hours
should he in each district. Personally he
had seer Jess drinking in towns where

member

Tf the police made a’
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hotels remnnined open all night than in
places where the closing time was fixed.
Why should those who liad to labour into
tbe small honrs of the morning be not
entitled to get a pint of beer without
hreaking the law? Tf it was not a erime
to drink until 11.30 it was no crime, nor
would it make a man any more a drunk-
ard, to get drink al 12,30 in the morning.
Generally speaking those men who bad a
drink going home in the early hours of
the morning after knoeking off work were
not drunkards. In a large State with a
seajtered population, we shonld decide on
a cerfain number of hours during the 24
in whieh intoxicating liquors eould be
sold, but it would be absurd to say that
those hours should he hetween any par-
tieular hours of the elock, and that they
should apply to the whole State. It might
be well that they shonld close at
11.30 p.n. in Perth and Fremantle, but it
might be wrong that they shocld close at
that time elsewhere. So far as hours
were coucerned. that should be left to
the deeigion of the licensing eourts, seeing
that we ware adopting the principle of
loeal option. If the econrts in Perth and
Fremantle decided that the hotels shonld
close at 9 o’elock at might then why not
ohey. Certainly we would not like it,
hat if the people deeided that, deeided it

theongly their  representatives on  the
courts, we must bow to their will, If we

had loeal option we should let the people
decide what hours the hotels should be
open.

The CHATRMAN: The member for
Fremantle had asked a qunestion with re-
gzard to a member speaking from some
other seat in the Chamber than his own.
His attention might be drawn to Standing
Order 111, which said—

Every member desiring to speak shall
rise in his place uncovered and address
bimself to the Speaker and may, if he
thinks fit, advance then to the Table
for the purpose of continning his ad-
dress.

That was the Standing Order
with the guestion.

Mr. Murphy: On some future oecasion

dealing

" he would ask the Chairman to interpret

the meaning of the words “in his place.”
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The ATTORNEY GENERAL The
amendment was sought for mainly un the
ground that a peecliar  condition of
affairs had arisen in Kalgoorliee.  The
condition of things at that town was the
same, however, as that at any other great
industrinl commupity where wmining or
ironworking  was earried on. In all
places in which hundreds and thousands
of men were employed in European cities
the shift system was adopted, work being
continned for the 24 hours. We were
now asked to give the lieensing conrts a
power given to sueh courts in no eivil-
ised country of the world. Tt was a
novel suggestion. and the member for
Waleoorlie and others had said thal it
should not be thrown out merely for that
reason. It was because it was novel that
it should he subjected to verv elose sern-
tiny, and we should he gnided by the ex-
perience of other eountries. Those mem-
hers who advoeated temperance views
shonld bhe warned that if thev were led
away to vote for an amendment of this
kind they would go perilously near the
hreaking point in regard to the Bill. The
Government had responsibility in this
matter. Although the loeal authorites
might provide that the lintels should be
open at all hours of the night and in the
small hours of the morning. the respon-
sibility for maintaining publie peace, law,
and order in the dishiet rested with the
Govermment. He had no doubt that if
it should happen that in a mining or
in any other indnstrial distriet publie
houses were open until the small hours of
the morning, it was a certainty that police
protection in that distriet would have 1o
be inereased. Where there was a publie
house there must he police protection,
and the more public honses, as a general
rule. the more police required. Tn coun-
tries where there was prohibition. what-
ever might be the general effect of drink-
ing habits. there were fewer erimes of
violence fhan in places where publie
bouses flourished. Tt would be hard to
find a2 member of the judicial hench who
had not stated on mare than one oceasion
that the great proporiion of the erimes
by viclence brought before thern was due
to the abuse of strong liquor. Tt was im-
passihle for any member. no matter how
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greal his puwers of argument mighl bhe,
to blind us and the public fo the Fact that
if power were given to eontinue the open-
ing of public houses to the small hours
of the morning there would be a step
taken not in the direction of greater so-
briety, but a step in precisely the oppo-
site divection. If this amendment were
carried it wounld be possibie for a licens-
ing court in a district where the temper-
ance feeling was almost non-existent, anid
where the lignor interest was exceedingly
strong. to  provide that public houses
should remain open from 10 o'clock in
the morning until 3 o'clock the follow-
ing morning.  Indeed, there might be
one set of hours laid down for one pub-
lic house in a district and another set for
another public house in the same district.
By the amendment a tremendous power
would he given to the courts and he was
not prepared to grant that power. As
he had already said. if members. more
pavtienlarly those who rvepresented tem-
perance aspirations, were prepaved to
give those powers to the board they would
go very far towards wrecking the Bill.
The amendment was the most dangerous
that had been hrought forward duving
the somewhat perilous passage of the
measure.

Amendment put, and a division taken
with the following resnlt:—

Ayes - .. oo 11
Noes .. .. .. 29
Majority against .. 18
AYES.
Mr. Apgwin Mr, Senddan
Ar, Collier My, Swan
Br. Keenan Mr, Walker
Mr. McDownlil ;. Mr. Wore

Me. Murphy AMr. Hudson

Mr. O'Loghlen (Feilesy
- NoOES.

Mr. Bath Mr. Jacobr
‘Mr. Bolton My, Johnson

Mr. Browm Mr. Laynian

Mr. Carron Mr. Male

Mr. Cowcher Mr. Mitchell

Mr., Daglish Mr. Monger

Mr. Davies Mr, 8. F, Moore

Mr, Foulkes Mr. Naunson

Myr. Gill Mr. Osborn

Mr. Jourley Mr. Pierse

Mr. Gregory Mr. Tror

Mr. Hordwick Mr. TTnderwoodt

My, Harper Mr. ¥F. Wilson

My. Heitmopn Mr. Gordon

Mr. Holman [ O ()

Amendment thus negatived.



1194

Myr. FOULKES: [t was his intention
to move an amendment to sirike out cex-
tain words in the clause.

The CHAIRMAN: The wember was
not iy order in moving to strike out words
now. He would be in order in adding
words to the clause, but not in slriking
any out.

Mr, FOULKES: The amendment he
had desived to move was to provide that
the hotels should elose at 10 o’cloek.

The CHATRMAN: That amendment
could not now be put.
Mr., FOULKES

amendment—

moved a further

That the following be added o stand
us ¢ new subcluuse:—-Provided also
that no licensee shall sell to any woman
in aiy house licensed under a publican’s
general or iwayside-house license any
liguor at any time before tem o'clock
in the morning nor after cight o'clock
at night unless she is a bona fide lodger
or inmate of the house so licensed.”

A large section of the eomununify recog-
nised that a great deal of drinking took
place among women, partienlarly in the
large towns. Frequently some of these
unfortunate women were drageed hefove
the police courts and their conviefions
numbered sometimes 70 and 80.  There
were some women who were so addieted
to dvink thar they haunted the public-
houses as soon as they were opened. It
was the duty of the Committee to mini-
mise the temptation.

The Attorney Ceneral: Put those wo-
men on the prohibited list.

Mr. FOULKES: Why did not the At-
torney General instruet the police to see
that that was done?

The .Attorney General: I do not con-
trol the trade. .

Mr. FOULEKES: Then who did con-
trol the trade? To a recent deputation
to the Colonial Seeretary on the subject
of Sunday diinking that Minister de-
clared that he did not eontrol the trade,
and rhat the matter was in the hands of
the licensing bench,

Amendment negatived.

Clause put and passed.

Clange 111—XNo liquor to be sold on
Sundays and ceriain other days:
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My,
ment—
That Subelause 2 be struck oul.

The subclause provided that the sale of
liguor on  Sunday, Good Friday, or
Christmas Day should not be prohibited
so far as bona fide travellers or lodgers

SCADDAYN moved an amend-

were concerned. If the Committee
agreed to the amendment it was his
infention {0 move in the direciion

of providing that the licensing ecourt
might under certain econditions allow
licensed premises to be opened for
the sale of liquor on Sunday during pre-
seribed hours.  This amendment would
be introdneed by him dn his capacity as
a private member. Of course there wounld
be wome opposition to 1t from members
of the Opposition but he hoped to be able
to convinee them that if they were desir-
ous of preventing so mueli drunkenness
and consumption of liquor on Sunday
and also causing people to tell deliberate
falsehoods in mder to obtain liquor on
Sunday, they should support the pro-
posed amendment. At present a similar
amendment was in operation in the old
conntry and in the last Licensing Bill in-
troduced lo the Honse of Commeons on
the 27th Febrnary, 1908, the following
clanse appeared:—

Premises in  whieh intoxieating
liguars are sold by retail shall be closed
during the whole of Sunday except for
oie honr between noon aud three p.m,
and for any two honrs between six and
ten p.m., those honrs to be fixed as re-
specis any licensing district by the
licensing justices of the distriet.

The amendment to be submitted to the
Committee would differ to the extent that
while it wonld permit the licensing bench
in each district to fix the hours during
which hotels might be open with sueh
restrictions as they liked to impose, it
would not make a hard and fast rule that
the hotels shonld be opened. It wonld
alsvo provide that the district bench might
impose sueh restrietions as they thought
necessary, such as that the front door
leading to the bar should not be opened
but that entrance might be gained by a
side door. At the present time. many
people, particularly those who claimed to
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be temperance reformers, were under the
impression that under the Liceusing Aect
hotels were elosed on Sundays to all ex-
cept bona fide travellers, There were
many instances of hotels existing en-
tirely on thetr Sunday operations and it
was doubtful whether they eounld continue
to keep open but for that Sunday trade
during the summer months, especially in
the electorate represented by the member
for Claremont. A hotel-keeper in the
metropolitan distriet had told him (Mr.
Scaddan) that if the eclavse which eom-
pelled a man to travel six miles before
he became a hona fide customer were
passed he would have to close his thotel.
Simply because the temperance reformer
did not go near hotels on Sunday, it was
imagined that everything was all right.
A protest should be entered against the
continnal ntterances of members and the
Treasmyer, made publicly and in the
House, to the effeet that Sunday trading
was rampant on the goldfields, and mak-
ing it appear that it did not exist on the
enast, There couwld be found as much
Sunday trading on the coast as on the
voldiields. Although he {Mr. Seaddan)
had been a teetotaller all his life, he had
never ohjected to going inte a hotel on
Sunday and taking ginger ale with any-
one who wanted a glass of beer, but his
eyes had not been closed to what had been
aoing on. He had gone to hotels pur-
posely on Sunday in order to find out
the extent to which drinking was taking
place. In one of the hotels dhat he went
into there were two men going as hard
as they could all the afternoon to provide
liqguor to all and sundry without inter-
ference on the part of the police. That
too was in the electorate of the member
for Claremont. An objectionable thing
about the bona fide clause was that once
a person became a bona fide traveller
there was no restriction as to what quan-
tity of liquor he could have. If it was
necessary to have a bona fide clanse in
the Aect, it should also be provided that
this person should get a drink and leave
the hotel; otherwise the bona fide clause
was a faree.

Mr. Bath: That is a good plan,

Mr. SCADDAN: 1r was a straight-
forward plan. Whether or not the amend-
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ment were carried he desired that the
bona tide traveller elause should go out
of the Bill. Home of the churches had
said it would be a retrograde step to
allow the hotels to open for certain hours
on Sundays; but in granting this privi-
lege he would require such restrictions to

be placed upon the licensees outside
those howrs that it would not pay
them to break the law. In a mea-

sure his obhject was to give the licensce |
and his employees opportunity to leave
the premises during certain hours of the
Sabbath. Under existing conditions they
were at work all day. There was compe-
tition in the liquor trade as in all other
trades, and if the licensee on one side of
the street kept open on Sunday the man
on the opposite side had to do the same.

Mr. Heitmann: The Railway hotel
does not do that.

My, SCADDAN: All licensecs were nof
in the fortunate position of the licensee
of the Railway Hotel. The amendment
was noi heing moved in the interests of
the trade. If he thought it would bene-
fit the trade he would not go on with it.
He was sinecerely of opinion that if the
hotels were allowed to open during limited
hours on Sundays, and at the same time
the bona fide traveller clause were deleted
from the Bill there wonld be less Sunday
drinking than there was to-day. Ta show
that it was not in the interests of the
trade he would quote the following
opinion issued by the Licensed Victual-
lers’ Association in respect to his amend-
ment as it had appeared on last session's
Notice Paper—

Regarding Mr. Scaddan’s proposed
amendment in this conneetion, that the
matter of Sunday opening shall be de-
pendent on the taking or carrying of a
local aption poll on the ijuestion, the
assoeiation is of opinion that it would
be preferable to have the principle es-
tablished straight out in 1he Bill as
sugeested by Mr. Keenan.

Then it went on to say—

Regarding Mr. Scaddan’s proposed

Clanse 112, the provisions and restrie-

tions which he proposes are altogether

too drastic and suggest that a licenseé
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shonid be treated as though he was a

eriminal and his house a prisen.
1t was not easy to follow the trade in
their opposition to the amendment, It
there was one man in the community who
ought to be able to express an opinion
it was Mr. Police Magistrate Ree. In
reward to this he (Mr, Scaddan) bhad re-
ceived the following from sowe unknown
quarter—

Mr., A. S, Roe, P23, as chairman
of the Livensing beneh and police magi-
strate for the City is in, perhaps, a
Letter position than any other indi-
vidnal to have a complete grasp of the
liquor problem—to eoin a termm—there-
fure, his opinion should be worthy of
consideration.

Mr. Heitmann: He judges from a
court standpoint alone.

AMr. SCADDAN: Mr. Roe’s experience
wurranted him in expressing an opinion.

Mr. Heitmann: He may not have the
capacity to grasp the question.

Mr. SCADDAN: It would he idle to go
into that. The anonymous leaflet econ-
tinwed—

Speaking on the oceasion of a recent

Sunday trading case, Mr. Roe delivered

himself in a manner which showed at

least that in the discharge of the func-
tions of his offiece he is no respecter of
persons. By some persons in the frade
the police magistrate’s remarks anent
his inclination rather to punish the
publican than the mala fide drinker may
be resented, but those very remarks will
serve to prove that his subsequent re-
mark was not an expression of opinion
by a trade partsan. Following on his
denunciation of the publican who ille-
wally serves a customer on Sunday, Mr.

Roe expressed concurrence with the

prineiple of partial opening on the

Sabbath. TFortified with this impartial

opinion held by one compefent to speak

with authority on the snbject, it is to
be hoped that when the Lieensing Bill
finally becomes the law it will contain
somme provision for partial Sunday
opening, and thns do away with the
present bona fide fraveller farce, which
is the detestation of every publican
anxious to eonduct his business in con-
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formity with the law. Despite Mr.
Roe's inferred denunciation of ity
hotelkeepers, we venture the opinion

that publicans are more often imposed
upon under the bona fide racket than in
any other way. At any rate, the trade
would join with Mr. Roe in weleoming
an amendment of the Aet in the diree-
tion of doing away with the necessity
for perjury on the part of honest
drinkers.

Ouly recently he had consulted with mini-
sters of veligion and with hotelkeepers,
and with one exception they had agreed
with the amendment. ITn accepting the
amendment the Committee would be tak-
ing, not a retrograde step but a step in
the interests of the eommunity generally.
When at Guildford he had lived alongside
a hotel, and certain of his friends coming
from Subiaco to see him on the Sunday
were able to get drinks without restrie-
tions while 'be conld not have cne.

Mr. Collier: The journey made them
thirsty.

Mr. SCADDAN: It ought to be not
a question of distance, but rather of the
mode of travelling. Thus a man hump-
ing his swag through the bush for a
conple of miles had a far better elaim to
get a drink than a man who went a rail-
way journey of half a dozen miles. Let
the Committee give this amendment a
trial, and they would find that so long as
the penalties were made severe enough
the licensee would be eontent to confine
himself to the preseiibed hours.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL : The
whole trend of modern temperance legis-
lation was towards limiting the hours
during  which intoxieating  liquors
might be sold. But if the amendment
were carried we would be going back to
an old system diseredited by the majority
of people, and we would be the only State
in Australasia to affirm the system of
Sunday trading, which had been abolished
in Scotland, and which it was proposed
to abolish in Wales.

Mr. Seaddan: They have the bona fide
traveller clauses there still,

The ATTORNEY GENERAL : For

his part he would be prepared to oppose
the abolition of the bona fide traveller
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clause, for it was a recogmition of human
weakness, of the fact that people got
tbirsty on Sundays as on other days, and
that if they went to the trouble of travel-
ling several miles they earned their
drink, In the existing law the distance
to be travelled was three miles, but in the
Bill it was proposed to double the
distance.  Perhaps the day would
come when, in the Jight of higher
education on this question the dis-
tance would be set at 12 miles or
more. To open public houses on Sun-
days would undoubtedly be a retrograde
step, He was not altogether able to fol-
low the reasons actnating the hon. mem-
ber in advancing the proposition lhat if
the public houses were open on Sundays
there would be less drinking than there
was under the present system, under
which one could only obtain a drink
either by breaking the law or becoming
a bona fide traveller. One would nafur-
ally assume that the more facilities pro-
vided for obtaining drink the more drink-
ing there weould be. If that was not so. if
it was the oiher way about, we were all
absolutely on the wrong track and had
hetter iniroduee another weasurve. There
might be some licensees not as strict as
they should be in regard to bona fide
travellers, but one could not believe that
lhe law was broken to the extent some
hon, members would indicate. It was the
(“olonial Seecretary who was in charge of
the Police Department, and if hon. mem-
hers would specify cases broughl under
their notice the Minister would be only
too pleased {o see that the law was ob-
served, but the Government were not in-a
position to place a police constable on
doty at every hotel to see that no one had
drink.

Mr. Seaddan The police constables
were not allowed to go to a hotel to get
a conviction under the bona fide clause
without instructions from their superior
officers. 1f they did so they were sent to
the North-West.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: A note
wounld be taken of the hon. member’s re-
mark, and it would be inquired into.

Mr. BATH: The hon. member for
Ivanhoe was going about his object in
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rather an illogical way. We could not
tepislate for the man who was irvespon-
sible at certain "hours of the Sunday, and
responsible at other bhours; nor shounld
we legislate for the person whose desire
for ligunor was so great on the Sunday
that he took a jouwrney to Fremantle or
aoross the river to gratify it. The men-
ber for Ivanhoe would preseribe severe
penalties to prevent liotels being open
after the limited hours proposed in the
amendment, hut if the law was broken
now it would still be broken under the
provision proposed by the hon. member.
Any prohibition the hon. member would
impose would he impossible of adminis-
tration. What was necessary was a
conrageous and confinuons attempt to ad-
minister the law of Suunday closing. If
that failed, then it would be time to pre-
sevibe some other provision. One could
support the proposal to strike out the
hona fide proviso, but eould not sappori
the proposal to insert in lieu a provision
for opening the hotels during limited
hours on Sundays.

Mr. HEITMANN: Xo serions aitempt
was made in Perth to conbrol Snnday
trading. It was almost impossible to get
a drink on Sunday in Melbourne, and the
same econdition of affairs should exist in
Perth, The amendment proposed to give
five honrs for drinking in addition to the
hours i whieh the law was already
broken. If it would he possible to pre-
vent drinking during the prohibited hours
under the amendment, it should be pos-
sible to prohibit it altogether on Sunday.
We certainly should do away with the
bona fide proviso.

Mr. OSBORN: There was no necessity
for the bona fide provision; he would
support striking it out; but he must
oppose the words suggested to be inserted
in lten; hecause if we opened hotels on
Sundays for eertain hours, it would be
impossible for hotel keepers to get rid
of the people from their premises and
escape the heavy liability suggested by
the hon. member,

Mr. SCADDAN: If the Committee
were prepared to elose hotels altogether
on Sundays, and strike out the bona fide
provision as well, that position could be
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accepted, but many members wonld not
gu that far. We should be consistent.
1t people did not want drink oo Sundays
we should prevent the sale of drink alto-
zether on Sundays and strike out the
bona fide clause; but if drink was neces-
sary on Sundays it should be allowed at
certain honrs. It was not fair to say the
woldfields people did the drinking on Sun-
days, They were just as temperate in
their habits as the people on the ecoast.
There was just as mueh Sunday drinking
in the constal distriets as on the pold-
fields, We shonld modify that evil, and
the amendment would do it. In regard to
a man controlling himself during certain
hours, it had to be done all day on Sun-
day at present unless a man broke the
law, The Attorney General should cer-
tainly make inquiries in the direction of
the instructions to the police.
malters a constable ecounld not do anything
outside the orders received before going
out on duty, otherwise he would be trans-
ferred to the North-West quick and lively.
One constable, who made himself a bit
vbnoxious to his superiors by persisting
that a certain licensee should keep within
the four corners of the law, was ordered
to go to Turkey Creek. That man was
fourteen and a-half stone in weight, and
was sent to do mounted duty at Turkey
Creek, Protest was made to the Colonial
Secretary by him {Mr. Scaddan), and the
sonstable was immediately afterwards
called before the Commissioner of Police
and seriously reprimanded for daring to
approach a member of Parliament. He
had then accused the Colonial Secretary
of having informed the Commissioner of
P'olice that he had seen him about the
case. The Colonial  Secretary be-
came quite indignant, rang up the Com-
missioner of Police, and the latter said it
was throngh some other member he had
obiained the information, that member
having rong him ap from a hotel. No
other member knew anything about i,
but the fact was that the Colonial Secre-
tary could not keep a confidence but went
grovelling to the Commissioner, The re-
sult of the affair was that the eonslable
was sent to Broome. The hotel in ques-
tion was a favourite one with some of the

In many.
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higher officials of the police in Perth.
If the Attorney General held an inquiry
he would find that the ordinary constable
only did what he was directed to. That
was why abuses went on without any
notice Yeing taken of them, A coustable
had to do his beat on the footpath, and
was not allowed to leave it, being spied
upon by the corporals and sergeants. The
amendment was a fair propesition, as it
wonld bring about some control for the
sale of liquor on Sundays.

Mr. BROWYN: Sunday drinking had
heen going on for years, and everyone
knew it well. Very little attempt had
been made to stop it. If the hotels were
open for certain hours on Sunday there
would not be the drunkenness now exist-
ing on that day. The House had already
decided to recognise Sunday drinking on
the steamboats on the river. He would
support the amendment.

Mr. HARPER: It was evidently im-
possible to carry out the law as it stood
at present, and it would be well for the
amendent to be carried. If a man said
he was a bona fide traveller how eould a
hotelkeeper repudiate the statement and
refuse to give him drink. Either strike
out the bona fide traveller provision alto-
gether or else carry the amendment,

Amendment (that the suohelanse be
struck out) put, and a division taken
with the following result:—

Ayes .. . .. 26
Noes .. .. ..o 14

Majority for .. ..o 12

AYES.
Mr. Angwin Mr. Johoson
Mr. Bath Mr. Keeuan
Mr, Bolten Mr. McDowall
Mr. Brown Mr. Monger
Mr, Colliar My, Murphy
Mr. Draper Mr. ('Loghlen
Mr. Foulkes Mr. Osborn
Mr. Gill Mr. &
Mr, Gordon . Swan
Mr. Gourley Me. Walker
Mr. Harper Mr. Ware
My, Heitmann My, Carson
Mr. Holmon (Teller).
Mr. Hudson

NoEes,
Mr, Cow ~her Mr. 5. F. Moore
Mr, Pa- "ivh Mr. Nansrn
Mr. Daviesz Mr. Piewsa
Mr. Gretory Mr. Troy
Mr. Jucuby Mr, F. Wilson
Mr. Tasman BMr. Tnderwcod
Mr. Ml . {Teiler).
Mr. Mitchell '
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Amendment thus passed.
Mr. SCADDAN moved a
amendment—

That the following be insericd to
stand as Subclause 2:—“Provided also
that the Licensing Court may, in ils
diseretion, and subject to such restric-
tions and conditions as the court may
think fit to impose, allow licensed pre-
miges for which publicans’ general
licenses or way-side house licenses are
held to be opened for the sale of Liquor
on Sunday during prescribed hours,
but such prescribed hours shall not cx-
ceed five hours In the aggregate.”

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
recent division had shown that bona fide
fravellers had not n very large nolber of
friends in the House. It was to bhe hoped,
however, that the division was not an in-
dieation that a large number of members
were in favour of the Sunday opening of
public houses. If there were to be a pro-
vision in that respect it should be made
uniform throughout the State. The
amendment had a defect, the same as that
in the amendment moved earlier in the
evening by the member for Kalgoorlie,
in that it left the diseretion in the matter
to the licensing court. The vesult of that
might be that seme hotels would be open
for ceriain hours in one distriet, and that
another set of reguiations would apply
to another hotel in the same disirict. It
was to be hoped that the Committee, fol-
lowing the trend of temperance legislation
in all English-speaking countries, would
set. its face against the opening of publie
houses on Sundays.

Mr. TROY: Did he understand a
division was now to be taken on the
question of Sunday opening? IE
that were so he would oppose it
for there was no reason for it, and
it would not assist the object members
had in view. It had been held by some
that the Sunday opening would prevent
people from lying and from doing an
illegal action, and it presupposed the idea
that if a person could drink in preseribed
honrs he would not look for liquor during
the hours that the hotels were supposed to
be closed. A person wanting to drink

further
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during preseribed howrs would return to
the hotel after those hours had passed.

Myr. CNDERWOOD: The manner that
members had adopted was to be regretted,
but still a man who was boarding at a
hotel shounld be able to get a drink on
Sunday. To avoid breaking the law it
should be made sguch that people would
be able to keep it.

Mr. WALKER: The Committee should
trust the people thoronghly or not at all;
the people were to be trusted in this in-
stance. The beneh should have the right
to say whether houses should be opened
or not.

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

Ayes .. 16
Noes . o 25
Mayority against 9
AYES.
Mr. Rrown Mr. O'Loghlen
3w, Gourley Mr. Senddnn
Mr. Harper Mr. Swon
Mr. Holman Mr, Underwood
Mr. Hudsen Mr. Walker
Mr. Jacohy Mr. Ware
Mr. Keenan Mr. Gordoo
Mr. McDowall (Teller).
Mr. Mopger
Noks

Mr. Angwin Mr. Heltmann
Mr. Bath Mr. Johnson
Mr. Holton Mr. Male
Mr. Butcher Mr. Mitchell
Mr. Carson Mr. 8. F. Moore
Mr. Collier Mr. Murphy
Mr. Cowcher Mr. Nangon
Mr. Daglish Mr. Qshorn
Mr. Davies Mr. Plesse
Mr. Draper Mr. Troy
Mr. Faulkes Mr. F. Wilson
Mr. G My, Layman
Mr. Cregory (Tealler).

Amendment thus negatived; the elause
as amended agreed to.

Clause 112—(Person found drinking
liquor on premises during prohibited

time) — consequentially amended and
agreed tfo,
Clanse 113 (consequential) — struck

out.

Clause 114—Penalty for -obfaining
liquor by false representation:

Mr. HOLMAX: The Attorney Geop-
eral ought to report progress and re-
draft a lot of the clauses.



1200

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
Committee had decided that no bona file
traveller or hona fide lodger should have
ihe privilege of obtaining a drink in a
public house either on Sanday, Good
Eriday, or ou Christmas Day.  Clause
114 provided ihat a person who hy falsely
represeuting limself to Le a bona fide
traveller, lodger, or inmate, bought or at-
tempted tn buy or obtained at any licen-
sed premizes. liquor, during Sunday, Good
Friday, or Clwistmas Day, committed an
offence against the Act. That of eourse
would go out consequentially,

Clause—{consequential)—struek out.

Clauses 115 and 116— (consequential)
—struek out. _

Clause 117—Lieensees not to be com-
pelled to supply liquor on Sundays, ete.:

My. FOULKES: There were cases
where men were addicted to drink, but
who were not in a drunken state, who
should not be served with liguer, and
though the publican disliked serving themn
he was compelled to do so. The onus
should be put on the publican so that he
should not shelter himself hehind the
Aet. He moved an amendment——

That the words “On Sunday, Christ-
mas Day, Good Friday, or belween the
hours of ten o'clock at night and six
d’clock in the morning” be struck out,

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: It was
provided by Clause 107 that the licensee
should be entitled to refuse to supply
drink, provided he had reasonable cause
for 50 refusing; therefore there could he
no reason for the amendment on that
seore. The amendment would enable the
licensed victualler to act in a maost arbi-
trary manner if he felt so disposed.

My, KEENAN: Seeing that the Com-
mittee had passed Clause 107, was the
amendment in order? Because the effect
of the amendment would be to repeal that
part of Clause 107 which made it compul-
sory on the licensee to supply liquor.

Mr. FOULKES: Clause 117 was in

itself contradictory to Clawse 107, and

the amendment was even more so.

Mr. EEENAN: Clause 117 was not
eontradietory to Clause 107, Dbut was
merely a proviso to that clause.  The
amendment was to remove the obligation
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entively and was au entive vv e liekin
of Clause 107,

The CHAIRMAN: The hon. memher
would not be in vrder in moving to strike
out from the clause words which would
alter the wish expressed by the Commitiee
in Clause 107, The point of vrder raised
by the member for Kalgoorlie was up-
held, and the amendment could not he
aecepted.

Mr. SCADDAN: The striking out of
the words was largely consequential, be-
cause Clause 110 made provision for bona
fide travellers. We still required the de-
finition of bona fide travellers on pre-
seribed days other than Sundays.

Clause put and passed.

Clauses 118 and 119—agreed to.

Clausé 120—Penalty on keeper of eat-
ing, boarding or lodging-house selling
econtrary to lcense:

The ATTORNEY GENERAL moved
an ameirdment--

That all the words after “No” in line

1 doun to and including “license” in

line 4 1o be struck out and the following

inserted in lieu —~"“Holder of a board-
ing house, lodging house, or eating

Trouse license shall supply or cause to

be supplied any liquor to any boarder,

lodger, or person taking a meal, in such

house, unless his action in so doing is

authorised by the terms of such license

or of some ather license held by him.”
The object of the amendment was the
improvement of the clause in the diree-
tion of making it clearer. The clause as
drawn assumed that every keaper of a
lodging, eating or hoarding-house must
have a license under the Bill, which was
not the case. If the keeper of such a
house sold lignor without having a license
he would be subject to a heavy penalty
under Clanse 118. It was not necessary
to penalise the snpply of liguor to any
person as the clause did. Hon. members
would see that the amendment introduced
no new pringiple.

Amendment passed; the
amended agreed to.

Clauses 121 and 122—agreed to.

Clause 123—No =action for price of
less than one gallon of liquor:

Mr. KEENAN: The effect of the clanse
would be that the holder of a general

clause as
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publican’s license could not sell a single
bottle. Why should the holder of such
a license be debarred from recovering the
price of a single tbottle? If a general
publican were allowed to sell liquor in
single hottles it was absurd to say that
he should not be permitted to reeover,
fbat, m other words, he could uot give
credit. There might be oceasions when
a publican wonld give eredit to some per-
son who was ill, and who desired to take
a single bottle of brandy. It would be
interesting to hear from the Attorney
General the reasans why we should take
from a publican the right to recover the
price of stoek sold.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: It
was-an old provision, amd was justified
by public policy. In all retail business
it was a good rule to pay cash, and parti-
cularly was it a good rule in rvegard to
this particular trade.

Clause put and passed.

Clause 124-—agreed to

Clause 125—Penalty for selling liguor
to intoxicated persons:

Mr, FOULKES moved an
ment— B

That the following stand as a new
subclause :—"“(2.} If any person is ar-
rested for and convicted of being drunk
in @ public place, every licensee who
has supplied such person with liguor
within three hours before such arrest
shall be deemed to have supplied such

liquor to such person when ke was in a

state of intoxication, unless such licen-

see shall prove the contrary.

amend-

Tlhere was no intention that the provisions
of the clause shonld ever be carried out,
and if the amendment were carried it
would not be effective. IHis reason for
moving it was that very often men were
" brought into the police ecourt for being
drunk, and it was shown that they had
been served with liquor when in a drunken
state, yet no action was brought against
the publican who had so served them.
Although it eould not be hoped that the
amendment would ever be effective, still,
it wounld do no harm,

- Amendment put and negatived.

Clause put and passed.
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Clause 126-—agreed to.

Clause 127—Licensed persons to receive
payment in money only:

Mr. SCADDAN: The penaliy of
twenty pounds was too small. In the hills
wen who went into a eertain public
house asked for c¢hit for 2s. 6d, and
shouted for all hands. It really was a
breach of the Truck Aet, and in some
cases left the men with nothing to draw
from the company at the end of the week.
He moved an amendment—

That after ‘“twenty pounds” the
werds “for the first offence; fifty
pounds for any subsequent offence” be
inserted. '

The ATTORNEY GENERAL agreel
te the amendment.

Mr., COLLIER: It was about time we
fixed a minimum as well as a maximun
penalty.

The Attorney General: Clause 6 pro-
vided that the minimum ‘should not be less
than one-tenth of the penalty.

Mr. COLLIER: As a rule the justices
inflicted the minimum fine, and what was
the use of a fine of two pounds in the ease
mentivned by the hon, member?

Mr. FOULKES: It was a farce secur-
ing convietions in many cases, men being
tined a pound only for Sunday trading
It was the faet of having seen some of
the magisirates, stipendiary as well as
honorary, frequenting public houses and
being on most amieable ferms with publi-
cans that had influenced him greatly in
voting for elective licensing beneches. Tt
made one lose confidence in licensing
magistrates.

Mr. SCADDAN: In order to make the
minimum penalty sufficiently high, it
would be necessary o raise the maximum.
He altered his amendment to read—

That after ‘“penalty” the words
“twenty pounds” be struck out, and
“for the first offence fifty pounds,
for eny subsequent offence one hundred
pounds”’ inseried in lieuw.

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

Clause 123—agreed to.

Clause 129—Exclusion of children from
bars of licensed premises:
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Mr. FOULKES: The penalty should
be raised in ihis ease also to a maximum
of £20 and a minimum of £10.

The Attorney General: It was not pos-
sible to do so.

Mr. FOULKES moved an
nent—

That in Subclause 1, after “penally,”
the words ‘"ten pounds” be struck ouf,
and “for the first offence twenty pounds,
for any subsequent offence fifty
pounds” inserted in lieu.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Was it
the intention to deal with all the penalties
in the same way? It would be as well to
consider the effect of making the penal-
ties too severe, because it was more diffi-
cult to obtain convietions if the penalties
were made too severe. This was a provi-
sion taken from the English Act passed
fwo years ago. Conditions in Australia
were different from those in England. In
England it was a great abuse the way in
which children were taken into bars, but
here it was an exception to see children
in hotel bars, and it might be argued
that the clause was scarcely needed. The
penalty provided was at any rate suffi-
ciently severe. If it was found the law
was being broken, it was always easy lo
increase the penalty at a later stage.

Mr. FOULKES: We could get over the
diffieulty in regard to the penalties by
providing that nothing contained in
Clawse 6 shonld apply to those clauses
imposing penalties after Clause 128,

The Attorney General: T will oppose
that; we bhave already deeided on Clause 6.

Mr. FOULKES: Then it would be
necessary to inerease the penalties,
Magistrates were loth to eonviet, and we
should compel them to impose reasonable
penalties. Some of the magistrates should
he compelled to impose reasonable penal-
ties.

Mr. ANGWIN: This was a trivial of-
fence. Let a heavy penalty be inflicted
in serious matters but not in one of this
nature.

Mr. OSBORN: The porton of the
clause desired to0 be amended prohibited
a child from being taken into a hotel hy
- its father. Surely that was not a serious
offence,

amend-
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Amendment put and negatived.

Clause put and passed.

Clanse 130—DPenalty
liquor to ehildren:

Mr. ANGWIN: Children were often
sent fo hotels to purchase liquor but as
they knew ihe licensee would not serve
them, they wailed for someone eise to
come along and got him to bay the liquor
for them, Pyrovision should be made for
dealing with cases of that kind. He
moved an ameudment—

That in lne 3, after the word

“licensee” there be. inserted “or other

person.”

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
reason for the clause was to prevent chil-
dren from going into hotels fo purehase
liquor. The amendment, however, went
so far as to prevent a parent from sup-
plying lis sick clild with liquor at his
home.

Mr, ANGWIN: Tt was not intended
that ithe amendment showrld apply when
liquor was given to a child as medicine.
He would, however, awithdraw the amend-
ment.

Amendment by leave withdeawn.

Clause put and passed.

('lanse 131—agreed to.

Clanse 132—Aborigines not to loiter
about publie honses:

My, COLLIER moved an amendment—

That Subcluuse 2 be struck out.
Amendment put and negatived.

(lause put and passed.

Clause 133—Definition
native:

Mr. PIESSE: The clanse was an excel-
lent one but the proviso exempting half-
castes who were not associating or living
with natives should be sirnck out. In
many cases half-castes, who were not liv-
ing or associating with natives, made a
practice of purchasing liquor for natives.
This should not be permitted. He moved
an amendment—

That in lines 2 and 3 the words “such
half-caste or child habitually associat-
ing and living with aboriginal natives”
be struck out.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: If a
lalf-caste were in the habit of obtaining
drink for full-blooded natives it counld be

for supplying

of aboriginal
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easily proved that he associated with
them. Many balf-castes were respectable
settlers with families, and in some cagses
it would hardly be known that they were
not whites. If the words were struck out
they would be classed as aborigines and
would be unable to obtain liquor from a
hotel. The qualifying words were neces-
sary.

Mr. FOULKES: The amendment was
a good one. It was well known that many
half-castes made a business of obtaining

liquor for natives. They made money out’

of it and caused great trouble to the
police.

Amendment put and negatived.

Clause put and passed,

Clauses 134 to 142—agreed to.

Clause 143—Penallty for employing
females beyond certain hours:

Mr. SCADDAN: It was quite a usoal
thing at botels to employ barmaids until
2 or 3 o'clock in the morning, and they
were worked for more than 48 hours a
week. This should be stopped. If bar-
maids were to be employed they should
not be employed for more than 48 hours
-a week and not after hours at night.

The Minister for Mines: There is a
heavy penalty provided.

Mr. SCADDAN: Yes; but the mini-
mum penalty is only £5. If it were made
£50 without a minimum it wonld be a
different thing. The Act at the present
time was being evaded in every instance.
When the police were on their beats and
they noticed a light in a bar through the
bar windows they should take it for
granted that the sale of liquor was going
on, He moved an amendment—

That in line 10 “£507 be struck out
and “First offence £100, and subsequent
offence loss of license™ he inserted in
lien.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Under
the existing law barmaids were not to be
employed for more than 48 hours a week
nor after 12 o'clock. The Bill proposed
to reduee the period by half an hour, and
the penalty which was provided went far
enough.

Amendment put and nen'atwed

Mr. HOLMAN moved—

That progress be reported.
[451
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Motion put, and a division faken with
the following result:—

Ayes 16
Noes 18
Majority against 2
AYES.
Mr. Bath Mr. OrLogblen
Mr, Collier Mr. Scaddan
Mr. Foulkes Mr. Bwan .
Mr, Gl My. Troy
Mr. Gourley Mr. Underwaod
Mr. Holman Mr, Ware
Mr. Johunson Mr, Heitmann
Mr. Keenan {Teller).
Mr. McDowall
Nogs.
Mr, Brown Mr. Mitchell
Mr. Butcher Mr. Monger
Mr. Carsgn Mr. Murphy
Mr. Daglish Mr. Nanscn
Mr. Draper Mr. Osborn
Mr, Gregory Mr. Piesse
Mr. Hardwick Mr, F. Wilson
Mr. Harper Mr. Gorden
Mr. Layman (Teller).
Mr. Male

Motion thus negatived.

Mr. HOLMAN had an amendment to
move in respect to the penalties provided.

The CHAIRMAN : Seeing that the
clanse had alveady been dealt with the
hon. memher would be out of order in
moving any such amendment,

Mr. Underwood: Has this clause been
passed ?

The CHAIRMAN : As far as the
clause went it had been agreed to, and the
member for Claremont was now about
to move to add a new subelause.

Mr. HOLMAN: 1With all respeet he
submitted that he would be in order in
adding words to the end of the clause.

The CHATRMAN: The hon, member
couid add words but could not strike out
anything from the elause.

Mr. HOLMAN moved an amendment—

That after the word “pounds” in line

10 the words “for the first offence; and

for any subsequent offence loss of

license” be added.
It was necessary to prevent barmajds

being employed after hours. Even if
members could not protect themselves
from being worked afier hours thev

should do what they eould to protect bar-
maids from being treated in a similay
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maniner. Again, the keeping of barmaids
at work after hours was a strong ineen-
tive to men to remain in the bar long
after the time when they should have gone
heme. Under the existing practice a
girl could be employed in a bar from 8
o'elock in the morning till 1 o’clock next
woraing with short intervals off duty. If
girls were allowed to serve in bars at all
they should be properly protected. What
had the Attorney General done to see that
these girls were not employed after houvs,
and what guarantee had we that the pro-
vigion would be carried ¢ut? If the pen-
alty were made severe the licensee wonld
take care that the laws were not broken
in this respect. If it were held that the
provision did not extend to the wife and
danghter of the licensee it was his inten-
tion to move a further amendment to
roctify that omission. In the meantime
he would draw the attention of the Chair-
man to the state of the House.
Bells rung and a quornm formed.

12 o'clock, midnight.

Mr. TROY moved—
That progress be reported.
Motion put, and a division taken with

‘the following resalt:—

Ayes 15
Noes 18
Majority against .. 3
ATES.
My, Bath y Mr. Price
Mr. Collier 1 Mr. Scaddan
Mr. GUt Mr. Swan
" Mr, Holman Mr, Troy
Mr. Johnson Mr. Underwood
Mr. Keenan . Mr. Ware
. Mr, McDowall I Mr. Gourley
Mr. O'Loghlen | {Teller).
‘ NoES,
Mr. Ilrown Mr. Mitchell
- Mr. Buicher Mr. Monger
.-, Mr. Daglish Mr. Murphy
'Mr. Draper Mr. Nanson
Mr. Foulkes Mr. Osborn
Mr. Gordon Mr. Pilesse
. Mr. Gregory Mr. F. Wilson
Mr. Hardwick Mr. Laymano
Mr. Harper (’I‘eﬂer) .
Mr. Male

Motion thus negatived. '
* The MINISTER FOR WOREKS: In
‘regard to the division he and the member
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for Cue bad not intended to vote, but he
had entered the Chamber under the im-
pression that the bells were ringing for a
gquorum, and before he eould again leave
the Chamber the order was given for the
doors to be locked. Thus he had voted
purely accidently.

My, UTNDERWOOD: It was a fact
that many holders of licenses paid con-
siderable sums for the right of ingoing
50 that we should earnestly eonsider any
amendment which would take away lieen-
ses, To employ a barmaid for a few
minutes after 11.30 o’cloek should not
carry $o severe a penalty for the second
offence. The amendment might be altered
to provide a penalty of £100 for the
secomd offence, and then possibly loss of
the license for the third offence. Provi-
sion should also be made where the licen-
see left his wife to manage the hotel dur-
ing his absence. Again, the licensee might
be a female,

Mr. Holman: T have several provisoes
to eover that,

Mr, GILL: A penalty of £50 was not
sufficient in the case of a publican who
compelled a barmaid to remain in the bar
after hours. It wonld not affect the man
genninely desirous of carrying oat the
law, Provision should be made that bar-
men also should not be employed more
than 438 hours in a week. The amendment
of the member for Murchison should be
altered in the direction suggested by the
member for Pilbara. It would have more
chanece of aceeptance.

Mr. PRICE: It was neeessary to fix a
penalty which was just and fair. It was
necessary to prohibit unserupulous hotel-
keepers from nnduly working their bar-
maids. The question was as to the pen-
ally to be inflicted on an employer who
asked a femsle employee in the bar to
work for more than 48 honrs a week. All
emplo)ees in a hotel should be ineluded in
the proviso.

Mr. Gill called attention to the state of
the House. ]

The CHAIRMAN: T am satisfied there
is a quorum w:thln the precmets of the
House,
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Mr. O'LOGHLEN : It was not desirable
that these important matters should be
diseussed with only four or five mem-
bers listening,

The CHAIRMAN: I have already said
I am satisfied there is a quornm within
the precinets of the House.

Mr. PRICE: If the Chairman were
satisfied that members could judge the
merits of the ecase from outside the
Chamber, then those members and the
Chairman should decide the question.

The PREMIER: That is a reflection
on the Chair.

Mr. PRICE: If it were so it could not
be helped. There was a very important
matter before the Committee and no
man had a right to decide upon it with-
out having heard the discussion, Members
opposite were driven in at the erack of
the party whip, and had to vote as the
Ministry decided. The pemalty of £50
a8 3 maximum for a first offence was on
the side of leniency. There should be a
subelause inserted to protect the publiean
in the case when his wife or daughter
was called upon to aid him in conducting
the business.

My, TROY moved —

That progress be reported.

Motion pat and a division taken with

the following result:—

Ayes e . oo 15
Noes .. .- .. 19
Majority against R
AYES.
Mr. Bath Mr. Price
Mr. Colller My, Scaddap
Mr. G Mr. Swan
Mr. Gourley Mr. Troy
Mr. Holman Mr. Underwood
Mr. Johnson Mr. Ware
Mr, McDowall - * Mr, Heitmann
‘Mr. 0'Loghlen (Teller).
Nokgs
Mr. Brown Mr. Male
Mr. Butcher Mr, Mitchel)
" Mr. Carson Mr. Monger
Mr. Daglish : Mr. Murphy’ *
‘Mr. Draper Mr. Nansen s
. Mr. Foulkes Mp, Osborn
Mr. Gordon "| Mr. Plesse
Mr, Gregory Mr. F. Wlison
. Mry Hardwick . .| Mr, Layman ,
- Mr. Harper _fTIeufr)..

Motion thus negahved el
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Mr. HOLMAN: With regard to. the
penalty it should be doubled for the
second offence, and then for a subsequent
offence the license should be forfeited,.

[Intex;eetlon ] :

Mr, Underwood: Was the hon. member
fo1 Flemantle in order in interjectin:
out of his place in the (Lhamber?

The CHAIRMAN: The hon. member
was ont of order in interjecting from his
own or any other seat in the Chamber.

Mr. Scaddan; It was unaderstood that
interjections should only be made by
members from their own seats so that
Hansard would not make any ervor in the
way of attributing them to other mem-
bers.

The CHAIRMAN: Interjections were
highly disorderly from any seat in the
Chamber. The Standing Orders laid
down that an hon. member was chslmcllv
out of order in interjecting.

Mr. Murphy had been sitting in the nne
place for the last ten minutes, and the in-
terjections which were made were not
wade by him, The voice might have been
stmtlar to his. : !

Mr. Underwood: Interjections were
made in every Parliament which was par-
ried on in the English language, and At
that was so why should every other Par-
liament except this one allow interjeetions
to be made,

The CHATRMAN: The lLon. member
was not in order in reflecting on  the
Standing Orders. It was laid down that
interjections were disorderly and rhat in-
terruptions were disorderly.

Mr. Underwood: With all due respeet,
he would like to know what Standing
Order that was, He would like to say
he was not reflecting on the Standmg
Orders; he was doubting the interpreta-
tion, !

The CHAIRMAN: The hen, member
was not v order in veflecting on'the
Chair.

Mr. Underwood was not reflecting wn
the Chair: He might have eired. Tt was
human to eer.

The CHAIRMAXN :
puint of order? N

Mu U ude,rwow{ 1. was- that the. rulnz
that interjections wera- out. of arder.yas

What was. the
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ineurrect and not in accordance with the
general nsages of Parliament,

The CHAIRMAN: The hon. member
nmst resume his seat,

My, HOLMAN: 1t inight be advisable
to withdraw the amendment for the pur-
puse -of substituting another. Having
often travelled by the late train, which
armived in Perth from the Murchison at
a late hour, the opportunity had been
afforded him of seeing barmaids employed
in hotels later than 11.30 p.m. The Af-
torney (eneral should give an opinion
on the question, which might be of assist-
ance to hon. members, as to whether in
the event of a Jicensee’s wife serving in
a bar that would render the licensee liable
to prosecution,

The CHAIRMAN:
is repeating himself,

Mr. HOLMAN: There was no oceasion
for the Clerk of the House to tell the
Chairman what to do.

The CHAIRMAN: The hon, member
wes not in order in referring to the
Clerk. :

Mr. HOLMAN: Surely it was only
right that he should draw attention to
what he had seen done time after time.

The CHAIRMAN: The hon. member
had not seen it done at all.

Mr. HOLMAN: Hon. members could
even hear it. An amendment of such im-
portance shonld receive the eonsideration
of the Minister in charge of the Bill. It
was not desired to infiiet hardship on any
licensee. Lf the offence was serious the
penalty should also be serious but, on the
other hand, if the offence was not serious
there was no oceasion to make the penalty
serious. He desired to know from the
Minister——

The Attorney General: I have already
told you no.

Mr. HOLMAN: It does not refer to
the wife of the licensee, or his daughter?

The Attorney General: No.

Mr. HOLMAN: It would be necessary
to make that elear. However, there was
no necessity to dwell any longer on that
now that the Attorney General bad
wakened up. He (Mr. Holman) would
-k leave to withdraw the latter part of

The hon. member
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the amendment, namely, the words “loss
of license for any subsequent offence.’”

Leave not given.

Mr. TNDERWOOD moved an amend-
ment on the amendment—

That after the word “offence” the
words “for the second offence £100” be
ingerted.

After these words would eome the con-
cluding words of the amendment, “and
loss of license for any snbsequent offence.”
He kuew of several licensees who in the
agricnlfural districts had paid large snms
as ingoings, and he held that it would be
inequitable to take away from them their
licenses for anything in the nature of a
minor offence. 8till in dealing with l-
censes we could not be expected to go 1o
the length of forgiving seventy times
seven, as divected in the Seriptures.

The Mivister for Works: Seripture is
as hard to remember as Latin.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: As he was not
acquainted with Latin he ¢ould not say,
but lLis experience was that those who
professed to know Latin remembered least
abont it. It was easily possible that there
might be a rush of business just at closing
time, and, not being able to deal with it
himself, the proprietor might by a mis-
take keep some female employed serving
drinks a few minntes over the preseribed
time. For that offence he (Mr. Under-
wood) would be prepared to cantion the
proprietor to the extent of fining him
£30, with £100 for the second offence.
After the second offence the proprietor
should eertainly be deprived of his license.

Mr. COLLIER: It was surprising that
the Government should have refused leave-
to withdraw the concluding portion of the
amendment. The Attorney General ought
to realise that the penalty proposed in the
amendment was out of all proportion
with the penalties provided elsewhere in
the Bill. J¢ might be that in keeping a
girl on duty after the closing hour the
licensee was no more than a vietim of eir-
cumstances. He hoped the Commiitee
would agree to the amendment moved by
the member for Pilbara,

1 o'clock am.

Mr, SWAN moved—
That progress be reported.
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Motion put and a division taken with
the following result:—

Ayes .. .. .. 14
Noes .. e .o 20
Majority against 6
AvEs,
Mr. Bath Mr. O'Loghlen
My, Collier M. Price
Mr. ulll Mr. Swan
Mr. Gourley Mr. Troy
Mr. Heitmnuon Mr. Ware
Mr, Holman Mr. Underwood
Mr. Keenaa (Taller).
Mr. McDowall
NoES.
Mr. Brown Mr. Male
Mr. Butcher Mr, Mitchell
Mr, Carson My, Monger
Mr. Daglish ! Mr, Murphy
Mr. Draper ! Mr., Nanson
Mr. Foulkes ::- g‘::::
Mr. Gregary :
Mr. Hardwick Mr. Seaddan
Mr. Harper Mr. F. Wilson
Mr. Gordon
Mr. Layman (Telier).

Modion thus negatived.

Mr. GILL: In the event of a license
‘being cancelled it wonld be fair to make
provision that the owner of the premises
could apply at the end of, say, three
vears for the reinstatement of the license.
He intended to move in this direetion, be-
cause injustice might be done to land-
lords by umsernpulous and careless ten-
ants.

The CHAIRMAN: The hon. member
"would be in order in discussing the point
when he moved in ibke direction indicated.

Mr. COLLIER: Could an amendment
be moved on the amendment on the
amendment to provide “such forfeiture
shall not affect the owner of the premises
for which the license is granted?”

The CHATRMAN: The proper time to
mave wonld be after the amendments now
before the Committee were dealt with.
Members should not try to complieate the
question,

Mr. McDOWALL: It was extraordi-
nary members on the Government side did
oot atllow the member for Murchison to
withdraw the latter portion of the amend-
ment. The whole proceedings were ex-
traordinary, keeping members in the
Chamber all night when they had business
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to attend to during the day without giv-
ing them an inkling of it. It was non-
sensieal the way members were talking
on both sides. If the members on the
Government side were not doing any talk-
ing, actions spoke louder than words.

The CHAIRMAN: The hon., member
must confine himself to the question. X

Mr. MeDOWALL: It was time one was
out of order, listening to such nonsense.
It wns necessary to be indignant.

Mr., Underwood: I hope the hon. mem-
ber does not insinuate T have been talking
nonsense,

Mr. MeDOWALL: Everybody
been talking nonsense,

The CHAIRMAN: The hon. member
is not in order in refleeting on hon. mem-
hers.

Mr. Me¢DOWALL withdrew. It was
simply absurd, with the minimum penalty
tor the first offence at £5, to talk about
making the second offence loss of the
license. It was altogether ridieulous and
there was every justification for ialking
of talking nonsense.

The CHAIRMAN: The member must
confine himself to the amendment to in-
sert the words “second offence, £100.”

Mr. MeDOWALL: Latitude should be
allowed to illustrate matters. So much
time had heen wasted that he might just
as well waste a little more. He intended
to support the amendment to make the
penalty £100,

Mr. UTNDERWOOD: As to the re-
marks of the member for Boulder, it was
only right that the owner of Licensed pre-
migses should be protected. He was put
to considerable expense in  ereeting a
huilding—

The CHAIRMAN: The hon. member
must confine himself to the amendment.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: Would the At-
torney Ceneral inform the Commitiee
how, in the event of the amendment as
proposed to be amended being carried,
it would be possible to protect the owner
of the premises. -

Mr. HOLMAN: The Attorney General
shounld be courteous enough to answer the
question. As he had said the ‘position
with regard o the clanse was—

has-
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The CHAIRMAN: Members must not
-be guilty of repetition in the course of
their remarks, They must confine their
attention to the amendment.

Mr. HOLMAN: If the amendment to
make the penalty £100 were defeated
would it be possible to move that the sum
he £737

The CHAYRMAN: While he had no
desire to take drastie steps, members must
remember that they must confine them-
selves to the amendment.

Mr. TROY: All the member for Mur-
chison wanted to know was whether, if
the £100 penalty were defeated, there
could he an amendment to make the sum
£75.

The CHAIRMAN: That could be done.

Mr. TROY: The penalty of £100 for a
second offence was too high.

Amendment (Mr. Underwood’s) on
amendment put and negatived.

Mr. HOLMAN: Would the Attorney
General agree to have the sum fixed af
£759

The Attorney General: We will adhere
fo the penalty in the clause as it stands.

Mr. COLLIER moved a further amend-
ment on the amendment—

That the following words be added
lo the amendment “but such forfeiture
shall not affect the ouner of the prem-
ises for which the license is granted.

The Attorney General: That is fully
provided for in Clanse 55.

Amendment (Mr. Collier’s) on amend-
ment by leave withdrawn.

Amendinent {Mr. Holman’s) put and
negatived. |

‘Mr. HOLMAN: If the wife or daugh-
ter of a licensee assisted or served in or
ahput the bar a risk would be incurred
sod the licensee would be brought under
the penalty clanses. In order to obviate
any possibility of such a thing occurring
Jie moved a further amendment— -

That the following provide be ad-

ded :—" Provided that this section .shall

not apply to the wife or daughier of

a licensee who may be absent from

home or is sick and unable to attend to

- his. . business or to any female whe - may

JAwe. the holder.of a license” ny
That amendment wounld preveni am in-
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justice being done. If, however, the At-
torney General gave an assurance that
the clause would not affect the people
who were referred to there would not be
any neeessity to move the amendment.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
hon. member need not have any anxiety
about these females,

Mr. GILL: Would the Attorney Gen-
eral inform the Committee where there
was a provision in the Bill to proteet
these people? The clause wounld undoubt-
edly inflict a hardship on someone.

The Attorney General: I am perfectly
satisfied it would not be possible 4o ob-
tain a conviction.

Mr. GILL: The Bill should be framed
without loopholes advantage of which
might be taken by an offieial in order to
test the position in the law courtss Tt
was the duty of the Committee to elear
the matter up.

Mr. PRICE: Clearly the clanse ap-
plied to any female who might be em-
ployed on licensed premises, not except-
ing the wife or daughter of the licensee.
He was desirous of proteeting the wife or
danghter of the licensee against the op-
eration of the clanse.  The eontention
that they worked late of their own voli-
tion would not be accepted in any eourt
of law. It oughl to be mmde clear that
the clanse did not embrace the wife or
daughter of the licensee except where the
licensee was the manager of the hotel.
It was to be hoped the Minister would
aceept the amendment,

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
amendment was onnecessary. The clause
was not a mew one. It had been in exist-
ence for more than ten years and ne hard-
ship had been inflicted under it. There
was no danger of the penalty being ex-
acted, but if it was proposed that. the
licensee should bave power to keep his
danghter on duty for an unlimited num-
ber of hours he (the Minister) would
steadfastly resist it.

Mr. TROY: It was by no means the
intention of the mover of the amendment
that -the licensee should be permitied to
employ his daughter for an unduly lonv
period.

The Attorney General: I am ‘sure of
that. I merely meant that ‘such advant-
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age might be taken of the amendment if
it were carried.

Mr. TROY: 1i was gratifying to have
the Minister's assurance on that peint.
A man who would work his own kith and
kin nnduly long bours was not fitted to
be entrusted with a license. All that the
amendment asked was that the members
of the licensee’s family should be entitled
to assist.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: 1t was
not believed that the hon. member sug-
wested that the licensee’s wife or danghler
should work unduly long hours. The idea
that the wife of the licensee conld be
fined for merely going into the bar to get
a glass was absued.

Mr. PRICE: The Attorney General
had said that the clause had Been in op-
eration for ten years and that it did not
apply to the wife or daughier of the
licensee.

The Attorney General: No, I did not
gsay that.

Mr. PRICE: The Minister had said
that the elause had never been applied to
the licensee’s wife or daughter.

The Atterney Geuneral: T say there has
never been a case under it.

Mr. PRICE: Was that not evidence
that the law had never been admin-
istered? The Minister seemed o think
the amendment wasked that Che licensee
should be allowed to work his wife and
children night and day and that those
members supporting the amendment de-
sired to see that stale of things.

My, Murphy: So you do.
2 oclock am.

Mr. TROY: Was the hon. member in
order in interjecting from the partienlar
chair in which he was sitting?

The CHATRMAN: No member was in
order in interjecting at all.

Mr. PRICE: It was to be hoped the

Minister would favourably econsider the
elause,

Mr. GILL moved—
That progress be reported.
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Motion put, and a division taken wiith
the following result:—

Ayes .- 14
Noes . 18
Majority against o 4
AYES.
My, Bath ‘ Mr. Price
Mr, Colller Mr, Scaddan
Mr. Gill Mr. Swan
Mr. Gourley Mr. Troy
Mr. Heltmann Mr. Ware
Mr, Holman Mr. Underwood
Mr. McDowall (Teller).
Mr. O’'Loghilen
Noes,

Mr. Brown Mr. Mitchelt
Mr. Dutcher  Mr, Monger
Mr. Carson | Mr. Murphy
Mr. Ilaglish - M. Nanson
Mr. Foulkes Mr, Oshorm
Mr. Gordon Mr. Piesse
Mr. Gregory I Mr. F.Wilson
Mr. Hardwick | Mr. Layman
Mr. Harper : (Taller).
Mr. Male

Motion thus negatived.

Mr. COLLIER: The Atforney General
had given two opinions, saying the claunse
did and did not apply to wives and
daughters of licensees.

The ATTORNEY GQENERAL: The
hon, member was misquoting. The clause
was satisfactory, and the Government
were not prepared to aceept the amend-
went of the member for Murchison. The
clause had heen in existence for over ten
years. and there had been no hardships
wader it. The point raised by members
was nothing more nor less than a ware's
nest. At the same time it was necessary
to have some protection against over-
working women, and there was no reason
why an employee who happened to be a
relative of the licensee shonld be worked
a longer number of hours than an em-
ployee who was not related to the licensee.

Mr, COLLIER: At the commencement
of the diseussion the Attorney General
said the elause would work no hardship
on the wife or the danghters of n licensee,
or in other words that the clause did not
apply to them.

The Attorney General: T did not say
that; surety the hon. member is not in
order?
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The CHAIRMAN: The hon. member
was not in order in putting words into the
inouth of the Attorney General.

Mr. COLLIER : The interpretation
put upon the Attorney General’s observa-
tions was that the licensee would be per-
mtted to work his wife and daughters
as many hours as he chose. He moved
an amendment on Mr. Holman’s further
amendment-—

That all the words of the amendment
after “licensee” be struck out.

The further amendment would then read:
“Provided that this section shall not apply
to the wife or daughter of any licensee.”
We were interfering in a family affair
which we were not justified in doing, as
we were not called npon to lay down the
conditions and hours for the employment
of the licensee’s wife or daunghters.

Mr. HOLMAN : The amendment on the
amendment provided that at any time the
licensee eould employ his wife or daugh-
ter ahout the licensed premises. He had
no ohjection to raise to that.

Amendment (Mr. Collier’'s) on amend-
ment put and passed.

Amendment as amended put and nega-
tived.

Mr. SWAN moved a furtler
ment—

That the following words be added :—

It is further provided that the fore-

noing clauses shall apply to any male

person employed 1o assist or serve in

or about any bar or in or about the

sale of liquor on the licensed premises.

So far no attempt had Dbeen made to
improve the condition of the male em-
loyees whe at times were very badly
sweated.

Mr, FOULKES: There was an amend-
ment on the Notice Paper in his name
which should be taken first.

The CHATRMAN: The amendment of
the memher for North Perth had priority.

Mr. GORDON: T move that the ques-
tion—

Mr. FOUTKES: While agreeing that
perhaps the amendment of the member
for North Perth should be taken first he
wanted 8 guavantee from the Attorney
(ieneral that the elosnre shonld not be
applied to the clause until he had been

amend-
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given an opporinnity to move his amend-
ment.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL : No
such guarantee could be given. If a sub-
jeet were discussed ad nauseam the Stand-
ing Ovders provided a remedy for any
member. If sueh action were taken
members o the Government side could
not be blamed. Certainly he would like
to protect the Hon. member.

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

Ayes .. . .. 15
Noes .. .. oW
Majority against .2

AYEB.

Mr. Bath Mr. O'Loghlen

Mr. Colller Mr. Price

Mr. Foulkes My, Scaddun

Mr. Gl Mr, Swan

Mr. Gourley Mr. Troy

Mr. Heltmann Mr, Ware

Mr. Holman Mr. Underwood

Mr. MeDowall (Teller).
NQEB.

Mr. Brown 1 Mr, Mitehell

Mr. Bulcher Mr. Monger

Mr. Carson | Mr. Murphy

Mr. Dagllish " Mr. Nanson

Mr. Gordon ! Mr. Osborn

Mr. Gregory Mr, Plesse

Mr. Hardwick " Mr. F. Wllson

Mr. Hnrper * Mr, Leyman

Mr. Male (Teller).

Amendment thus negatived.
Mr. HOLMAX 1moved a forther amend-
menf—
That the following words be added : —
(1) The licensee shall at all times keep
a record book wherein shall be entered
@ correet record showing the time
worked by all females emplayed by him
lo serive in the bar; (2) the record Lool:
shall at all timer be open for inspection
1o any person appointed under the
Aot (3) sueh  person so appointed
shall at all thnes require the licensee 10
verify the entries in such record hool:
in such a manner as may be preseribed.
Tt was necessary to have a provision of
this charaeter to show that barmaids were
not employed for more than 48 houars.
Tt was useless passing a clause saying
that a person shonld not he emploved
mare than a eertain period unless it was
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insisted that a record of the hours worked
should be kept in a record book provided
for the purpose. Unless that was done
the protection the Commstiee were endea-
voaring to afford females would be thrown
away. The book should he open for in-
spection by fhe police. If any doubt
arose as to the aecuracy of the records
there should be power given {o the per-
son appointed under the Aet to compel
the licensee to verify the statements set
down in the hook.

‘The Minister for Mines: Does not the
Faectories Aect provide for what you are
asking?

Mr. HOLMAN: A hotel was not a fae-
fory.

The Minister for Mines: They have to
keep a record of all persons they employ
4nd the hours worked.

(Mr. Brown took the Chair.)

Mr. HOLMAX: There was no sueh
provision for barmaids. Even if there
were such a provision the penalties pro-
vided in the Factories Act would not
adequately meet the case. No harm wonld
be done in expressly laying down the
obligations and responsibilities of the
licensee. The Attorney General shonld
aecept the amendment. which was simply
providing a safegunard.

Mr. BATH: In reply to the Minister
for Mines it should be pointed out that
there was no provision in the Faectories
Act requiring the keeping of records
which could be applied te this measure.
In the Early Closing Act of 1904 it was
provided that no person should employ
a barman or waiter for a longer period
than 56 hours; but that made no provi-
gion for barmaids who were provided for
in this Bill. Seeing that the reeord was
considered necessary in the Early Closing
Act it was only reasonable that it should
be inserted in the Licensing Bill.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: There
was no objection to be offered to the
amendment so far as paragraphs 1 and
2 were concerned. Paragraph 3, how-
ever, was undesivable. If it was claimed
that there were false entries in the book
the onns would he on the licensee to prove
that they were not false.
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Mr. HOLMAN: If the Attorney Geu-
eral was satisfied with the two first para-
graphs it would be sufficient.

The Attorney General: If you withdraw
the third paragraph I will agree to the
first and second.

(Mr. Taylor resumed the Chair.)

Paragraph 3 of the amendment by
leave withdrawn. )

Mr. TROY: Who were the inspectors
whe wonld be responsible for making the
necessary inquiries?

The Attorney General: Clause 149 pro-
vides for the inspectors,

Mr. TROY: There was nothing in
Clacse 149 giving the police power to
inspeet the record books or take action
in regard to them, It had been suggested
that the Early Closing inspector should

.aftend to these duties. That would be of
no value whatever, for, notoriously, that
inspector visited the places already under
his control only onee a year or even once
in two years. There were some things not
to the credit of one of these gentlemen.
There was no use putting in a provision
in the measure unless it was earried out.
The proposal was a step in the right
direction.

3 o'clock a.m.

Amendment (Mr. Holman's) as altered
pat and passed.

Mr. FOULKES moved a
amendment —

That the following be added as a sub-
clauses—(2) No licensee licensed under

o publican’s gemeral license or pergon

managing or conducting any premises
- lcensed under suck a license shall, after

the end of the year 1910, employ any
female, or suffer any female to assist
or serve in or aboul any bar, or in ur
about the sale of liquor om any such
premises, unless such female shall have
been so employed or suffered to agsist
in some such premises in Western Aus-
tralia at some time during the year

1910. Penalty—Fifty pounds.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: The proposal did
not meet the case so well as certmin new
clauses he proposed to move.

Mr. COLLIER suggested that .the
amendment be withdrawn so that the de-

further
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cision on the proposed.new clauses to be
moved by the member for Pilbara might
not be prejudiced. It was an important
question that could not adequately be
dealt with at this early hour of the mora-
ing.

Mr. FOULKES: The proposal of the
member for Pilhara was copied from the
Transvaal Ordinance of 1902, and as the
provisions of that measure covered the
registration of harmaids while the amend-
ment simply dealt with the principle of
the employment of barmaids he would
withdraw the amendment and let the issue
be decided upon the proposed new
clauses,

Amendment by leave withdrawn.

Clause, as amended, put and passed.

Clanse 144—Penalty for permitting dis-
orderly eonduet:

Mr. BATH moved an amendment—

That in line 1, after “drunkenness,”
the word “gambling” be inserted.

This would make it also a penalty for
permitting gambling to take place on
licensed premises. A great deal of the
opposition and resentment shown fo the
saloon interests was becanse of the objec-
tionable mpractices allowed to exist in
saloons which, like those in America,
were purely used to purvey drink. The
occupiers of these saloons resorted to all
kinds of practices in order to encourage
people to go to the saloons and drink. We
should encourage the legitimate house but
no practice should be forbidden more
strongly in connection with a licensed
house than that of gambling.
Mr. TROY moved—
That progress be reported.

- Motion put and a division taken with
the following result:—

Ayes . . .. 13
Noes . . I v
Majority against . 4
. AYES.
Nr. Bath Mr. Price
Mr. Collier Mr. Swan
Mr. gl - Mr. Troy
© Mr. Grarley | Mr. Underwood
Mr. Holmaan N . Mr, Ware
Mr. McDowall [ Mr. Heltmann
Mr. O’Loghlen ’ (Teller).

(ASSEMBLY.]

Nozga.

Mr. Brown Mr. Mitchell

Mr. Butcher Mr. Monger

Mr. Carson Mr. Murphy

Mr. Daglish Mr. Nanson

My, Gordon Mr. Osborn

Mr. QGregory Mr. Plesse
- ‘Mr. Hardwick Mr. F. Wiison

Mr. Harper ; Mr. Layman

Mr. Male (Teller).

Motion thus negatived,

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
amendment was unonecessary. If Clause
152 were referred to it would be seen that
no licensee was allowed to permit his
premises to be used as a common gaming
house, The sections of the Police ‘Act
also prohibited it. THowever, if the
amendment were found to be neeessary
he would have it inserted in another
place.

Mr. BATH: On that assurance he
would not press the amendment,

Amendment by leave withdrawn.

Mr. TROY moved an amendment—

That in line 2 the words “or dis-
orderly” be struek out.

Mr. O'LOGHLEN: Too much power
was placed by the elanse in the hands of
an officious policeman who would he
put in a position almost to ruin the
publican. Tt was possible that a reputed
prostitute or thief might be on the pre-
mises without the publican knowing that
they were persons of evil fame.

Mr. TNDERWOOD: The Atborney
General should give to the Committee a
definition of the two persons mentioned
in the clavse.

Mr. GILL: The eharacter of the licen-
see and also of his house were endan-
gered by the clause, especially when it
was read in conjunction with the clause
which followed, wherein it was stated that
the presence of any reputed prostitute or
thief shonid be prima facie evidenee that
the licensee permitted sueh persoms fo bhe
present with the knowledge that such per-
sons were reputed prostitnfes or thieves.
The Committee should hesitate before
passing the clanse.

Mr. HOLMAN: Such a provision ad
that contained in the clanse was placing
a big disability on a publican. The mem-
ber for Claremont had stated that the
clanse would be inoperative. If that was
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thic case why burden the statute-book with
it? As with dronkenness there were
many degrees of disorderliness, and both
these conditions should be strictly de-
fined in the clause. Again, how could the
licensee be expected to recognise every
person of evil fame who entered wnpon
the presmises?

The CHAIRMAN: The hon. member
would see that the amendment was to
strike out the words “or disorderly.”

Mr. HOLMAN: A disorderly person
should not be classed with thieves and
prostitutes. He knew of a case in
Perth——

The CHAIRMAN: The dien. member
was only repeating the arguments and
illustrations used by other hon. members.
The members for Forrest, for Mt. Mag-
net, and for Balkatta had used precisely
the same arguments.

Mr. Holman: The repetition of an ar-
gument only went to show its strength.

The CHAIRMAN: The hon. member
waounld not be allowed to indulge in tedious
repetition.

Mr. HOLMAN: There was no inten-
tion of so doine. Surely he was entitled
to ask for an explanation of the clanse.
The Atiorney General had gone to sleep
again and——

The Attorney General:
asleep.

Mx. HOLMAN: When the division
bells rang all the sleepers wonld be
awakened and would vote without having
heard the arguments addnced. Another
ease of which he had heard was that of a
man in Perth——

The CHATRMAN: The hon. member
was repeating illusirations already mnsed
by the members for Mount Magnet and
for Forrest—cases which those hon. mem-
bers were in a position to speak about
while the hon. member was mervely re-
peating what the Committee had already
heard.

My, TNDERWOOD: In the event of
the amendment being negatived could the
suceeeding words be struck out?

The CHAIRMAN: In such event the
hon. member would be able to deal with
the remainder of the clause.

Mr, O'LOGHLEN: Tt was desired to
dras attention to the lack of definition

I am not
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in the clause. Why should the Commnyittee
place in the hands of any 'policeman the
powers provided in the olause.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
clanse was to be found in almost every
Licensing Aet in force in the various
parts of the British dominions. Hon.
members lknew perfectly well that they
would not he taking exeeption to a clanse
of this nature were they not determined
—as he had heard the member for Mur-
chison say earlier in the sifting—that no'
maore business was to be done to-night.

Mr. HOLMAN: No such statement
had been made by him. Fe would ask
for a withdrawal.

The Attorney General: If the hon.
member denies 1t T will withdraw,

Mr. O'LOGHLEN: Until five minutes
ago he had not spoken. When he had
risen it was with the object of asking the
Alttorney General if the whole of the
clanse was to apply and whether we were
bo place in the hands of a policeman the
power asked for. He had in mind the
case of a town in the South. A regula-
tion passed in 1882 provided that 1o
licensed victualler in that town should
allow a soldier to be on the prermises after
8 o’clock at night. There was an instance
in which a policeman could use this power
and practically ruin a respectable citizen.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: It was
not proposed to modify the elause in the
slightest particar. The elanse was to be
found in ali measures dealing with licensed
premises. It was a misfortune that the
general public had not an opportunity of
hearing the elass of assertions indulged in
by lon. members when criticising a clanse
of this nature. Hon. members had better
say outvight that licensed houses should
be allowed to be the vesort of persons.
of bad character. The object of the
clause was to prevent this, and if hon.

‘members objected to it they ought to say

so, and let it be clearly understood.

Mr. TROY: The Attorney General
would not be allowed to make insinua-
tions with regard to his (Mr, Troy’s) in-
tenttons in moving the amendment. An
action instituted in which he had been
personally concerned had decided him
that in future, so far as he could give a.
direction to legislation, disorderly eonduct
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should be something more serious than
that with which he had been charged.
It was absurd to provide a penalty of £20.
The Attorney General should not induige
in recriminations or make insinuations re-
garding the attitude of members of the
Opposition.

Mr. SWAN: Notwithstanding the re-
marks of the Aftorney General he {Mr.
Swan) had no seruples about accepting
responsibility for this amendment. Tt
was outrageons to suggest that the hotel-
keeper should he liable to a penalty of
£20 for some slight disorderly conduct
that might take place on his premises and
be beyond his power to prevent,

| o'elock a.m.

Mr, HOLMAN moved-—
That progress be reported.
Motion put, and a division taken with
the following resolt :—

Ayes 12
Noes 17
Majorvity against 5
AYES.
Mr., Bath Mr. W. Prlce
Mr. Collier Mr. Swan
Mr. Gill Mr. Troy
Mr. Gourley Mr. Ware
Mr. Ho!man Mr. Underwood
Mr. McDaowall {(Telier).
Mr. O‘Loghlen
Noks.
Mr. Brown Mr. Mitchell
Mr. Butcher Mr. Monger
Mr. Carson Mr. Murphy
Mr. Daglish Mr. Nansob
Mr. Gordon Mr. Osborn
Mr. Gregory Mr. Plesse
_ Mr. Herdwick Mr. F. Wilson
Mr. Larman Mr. Harper
‘Mr. Male (Teller).

Motion thus negatived.

-Mr. COLLIER: We provided a greater
penalty for disorderly conduet than was
provided in other Statutes. Clause 6
made the fine at least £2, whereas a fine
of five or ten shillings was nsually im-
posed for slight cases of disorderly conduct,

Amendment (Mr. Troy’s) put and neg-
atived.

Mr. TROY moved a Further amend-
ment—

That in Subclause 2, line 1, the words

“or thief” be struck out.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Mr. PRICE: Some definition of “re-
puted prostitute” should be put on re-
cord.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL : It
was a matter of fact to be determined on
the evidence whether a person was a no-
torious prostitute. If it was a matter of
common noforiety and it could be proved
the licensee permitted a woman of that
character to 2o on his premises and re-
main there a conviction would follow.

Mr. PRICE: The next clause provided
that the presence of any reputed prosti-
tufe or thief vpon licensed premises was
to be taken as prima facie evidence that
the licensee permitted her to be present
with knowledge that sueh person was a
reputed prostitute. But there might be no
such knowledge on the part of the licensee,

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: 1In
that easé the licensee could prove he did
not know it. The burden of proof was
on the publican.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: 1t was impos-
sible for the publican to say definitely
that any woman was a reputed prostitute.
The clause should be rendered easily un-
derstood, and so that the publican should
not suffer unless he was knowingly guilty
of an offence.

Mr. BATH: The provisions of the
clause were absolutely necessary for the
proper conduct of licensed premises. Ad-
ministration of these laws erred on the
side of laxity rather than on the side of
severity. Without a provision of this
kind it would be possible for licensed pre-
mises io be the harbour for objectionable
characters.  The pewers in the clause
wounld not be found excessive.

Amendment put and negatived.

Clanse put and passed.

Clanse 145—Evidence of permission of
disorderly conduct:

Mr. HOLMAN : Subelanse 2 meant
that if any reputed thief or prostitme
were found on licensed premises the pub-
lican should be, as it were, put on his
trial and be deemed guilty of bharbouring
them until he could establish his imno-
cence. That was not just.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL : It
would be a very simple maiter for a puh-
lican to show he had not knowingly per-
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mitted a reputed prostitote on his prem-
ises. Such persons were generslly pretty
well known especially in a small commun-
ity.

(Mr. Brown took the Chair.)

Mr. PRICE: There should be a pro-
viso that there should not be a conviction
under the clause against the publican
unless he had been notified of the charae-
ter of the particular person referred to.
The clanse provided a chanee of placing
in the hands of a vindictive policeman a
power he might use unjustly to vent per-
sonal spleen against a publican.

Mr. GILL: Tt was most unfair that
publicans should be expected to know
every reputed bad character in the City,
and for that reason members should
strongly oppose the provision calling
upon a publican to suffer a penalty be-
canse he was ignorant of the character
of persons such as those referred to in
the clanse.

Clause put and passed.

Clause 146—Certain games not to be
played in public-honses after 11.30
o'cloek exeept by bona fide lodgers:

Mr. FOULEKES moved an amend-
ment—

That in line 2 the words “half-past
eleven” be struck out and “ten’” inserted
in lieu.,

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

Ayes .. .. .. b
Noes .. .- .. 25
Majority against .o 20
AvESs.
Mi. Foulkes Mr, Scaddan
Mr. Gill Mr. Bath
Mr. Holinan (Teller).
Noks.
Mr. Butcher Mr. Murphy
Mr. Carson Mr. Nansen
Mr, Collier Mr. O'Loghlen
* Mr. Daglish Mr. Osborn
Mr. Gordon Mr. Plesse
Mr. Gourlay Mr. Price
Mr. Gregory Mr. Swan
Wr. Hardwick Mr. Troy
Mr. Layman Mr. Underwood
Mz, Male Mr. Ware
Mr. MeDowall Mr. F. Wilson
Mr. Mitchell Mr,
Mr, Monsﬁ— (TB”GI').
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Amendment thus negatived.
Mr. PRICE moved a further amend-
ment—

That the words “other than bona fide
lodgers, except under the authority of
an occasional license” be struck ouf:

Mr. UNDERWOOD: The amendment
was deserving of support, If it was de-
sirable to close the ordinary billiard
saloon at 11.30 p.m. it was undesirable
to provide for oceasional licenses for
saloons to remain open after that hour.

Mr. GILL: Surely the Attorney General
would accept the amendment.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: There
was no reason why people should not
play  billiards antil half-past eleven
o’elock at night, and so far as bona fide
lodgers were concerned surely there was
no havm in their playing on after that
hour. The occasional license was of an
exceedingly limited charaecter, for it ouly
allowed the hours fto be extended on
special oeccasions, and then only for one
night under each license.

Mr. FOULKES: It was a pity the At-
torney General could not see his way clear
to agreeing to the amendment, The
clause would give rise to a lot of trouble.

The Premier: There has been no
trouble since 1880.
Mr. FOULKES: That was the Act

hon. members had heen complaining of as
being, hopelessly out of date. With we-
gard to the occasional licenses he had
always complained of the loose manner
in which they were granted. Some of
the hotels became very noisy on those
nights when the bilhard room was opened
under an oceasional license,

Mr. COLLIER: It was becouse the
clause bad been in existence Tor over 30
years that its provisions had endeared
themselves to the Attorney General. In
the opinion of the Atorney General what
was good enongh for the sandalwood dayvs
of Western Australia was good enough
for the State to-day. Why should we
permit games to be played after elosing
hours?

The Attorney Genmeral: They arve not
permitted to the general public.
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*Mr. COLLIER: The lodger might be
mérely a casnal visitor who had paid for
a bed for the night, and who io conse-
quence would be permitied to play
biltiards till dawn.

The Aitorney General: Tt would not be
pérmitted if the licensee chose to elose
up the room.

Mr. COLLIER: Not one in a hundred
publicans  would refuse to allow the
lodgers to play all night if they so de-
sired.

5 deloek am,

Mr. GILL: The principal ohjection was
to the granting of the oecasional licenses.
It was abused under the existing law.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: There
were no occasional licenses under the ex-
isting law. Magistrates had wide powers
to extend the hours, hut that would vanish
with the passing of this Bill.

Mr. GILL: There was a svstem of get-
ting speeinl licenses, and the elanse
under discussion would be interpreted in
very much the same way. He supported
the amendment.

Mr. FOULEKES: There were many
complaints in Perth against the system
of - nceasional licenses. This permission
should not be granted in connection with
tbe playing of billiards.

Amendment puot, and a division taken
with the following result:—

Ayes - .. oo 14
Noes .- .. .. 18
Majority against .. 2
AYRS.
¥r. Bath Myr. Price
Mr. Collier Mr. Scaddan
Mr. Foulkes Mr. Swan
Mr. Gill Mr. Troy
Mr, Gourley Mr. Ware
Mr. Holman Mr. Underwood
Mr. MecDowall (Telier.)
Mr. 0'Loghlen
NoES.
Mr, Butcher l Mr, Mouger
Mr, Careon ' Mr. Muephy
Mr. Doglish ‘ Mr. Naoson
Mr. Gregory Mr, Osborn
¥r. Hardwick ! Mr. Piesse
Me, Horper | Mr, F, Wilson
Mr, Layman Mr. Gordon
Mr. Male ' (Teller.)
Mr. Mitchell +

[ASSEMBLY.]

Amendment thus negatived,

Clause put and passed.

Clause 147—Power to exclude or ex-
pel certain persons from licensed pre-
mises :

Mr, GILL moved an amendment—

That in line 3 the words “or dis-
orderly” be siruck out.

The reason he had for moving the amend-
ment was that the word “disorderly” was
not defined.

Amendment put and negatived.

Clause put and passed.

Clanse 148—agreed to.

Clause 149—Power to enter licensed
premises:

Mr. SCADDAN: The eclanse contained
a provision that an ordinary ecou-
stable on daty could not demand en-
trance to licensed premises nnless he was
anthorised in writing by his superior offi-
cer to do so. Could there be anything
more absurd? .

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: A con-
stable ean go on to licensed premises in
ardinary hours, but not after hours, with-
ont aunthorty from his superior officer.

AMr. SCADDAN: A constable could
enfer in ordinary honrs when all was
quiet, but could not do so withont per-
mission when there was a riot or a row
going on after hours. He moved an
amendment—

That all the words after “force,” in
ling 1, to “way,” in line 4, be struck
out.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: It was
provided by Subelause 4 either that
authority might be given for specifie
cases, or that general authority might he
given. Was it advisable to give a eon-
stable, without reference to his superior
officer, the right to enter licensed houses
in the small hours of the morning, for in-
stance? If the hon. member eonld give
cases where a saperior officer had tried
to sercen publicans it was his duty to
make them known,

Mr, BATH: If the members of the
police force were to be entrusted with the
adininistration of the law surely they
should have power to enforce it on licen-
sed premises. There was no possiility
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of their doing that if, before they could
examine suspected premises, they had to
get anthority from a superior officer. By
the time such authority could be obtained
the licensee would have fixed everything
up. Take the case of gaming on licensed
premises. Conviction depended upon the
promptitude exhibited by the constable.
If the policeman had to go for his
superior officer, and perhaps dig him up
from a private bar, it would be too late.
If there were members of the foree who
could not be entrusted with the power to
administer the law, they should not be
entrusted with the duties of a constable,

Mr. FOULKES: There should be no
objection to the amendment. In country
disiricis a constable's superior officer was
sometimes 20 or 30 miles away, and it
would take g couple of days to get the
permission; the constables should be
trusted to carry out their duties.

Mr. HARPER: A saperior officer of
the police force shonld be entrusted with
a duty such as that proposed in the clause.
He (Mr. Harper) did not look upon
everyone as suspicious charaeters but the
meambers of the police foree were not
always paid a very high salary and one
could not possibly expeet to find a high
standard of character in the Police De-
partment. There was a large number
employed in the police foree and for that
reason it would be a menace to hotel-
keepers to give all policemen the right to
enter a hotel at any time of the night and
wake up the boarders. If a hotel was
suspected of earrying on a trade contrary
to the Act or during prehibited hours it
would be easy enough for the members
of the police force to get written authority
to enter the house. The clause should he
allowed to remain as it stood.

Mr. COLLIER: The Attomey General
ought to defend the officers of the Police
Department against the reflections cast
hy the hon. member for Beverley. The
hon, member told the Commiftee that a
nomber of the members of the police
force were not of good character.

Mr. Harper: I ssid nothing of the
kind.

Mr. COLLIER:
eould not be trusted.

Ard eonsequently
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Mr, Harper: I said you could not,ex-
pect to find the highest standard of eha-
racter in the police foree. ce

The CHATRMAN: The member for
Beverley refutes the statement and it
must therefore be withdrawn.

Mr. COLLIER: There was no doubt
about what the hon. member for Beverley
said and if he did not use those words
the arcument was in the same direction,
namely that the police force could not
be trusted.

Mr. Harper: 1
ceptions.

Mr. COLLIER: The member for Rav-
erley deelared that there were exeeptions
and that it was only those exceptions that
could be trusted. What the Comuwiftee
should know was why a policeman was
entrusted with the administration of other
Acts and was permitted to enter a ware-
honse or other premises if the law -was
being broken there, and was not per-
mitted to enter a publie house if he saw
that the law was being broken. There
were special men who weve fold off for
licensing duty while the rank and file
were not permitited fo interfere. The
Attorney General should justify the con-
dition of things which permitted a police-
man to pass by a hotel where he knew the
Jaw was being broken. One might as
well arm a policeman with written au-
thority to interfere when he saw a bure-
lar at work. Why was sneh a provision
made in the Licensing Bill alone? 1t
was absurd.

The Attorney General: This clause i3
much more liberal than the old clanse,
Previously a policetnan had to get an-
thority from two justices of the peace.

Mr. SCADDAN: Tf the written ju-
struetions were made general then they
were not worth anything. Only reven"f!y
in a police eourt case the magistrate was
surpriced at the lack of duty on the part
of a constable and when questioned this
constable said that he dared nit do otler-
wise until he had received written in-
strietions.  Fvery man was put on duty
and it seemed that he had not to exceed
that duty. The reason why so mnany
eomplaints were heard about breaches of
the licensing law was that the police m:fly

said there were ex-
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went to licensed premises when specially
instracted to do so. A constable should
be able to enler licensed premises at all
times and if he carried out his duties in
such a fashion as to be a menace to the
hotelkeeper then he eould be dealt with
by his superior officers.

(Mr. Taylor resumed the Chair.)

Mr. GILL: 1t seemed that hecause the
law had been on the statute-book for a
ereat number of vears that that was the
reason for its continnance.  The law
whieh applied to all shounid apply to
those engaged in the Hquor traflie and
there should be some authority to deal
with the pevple engaged in this traffie
just as it existed in conneetion with
others. It was ridicalous that the drink
traflic should be protected in such a way.
The Attorney General should give some
substantial reason why this special in-
siruetion should be issned or why special
persons should be told off to see that the
law was carried out. It was making a law
for a special class of persons not deserv-
ing of special consideration.

Anmendment put and a division ealled
for.

Mr. Bath: The vote of the member for
Fremantle would have to be given on the
side of the Opposition; for although
the decision of the Chair had been given
for the side on whieh the member for
Fremantle sat, that hon. member had
ealled “divide,” and therefore his vole
must o with the Oppositien.

Mr. Mwphy: I gave my vole for the
noes.”

The Chairman: If the hon, member
for Fremantle had voted with the “noes”
and called for a division, he would have
to record his vote with the “ayes,” unless
indeed he had called by mistake, If the
hon. member had called for a division he
must vote for the “aves”

Myr. Murphy: I deny having called for
a division,

Mr. Bath: When the leader of the
Opposition accused the Attorney General
of calling for a division the member
for Fremantle had at once admitted that
it was be who called for the division.

[{]
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Mr. Foulkes: When the leader of the
Opposition acensed the Atlorney General
of calling for a division, the Attorney
General denied it and the member far
Fremantle deliberately said, “Tt was T
who called for a division.”

The Chairman: The decision on the
voices had been given in favour of the
“noes,” whereupon the leader of the Op-
position called for a division. There had
then heen rome exchanges between the
Attorney (General and hon. members as
to who had called for the division. He
(the Chairman) did not hear the member
for Fremantle eall for a division, but the
member for RBrown Hill had now
claimed {he vote of the member fuor Fre-
mantle on the seore that the member for
Fremantle had ealled for a division. . The
member forr Fremantle had denied that he
called for a division, and the member for-
Brown Hill wonld have to aecept the
denial.

Mr. Baih: Although the member for
TFremantle had denied calling for a divi-
sipn, more than one member, when the
Attorney General was aceused of having
called for a division, heard the member
for Fremantle say that he, and not the
Attorney General, had called for the
division.

The Chaimnan: The member for Brown
Hill knew that he musi accept the denial
of the member for Fremantle. When an
hon. member denied having said anything,
that denial had to be accepted.

Mr. Bath: Surely the Committee were
not asked 10 accept a denial if the denial
constituted a He.

The Chairman: The hon. member was
seareely in order in putting that view for-
ward.

My, Bath: It was used merely in &
general sense. He (Mr, Bath) bad asked
for a ruling as to whether members were
expected to accept a denial which counld
be proved to be a lie.

The Chairman: The procedure adopted
was that when a statement was made by
an hon. member against ancther, who de-
nied the statement, the denial was ac-
cepted. The member for Fremantle had
denied having ealled for a division. and
the denial must be accepted. The mem-
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ber for Fremantle would be guided by the
dictates of his own conseience as to the
justification for such denial.

Mr. MeDowall: When, on the Attorney
General denying having called for a divi-
sion the leader of the Opposition had
cried to the Attorney General, “Wet your
finger,” the member for Fremantle im-

mediately said, “T called.”

' Mr. Harper: At whose request had the
Chairman ordered the division? Was it
not at the request of the leader of the
Opposition? The member for Fremantle
may have ecalled for a division, bul he
(Mr. Harper) understood that the Chair-
man had ordered the division on the call
of the leader of the Opposition.

The Chairman: The division had been
called for and he immediately rang the
bell in the ordinary conrse and turned the
sand-elass. No further discussion counld
take place on the question. Hon, mem-
bers knew that when an hon. member
denied a statement the denial must be
aceepted. It was not his (the Chair-
man’s) law; it was the custom. and was
provided for under the Standing Orders.

Mr, Holman: An occasion would be
remembersd when an hkon, member had
denied having made a statement, and sub-
sequently it was proved by the produc-
tion of Hansard that the statement had
been made.

Mr. Underwood: Mr, Taylor!

The Chairman: Order!

Mr. Underwood: Order you!

The «Chairman : The hon. member would
have to withdraw that.

Mr. Underwood: I withdraw.

The Chairman: It was not his inten-
tion to eall for any record by Hansard to
decide this point. In his opinion it was
not necessary. He would proceed to pui
the question.

Mr. Seaddan: It was his desire to have
it recorded that, prior to the division bells
ceasing to ving he had drawn the atten-
tion of the Chairman to the fact that the
member for Fremantle had called “di-
vide.” In the first instance he (Mr.
Seaddan) had accused the Attorney Gen-
eral of calling for the division, whereupon
the member for Fremantle had distinctly
stated that it was he who had called
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“divide,” and not the Attorney General
The Attorney General could not but admil
that he had beard the member for Fre-
mantle eall “divide.”

The Chairman: The hon. member had
denied it and hon. members must aceept
that denial. He would proceed to put
the gquestion.

Division resulted as follows:—

Ayes 16
Noes 16
A tie 0
AYxa.
Mr. Bath Mr. O'Loghlen
Mr. Collier [ My, Price
Mr. Foulkes ! Mr. Scaddan
Mr. Gill ! Mr. Swanp
Mr. Gonrley | Mr. Troy
Mr. Heitmann | Mr. Underwood
Mr. Holman Mr. Carson
Mr. Joknson {Teller).
Mr, McDownll
Nogs.
Mr. Brown Mr. Moager
Mr, Butcher Mr. Murphy
Mr. Daglish Mr. Nanson
Hr. Gregory Mr, Gsbaorn
Mr. Hardwick Mr. Plesse
Mr. Harper | Mr, Prank Wilson
Mr. Layman |  Mr, Gordom
Mr. Male | {Tellery.
Mr. Mitchell .

The CHAIRMAN: The casting voie
would be given with the “Noes” in order
that opportunity might be afforded for
further consideration.

Amendment thus negatived.

Mr. COLLIER: Subeclanse 4 needed ex-
planation. Would the Attorney General
explain why it should be necessary to -
have all these limitations to the authority
of the eonstable? It was well known that
there were in the City and suburbs some
hotels practically exempt from the provi-
sions of the Licensing Act, hotels that were
pets with the Commissioner or the Super-
intendent. If a constable did bring a case
against certain hotels visited by his
superior officers he was speedily shified
to some remeote distriet. A constable
vested with authority to visit one hotel
would be unable to visit another hotel
that might need attention. The authority
should not be limited, but shonld be gen-
eral.
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6 o'clock a.m

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
subclause provided thbat the anthority
might be either specific or general. What
more was needed? Did the hon, member
doubt the honesty of the inspectors and
snperior officers of the police force, or
contend that they were not to be trusted
io carry out their duty and that sergeants
and inspectors were in league with
licensed victuallers to prevent the law
being earried ont?

Mr, Collier: Some of them, yes.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
officers of the police forece were quite as
honourable as the hon. member. Having
that confidence in them he did pot pur-
pose to give any further explanation.

Mr. SCADDAN: The eclanse showed
the Attorney General evidently had no
confidence in the police constables. They
were not to be permitted without special
wriften authority to enter licensed pre-
mises. Members who had supported the
Government in ignoranee of the effect of
the vote would learn ifs effect at the next
general elections. This clause lay at the
root of the whole trouble in regard to the
administration of the licensing laws. It
was well known that constables dare not
enter the premises of some of the
favoured publicans. A constable had
been shifted in the manner indiecated by
the member for Boulder for daring to
interfere as mentioned previously. The
officers might be honourable, but it was
humen nature in the police force to tyran-
nise over the constables. Officers hid in
. by-lanes to catch a constable who mighi
speak to some of his friends. The Attor-
ney General should make the promised
inquicy to see whether it was not a fact
that constables conld not enter premises
heeause. they had not the written authorily
to do so.

The Attorney General: They have to
zet authority from a justice of the peace.

Mr. SCADDAN: That showed the in-
justice of it. A constable dared not
move off the footpath because he had not
the authority of a justice of the peace.
That was why erimes were permitted and
canld not be prevented, because constables
were bound down by Acts of Parliament
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and the tyranny of their superior officers
te keep just on the footpath, or be repri-
manded or dismissed from the force. The
Attorney General ought to feel proud of
himself,

Mr. FOULKES: At many public meet-
ings abuse was levelled at the Commis-
sioner of Police for not putting a stop to
breaches of the licensing laws, The Com-
missioner of Police of course eould not
write {o the newspapers to defend bim-
self, bot persons had written to the Com-
missioner challenging him to explain why
certain public houses were exempt, and no
reply was forthecoming. This clause
showed how the eonstables had been hom-
pered. The Minister for Works had at-
tended these public meetings.

The Minister for Works had never
lieard statements of that sort or he would
have brought them under the notice of
the Minister.

Mr. FOULKES : The Minister for
Works had not attended some of the re-
cent meetings. To deputations the Col-
onial Beeretary promised that inquiries
would be made, but nothing more was
heard of them. The provision in the
Bill was drawn from English Statutes
over fifty years old. However, with local
option the restrictions would soon be got
rid of. There would be econtinuous agi-
tation for amendment.

Mr. COLLIER: The manner adopted
by the Attorney General was a convenient
way of disposing of the question. The
Minister was getting arrogant beeause of
the vietories won dnring the night, but
it was really because of his ignorance of
the clause that the hon. member would not
explain why this aunthority to the com-
stable should be limited. He moved an
amendment—

That in line 2 of Subelause 4 after
the word “section” the words “may be
limited to one or more specified occa-
sions, or one or more specified locali-
itigs, or one or more specified premises,
or” he struck out.

Many of the constables were honourable
men, but in certain cases they should not
be gziven the powers conferred by the
clause, He knew an inspector in the
foree who on one oceasion had been drink-
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ing for four hours with a publican in the
latter’s private room. Would the Attor-
ney General say that publican would not
be exempt from the provisions of the
measure? It was common knowledge
that one man well up in the foree in
Perth had more than one favourite hotel.
It was notorious that the officer spent
nearly all his time, day and night, in one
or two particular hotels. The whole
value of the Bill would go for nought
owing to provisions of this kind which
would enable publicans to escape the law,

Mr. BROWN: It was most regrettable
to hear the police force traduced in such
a4 manner.

Mr, Collier: Not the police force, some
members of it.

Mr. BROWN: In certain cases, as pro-
vided by the Bill, police econstables shounld
veceive the authority of their superior
officer to enter public houses.

Mr. HOLMAN: Some of the highest
officials in the foree in Perth were habit-
nal visitors to licensed premises. He had
seen them on some oceasions when they
conld not walk, at all events not a chalked
line, Those were the persons in whom
anthority was placed. The member for
Claremont had said that officers of the
Serviee conld not reply through the Press.
The department the Attorney General ad-
ministered was absolutely rotten in that
respect. Private information of all kinds
was given to the Press from that depart-
ment.

The CHAIRMAN : The Attorney Gen- -

eral’'s department is not under consider-
ation.

Mr. HOLMAN : The administration
borth of that department and the police
force was rotten. If a constable were
given the right te visit one licensed house
he should be able to visit all. No dis-
tinction should be made. There had been
too mueh of one superintendent rolling
abont drinking at other people’s expense
in every licensed and umlicensed premises
in the City.

Mr. SWAN: It was pitiable to see the
innocenee of eertain prominent men as to
the ways of the police forece. The Atfor-
ney (eneral and the member for Perth
seemed horrified at the charges made by
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the member for Boulder against certain
officers. Those charges were supported by
him (Mr. Swan). He kpew of his own
knowledge that officers of the foree in
Perth levied toll on publicans for whisky
and cigars and showed diserimination in
their treatment of the various hotels. As
a general thing the least wealthy of the
publicans came in for the worst deal and
we could only assume that it was because
they were less able to square the inspeetor
or whoever the official might be. Probably
there would be those who wonld try to
twist his words, but when he knew a
thing was a faci he would not seruple
abount sayiug it. He knew these ihings
from his vwn knowledge and that there
were officers whe had acted in the way he
had deseribed. If the Attorney General did
not know it, the reason was that he was
not ecancerned about it, The Attorney
Genernl shonld get a better praetical
knowledge of these matters, or the eoun-
try should get a better Attorney General.

Mr. MURPHY was prepared to stand
beliind the member for North Perth in
the direet charpes he had made against
the Police Department if that member
were prepared to go on and prove what
he bhad said. No member should make
charges such as the hon. member had done
unless he was prepared to support them.
That member had said he knew of his own
personal knowledge that eertain members
of the force had aceepted bribes in cigars
and drinks,

Mr. Swan: This is the twisting of words
I referred to,

Mr. MURPHY: If the hon. member
were prepared to push those matters to
an igsue he wonld stand hehind him. but
if not he had uo right to make such state-
ments.

Mr. SCADDAN : Threats such as those
heard from the Attorney General, the Pre-
mier, the member for Fremantle, and
others would not intimidate members of
the Opposition, who would eriticise in-
dividual members of the Cabinet, members
supporting the Government and public
servants generally when they thought that
such was in the best interests of the pub-
lic.

The Premier: Is that eriticism? Tt is
a direet charge.
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Mr. SCADDAXN: For years past a
Royal Commission into the police foree
had been asked for but had never been
oranted, An inguiry was still badly
needed and, if one were held, startling
information wonld be given before a
Commission which was given a free hand.
We did not want a hole-and-eorner Com-
mission, Information eould easily be ob-
tained as to the tyranny shown towards
constables by certain ofticers. The mem-
ber for Fremantle need not think he conld
intimidate Opposition members. Members
of Parliament had the right to eriticise
publie servants and intended to exercise
it, They were not frightened; the mewm-
ber for Fremantle had struek the wrong
erowd for that. No member of the Com-
mittee conld objeet to the amendment.
Once a constable obtained written auth-
oritv he should not be confined to any
sinple locality.

Mr. HOLMAN: One of the highest
officials in the police foree had been
looked upon as the official for public
houses, In almost every licensed house in
and around Perth one could see drink
being sold after hours. That kind of thing
proved the rotteuness of the police force
amounting almost to corruption. This
had been the state of affairs for a eon-
siderable number of years. There were
only one or two exeeptions in Perth where
liquor could not be obtained after hours.

Mr. MURPHY : There was no intention
on his part to deny the statements made
either by the member for North Perth or
the member for Murchison.” The state-
ments made by these hon. members were
made so emphatically that some inguiry
should be instituted. He (Mr. Murphy)
would stand behind the hon. members to
zet that inquiry.

Mr. JOHNSON: Although a number
of charges had been made it was known
to be a fact that in a large number of
distriets speetal publicans had special
privileges. In Kalgoorlie it was well
known that if one wanted a drink on Sun-
day it could be obtained by going to “So
and s0.” That was due to the faet that
the officers only gave the constables the
right to visit and devote special attention
to certain hotels, When the Labour Gov-
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ernment took office the law was enforeed
and there were many convictions against
publicans who had never been before the
court previously. An agitation was set
on foot and the Government were cen-
sured for permitting the police to apply
the law generally, and so strong was the
feeling that it absolutely decided the elee-
tion in 1905. It was well known that the
present member for Kalgoorlie was re-
turned on two questions, one being that
of rvefusing to permit charges at football
matches on Sundays and the other the
closing of hotels on Sundays. Every pub-
liean combined to provide the sinews of
war to retorn Mr. Keenan. It had been
said that the Opposition had east a reflec-
tion on the police force. The Government,
however, were casting a reflection on a
majority of the officers. The Govern-
ment declared that the officers could do
no wrong but that the police constable
conld do nothing.

The Attorney General: The police enn-
stable might be lacking in diseretion.

Mr, JOHNSON: Why shonld he lLe
lacking in diseretion any wmore than the
officer? The guiding factor was that the
Government had confidence in the officers
and not the gonstables. The want of con-
fidence in the police was not on the part
of the Opposition but of the Government.
The Opposition wanted it to be said that
the police constables on getting the
anthority should be permitted to apply it
generally,

Mr. HOLMAN: Time after time the
Opposition tried to get an inguiry into
the administration of the police force,
and a select committee and even a Royal
Commission had been moved for. He
was sorTy to say that members on that
side of the Hounse had blindly voted
against the Opposition. He had hims=elf
seen the laws broken every nirht, The
law should be administered fairly to all,
but under this system it would be impos-
sible to do that. .All licensed prew.ises
shonld he ireated alike.

The IPREMIER: This question ecuuld
he settled by voting, without deseending
to personal abuse, or the charging of hon.
members with voting blindly, A xood
many members on hoth sides had been
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absent during the debate, but that did not
at all prove that they were voting blindly,
because it was clear that they understood
the amendment. The clanse had been
drafted on South Ausiralian legislation,
so it could be claimed that a pretty good
precedent was being followed. If it was
very bad surely some notice would have
been taken of snek a provision in the
Sonth Australian Aet,

Mr. Holman: The administration is
different there,

The PREMIER : That was scarcely to
be accepted. The existing Act was very
much more stringent in this respect than
was the present measure which the At-
torney General proposed to pass into law.
The existing Act provided that it should
be lawful for any justice of the peace, or
any constable with special authority in
writing signed by ftwo junstices of the
peace. to enter upon the premises; so it
would be seen that under the existing
law a constable muost have the written
authority of two justices of the peace.

Mr. Swan: That is one of the abuses
wo complain of,

The PREMIER: The Bill liberalized
that to a verv great extent. Tf the Bill
were passed a constable would only have
to get the authorily of his superior officer
when he would be able to enter into a
licensed house; so it would be seen that
the clause was very much wider than the
existing law. Hon. members who thought
there should be greater freedom still; who
believed, as did the member for Brown
Hill, that the general members of the
force were to be trusted while the superior
officers were to be eondemned and wounld
have to be dug out from private bars be-
fore this anthority eould be obtained——

The CHAIRMAN: The member for
Brown Hill had not said that.

The PREMIER: Then an apology was
due to the member for Brown Hill. At
any rate, one membher had said it. Per-
haps it was the member for Mt Magnet
who had said that the superior oflicer
would have to be dug ¢ut from a private
bar.

Mr. Troy had not spoken on this.
The Premier shonld withdraw and set a
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good example rather than make these wild
statements.

The CHAIRMAN: When the Premier
mentioned the name of the member for
Brown Hill in this connection he (the
Chairman) bhad drawn the Premier’s at-
tention to the fact that the member for
Brown Hill had not addvessed himself
to the elause, and the Premier had af
ohee necepéed it. As the member for
Mt. Magnet now took exception also, it
would be neeessary for the Premier again
to withdraw.

The PREMIER: The reference to the
member for Mt. Magnet had been rather
in the nature of a query as to whether
or not that hon. member had made the
statement, Certainly some hon. member
had said that saperior officeas would have
to be dug oui from priavie bars to give
the required anthority. If the member
for Brown Hill denied having said it, he
(the Premier) was prepared to accept
the denial. But in a debate on a previous
clause this statement had been made by
sormeone.

Mr. BATH: The statement had been
made in referenee to an interjection by
the member for Gascoyne. He (M.
Bath) had said that the constable would
have to run to his superior officer to geb
the permit; and the member for Gas-
coyne interjected that he would bhave tv
go into the privafe bar to get it, where-
upon he (Mr. Bath) bhad remarked that
possibly the officer would have to he dux
ont of the private bar.

The PREMIER : It was a satisfactory
explanation, He desired to point out
that it was absolutely unjust to reflect on
the superior officers, declaring that they
were not to be entrusted with the giving
of this authority, and tliat the general
members of the force should have full
liberty to enter any licensed house at any
time. Of course, they could enler any
licensed house during the day time, but it
was during the night time that it was
somebimes desirable they should have
anthority to enter. It was only reason-
able that they should have instructions
and permission to take such action. 1E
hon. members bad to put up with that
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sort of thing themselves they would be
the first to ery out. It was much too wide
a power to place in the hands of an ordi-
nary constable, and it was a very easy
matter for that constable to get permis-
sion from his superior officer to take such
drastic action when the necessity arose.
It appeared to him (the Premier) that
we are not going to get any satisfactory
result by abuosing officers.

Mr. Swan: We might get a more satis-
faetory result by kicking them ount of
the force.

The PREMIER ; That was very anfair.
1t was diflienll to see what the hon, mem-
her wounld do with the rank angd file if all
the oflicers were kicked out. It was a
senseless sorl of suggeslion to make, be-
cause the whole force would become a dis-
orgzanised rabble without their officers.
He took exception to (hese constant
eharges flung broadeast in the Chamber,
aceusing departmental officers of evrrnp-
tion and that sort of thing. If the mem-
ber for North Perth had anv information
with regard to wrongdoing so far as offi-
cers were concerned. he had only to drop
a note to the Alinister in charge, or to
him (the Premier) and the case would be
seriously inquired into.

Mr. Seaddan: What, to Conmolly!

The PREMIER: Yes,

Alv. Seaddan: o on.

The PREMIER: That was the sort of
eomment and eriticism whiehl was coming
to be expected from the leader of the Op-
pozition. who, losing his head, made wild
declavations of defiance against the Gov-
ernment. That was not poing to tend to
a solution of the guestion before the Cam-
mittee, If hon, members had this infor-
matien it was their duty to place it be-
fore him as head of the Government,
whereupon he would take care to find out
whether the charges were true or other-
Wise.

Mre, Swan: T asked for a seleet com-
mittee,

The PREMIER: Select committees
never did much good.

Mr. Seaddan: Yel you allowed the
Workers’ Compensation Bill to go to a
select enommittee.
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The PREMIER : Surely the hon. mem-
ber would not compare the two. He would
repeat that if any hon, member having
charges (0 make made them to him in
writing le would see that a proper in-
quiry was held.

Mr. Holman: Here is a charge—the
official Crown Law docwments must have
been used to give this information to the
Press. 1t iz a votten state of affairs.

The PREMIER: All this heat was not
zoing to assist the Commitiee in solving
the guestion under consideration.  The
quesliot wax as to whether o give full
power 1o the constables, or whether to re-
striet it in a moderate way, although giv-
mg very moch wider powers than were
piven under the existing Act. e thought
the clause as printed gave sufliciently wide
power. He did not see why Lhe Commit-
tee should he forced into giving (his well-
nigh unlimited poweyr to every constable.

Me. Collier: It is not propesed to give
it to every canstable, but when speeial con-
slables ave selected for the purpose they
should have weneral powers.

The PREMIER: The power was al-
ready in the clanse. A diseretionary
power must be left to the superior officers;
somebody must deeide as to whether it
was {0 be power for a single house, for
a street, or for a distvict. He was not go-
ing to stand in his place and hear these
officers malianed in ihe way they had
been. He believed they were doing their
duty well. Possibly they might do it even
better, but lhere were only a few public
officers ot whom it could be said that their
duty eould not be done in a strieter way
than they were doing it at the present
time. He did not think that relieving the
head of the police foree and his assistants
of their responsibilities would bring about
a hetter administration of the law. He
cared little how members voted on the
question, but he hoped the Committee
would 2o to a division and settle it.

~

T a'elock am.

Mr. SWAN': It would not he proper to
give constables a free hand to enter hotels
at any hour of the might, but no dis-
crimination should be shown. That was
why he supporied the amendment, If the
Premier's interpretation of a proper in-
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quiry was the same as his (Mr. Swan's)
it would be one’s duty to ask for it, but
there was absolutely no hope of getting
a fair and square inquiry from the pre-
sent” Administration. It would be a white-
washing institution ¢he same as pretty
well every commission or committee ap-
pointed by them. Therefore it was no
use wasting fime in attempting to get an
inquiry. The only hope was to get a new
Administration,

Mr., BATH: We should liberalise the
proposal in the Bill so that constables
supposed to be in charge of the adminis-
tration of the law would have sufficient
power granted {0 them, because it was one
of their duties that daily came within
their purview, and because they could not
fulfil their duties without being entrusted
with this power, If fhere were consiables
in the foree to whom, through unfitness, it
was nof desirable to extend this power, it
was the plain duty of the Administration
to deal with them; it was no argument
against entrusting officers of the law with
what they should certainly be called upon
to enforce if the law was to be properly
administered. There were grounds for

complaint against the heads of the force.”

When the Sandstone railway was being
opened and the present Premier was
there. a matter was brought under his
{Mr. Bath’s) notice showing there were
grounds for complaint against the head
of this administration. At the hotel where
he {Mr. Bath) was billetted the police
officer who would, under this clanse, have
the right to issue an authority, and the
police officer under his control remained
at the door on the Sunday, and were
making inquiries and compelling the
administration of the law: but the specta-
tors from the football mateh were per-
mitted to go further up the street and gzo
openly into the hotel where the Premier
was staying.

The Premier: You do not eonnect the
two circumstanees?

Mr. BATH: No: hut it was evidence
that there was favouritism in the admini-
stration. TFurther, the licensee and others
who were responsible citizens of Sand-
stone informed him that there were other
instances where simifar favouritism had
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been shown, and that the matter had been
respestfully brought under the notice of
the Commissionexr of Police, yet no
action was taken. It was evidence some
change was needed. 'We could only secure
effective administration by giving to some
of the officers of the law that general
power which the Bill sought to confer
upon them,

Mr. FOULKES: How many police
eonstables were there in the Perth magis-
terial distriet anthorised to enter public
houses ®

The Attorney General:
tion is mot available,

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

The informa-

Ayes 15
Noes 17
Majority against 2
AYES,
Mr. Bath Mr. O'Loghlen
Mr. Colller Mr. Price
Mr. Foulkes . Mr. Scaddan
Mr. Gill I Mr. Bwan
Mr. Gourley Mr. Troy
Mr. Holman Mr. Underwood
Mr. Johnson My. Heltmann
Mr. McDowall (Teller).
Noes.
Mr. Brown Mr, Mitchell
Mr. Butcher Mr. Mongor
Mr. Daglisa Mr. Murphy
Mr. Gregory Mr. Nanson
Mr. Hardwick | Mr. Osborn
Mr. Harper i Mr. Plesse
Mr. Jacoby Mr. F. Wilson
Mr. Layman , Mr. Gordon
Mr. Male ' (Teller).

Amendment thus pegatived.

Clause put and passed.

Clauses 150 and 151—agreed fo.

Clause 1562—Forfeiture of licenses after
repeated conwietions:

Mr. BATH moved an amendment—

That in line 10 of Subclause 1 the

words "“if they think fit” be struck out.
The effect would be to make it mandatory
on the magistrates to forfeit the lieense
of a publican convicted for the second
time for keeping & eommon gaming honse
on licensed premises. In the interests of
the clean conduct of licensed premises no
diseretion should he permitted in this

respect.
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The ATTORNEY GENERAL: This
clause not only dealt with the guestion
of gambling, but also with convictions
under Clauses 110, 111, 119, and others.
It was possible, although not probable,
that there might be extenuating cir-
cumstences, and there was really no
reagson why the justices should not be
given s certain discretion. Magistrates
and justices administered justice through-
out the Btate very satisfactorily, and
such legisletion s this should be left
in their hands. We were too prone to
consider that these persons placed in
respongible positions, who were carefully
chosen to administer justice, should be
deprived of all discretionary powers.
It would be wise to leave this matter
in the hands of the magistrates or
justices.

Mr. BATH: In Sydney there was an
effective Sunday-closing law. There the
hotels were absolutely closed on Sunday,
and the law was not broken in the same
way it was here. The reason the author-
ities had been able to enforce the law
and compel absolute Sundeay-closing was
that for a second offence against the
Act there was compulsory forfeiture
without any discretion. There was a
period of five years during which it was
impossible for the licensee found guilty
of an offence being able to abtein another
license. The publicans there realised
that it was essential that they should
keep their premises in accordance with
the law. 1If the amendment were carried
better administration of the measure
would be ensured as licensees would,
in their own interests, observe the pro-
visions of the measure.

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

Ayes . .. .. 15
Noes .. .- .. 19
Majority against .. 4
AYEA.
Alr. Balh Mr, McDowall
Mr. Collfer Mr. O'Loghten
Mr. Foulkes ™Mr. Price
Mr. GIN Mr. Beaddan
Mre. Gourley Mr. Bwan
Mr. Heltmann Mr. Troy
Mr. Holman Mr. Underwood

Mr. Jobnson (Talter).
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Noes.
Mr, Brown Mr. Male
Mr. Butcher Mr. Mitchell
Mr. Caracn Mr. Monger
Mr. Daglish Mr. Murphy
Mr. George Mr. Nanson
Mr. Gregory Mr. Osbarn
Mr. Hardwick AMr. Plesse
Mr., Harper Mr. F. Wilcon
Mr. JFacoby Mr. Gordon
Mr. Laymon | {Teller)-

Amendment thus negatived.

Clause put and passed.

Clause 153—agreed to.

Clause 154 Forfeiture of license in
certain cases :

Mr. HOLMAX - Paragraph (d) of the
clause provided that if the licensee
allowed his premises to become ruinous
or dilapidated, upon complaint thereof
and proof before two iussices of the peace,
such justices mizht declare such license
to be forfeited. A similar provision
appeared in the existing Act, and he
would like to know what had been done
in the past to see that it was carried out.
His experience in travelling through
the various districts of the State was that
the asccommodation at many of these
licensed houses was disgracefal. Unless

"the provision were to be carried out

it was no use inserting the clause in the
Bill. The guestion was to be settled
by two justices ;; were they to be gentle-
men of the type of Nicholson, or Glick,
or Click, or whatever his name was? It
would be absurd for justices like that
to deal with the gquestion.

Mr. Johnson: What about Grenike ?

Mr. HOLMAN : Considering the
justices there were In the State there
should be some better rafeguard than
the necessity to have cases, such as were
provided for under the clause, brought
before two justices. Time after time
the Government had refused to appoint
justices who were direct representatives
of the people in various centres, and did
80 in order to appoint men for their own
purposes. P ’ .

The CHATRMAN : This clause did
not deal with the appointment of justices
of the peace. . . . . .

Mr. HOLMAN : The offenders against
the clause had to be tried before justices
of the peace. and surely he conld criticise
the persons before whom such applications

T
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were to be made. Justices like Glick
or Click—

Mr. Brown: Or J. W. Croft.

Mr. HOLMAN: Or H. Brown and a
few others. In all probability if it
came to & question of measure by the
bushel that of Mr. Croft would show
s far better measure than thet of H.
Brown. It would be unfair to membars
opposite to mention other justices for
the whole of the State. Instead of
having the provisions in the clause decided
before justices they should be taken
before the licensing court. No com-
plaints could be made about the majority
of the justices of the peace, but there
were some who were not desirable by
any means.

The CHATRMAN : The clause under
discussion was not the appointment
of justices of the peace; it dealt with
the forfeiture of licenses after repeated
convictions.

Mr. HOLMAN : It provided that two
justices of the peace might forfeit a
license, and & member was in order in
saying that they should go before more
responsible people than justices of the
peace appointed in the way we lmew
they were appointed. Surely that was a
legitimate argument.

"The CHATRMAN : The hon. member
could advance an argument aa to why he
should go to the higher authority, but
there should be no criticism of justices
of peace and the method of appointments.

Mr. HOLMAN: There was justifi-
cation in saying that justices appointed
as they had been appointed were not
competent to adjudicate on these cases ;
they had mneither legal knowledge nor
treining. It seemed that every time
he {Mr. Holman) rose, the Chairman
called him to order, while the member
for Perth was allowed to criticise even
an hon. member's private house. .

The CHAIRMAN : The hon. member
was not in order in criticising what had
taken place.

Mr. HOLMAN : Then he would desal
with the question of justices, and say
that justices of the peace, or some of
them, owing to the fact that their
appointments were made in an underhand
mennet were not the proper people to
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adjudicate. If two justices were going
to be placed in the position to declare
whether a license had to become forfeited
the licensee should have the power of
appealing to some one else. Why was
it that the justices were selected to
adjudicate in matters of this kind and
why had the licensing bench been leit
out ¥ As atiention had been drawn to
the matter it was to be hoped it would
receive consideration. A system snch
as that might have served well years
ago when no licensing courts existed and
everything was virtuaily controlled by
justices of the peace, but it would not
do at the present time.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
greatest possible care had been taken
in drafting the clause, and it had not been
taken holus bolus from an old Act, as
had been suggested. It was precisely
the same provision a3 was to be found in
the most recent Licensing Aet passed in
South Australia in 1908 when the Labour
Government were in power. o

Mr. Holman : All your Acts are made
up by scissors and paste.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
hon. member made it difficult to meet
him, because if one were to give way on
this question and refer the matter to
the licensing bench and not to justices
of the peace, that too would be criticised,
because it would be said that the justices
could not be trusted. The justices in
Waestern Australia were fully equal to
the justices in the Eastern States. This
provision had been in force formerly
and had not proved objectionable, and
that might be taken ag showing that
justices had exercised the jurisdiction
conferred upon them wisely when cases
had come before them. One would
imagine from the manner in which the
member for Murchison spoke of the
powers of justices that they had no powers
other than those given under the clause
in question. The very widest powers
were given to justices of the peace under
the Justices Act, and if they could be
trusted under the Justices Act surely
they could be trusted to administer the
law in this particular. If the hon..
member knew of cases where justices had
not administered the law as it should
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have been administered he should bring
them forward and they could be inquired
into.

Mr. FOULKES: The clause gave
power to justices to deal with the question
of renewal of licenses in the event of the
premises not being in a satisfactory
condition. Up to the present time the
licensing magistrate had had that power,
and the Bill took the power away from
the . magistrate and conferred it upon
two justices. These justices, however,
practically had the power to lay down
the standard of management with regard
to public houses. We would have two
jurisdictions dealing with this question.
The Attorney General had said that this
was taken from the South Australian
Act. It was to be remembered that
that Act had been passed ander con-
ditions very different from ours. Para-
graphs (d) and {(¢) were almost in con-
tradiction one of the other ; moreover
there was po standerd lsid down in the
Bill as referred to in paragraph (c)

Mr. HOLMAN : The whole foundation
of the South Australian Act, from which
this provision had been teken, was on a
bLasis entirely different from ours, It
was this piecemeal business of fixing
up 8 Bill with scissors and paste that
had ruined the Arbitration Act. When
dealing with a consolidating measure

we should guerd against the ineclusion -

of mistekes which might upset the use-
fulness of the Bill It was almost cer-
tain that the clause taken from the
South Australien measure would not
suit our conditions. There was no
reason why two justices should be placed
in a position to say that a license should
be forfeited. This power ‘should be in
the hands of the licensing bench, who
alone knew what standard was required.
Under the proposed system the licensing
bench would set up one standard, and
the two justices another. And if two
justices of Perth happened to remove
down to say, Katanning, they would,
in all probability, require in Katanning
the standard they had been accustomed
to in Perth. The Attorney Genera)] was
not seized of the importance of the point
or he would never have brought down
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such an inane suggestion as that con.
tained in the clause.

The CHATRMAN : The hon. member
was not in order in using that adjective.

Mr. HOLMAN : Then it would be with-
drawn. Responsibility should not be
placed on the shoulders of two justices,
seeing that the licensing bench was the
proper body to carry it. Some provision
gshould be made that if the justices de-
clared a license void the licensee should
have the right of appeal to & higher
court.

Mr. GEORGE : There was a good deal
of weight in the complaint of the member
for Murchizson as to the two justices.
Seeing that the Bill provided for a duly
constituted court to deal with licenses
he could conceive of no adequate reason
why the question of dealing with dilapi-
dated premises should be taken from
the jurisdiction of that court. It was
hopeless to expect good work from
divided authority. He desired to move
an amendment to strike out the words
“ any two justices of the peace ™ in line
2 of paragraph (@) with a view of sub-
stituting ‘' licensing court.”

8 o’clock a.m.

Mr. PRICE : Paragraph (¢} stated that
if the holder of a publican’s license
‘“failed to maintain such premises and
accomunodation at the standard re-
quired,” and (d) said, * Allowed such
premises to become ruinous and dilapi-
dated.” What was the standard ?

The Attorney General: Clause 49
provided the standard. The hon. mem-
ber did not know the Bill,

Mr. PRICE : Clause 49 provided that
certain accommodation should be pro-
vided for travellers. The Bill did not
explain what the standard required
meant. On going through the Bilt
clause by clause one could glesn a
general knowledge of what was required,
but that was not the standard.

Mr. FOULKES: A standard was re-
quired by the Act. There was &
standard laid down by Clause 49, bat that
standard was framed in 1880 in Western
Australis, and was a suitable standard
at that time. It required two sitting
rooms and two sleeping rooms. Although
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that might have been good enough in
1880 it was not good encugh to-day.

The Attorney Genersl: We had passed
the standerd in Clause 49 ; why c¢riticise
it now ?

Mr. FOULKES : The licensing magis-
trates were very doubtful as to what
powers they had under the Act. They
did not know if they could refuse to
renew licenses if sufficient accornmo-
dation was not provided by the licensee.

+Mr. GEORGE : It was open to mem-

hers to state what they required as the
standard. Clause 49 gave a standard
and if that was not sufficient members
should indicate to the Attorney General
what was required, and probably he
would recommit the c¢lause later on.

Mr. COLLIER: Why was mnot the
usnal practice being followed in con-
nection with all-night sittings ; for the

Chairman to leave the Chair for break- '

faat.

Mr. SCADDAN : It had been arranged
that the Chairman should Jleave the
Chair ot & quarter past cight until hali
past nine.

Mr. COLLIER :. It was not a matter
of arrangement ; the usuml practice
should be followed.

Mr. UNDERWOOD : In that case he
would move that progress be reported.

The PREMIER moved—

That the sitting of the Commitiee be

suspended until 930 a.m.

Motion put and passed.

Stitting suspended from 812 to 930 a.m.

Mr. FOULKES
ment—

That in Paragraph (¢) the words

“ thereof at the standard required by

thiz Act,” be struck out and “* required

by the licensing bench,” be inserfed in

Tieu.

Mr. COLLIER : The amendment was
‘not a wise one. If it was correct that
the standsrd was provided by Clause
49, which he believed was so, it would
be betier for the Committee to fix the
standard than that it should be left to the
discretion of the Hoensing court. In
Clause 49 there was -a definite instruc-
tion to the.ocourt as ‘to what accommo-
datidn should -be. provided, while: the

moved an amend-
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smendment gave the bench a discretion.
The amendment was contrary to Sub-
clause 1 of Clause 49.

'Fhe Premier : Clause 49 provided all
that was required.

Mr. HOLMAN: Clause 49 provided
the least possible standard of saccom-
modation that was required and the
licensing bench could not go below that.
The accommeodation of an hotel would
be provided according to the needs of
the locality.

Mr. JACOBY : The amendment was
hardly in order because it would over-
ride the minimurmn set out in Clause 49.

The CHAIRMAN: The amendment
before the Chair was that certain words
be struck out with the object of inserting
other words.

Mr. Holman : The amendment was an
improvement on the clause.

Mr. WALKER, : Notwithstanding that
the amendment was an improvement
the licensing bench was only human
while the Act was definite. The standard
was fixed by Clause 49 and that standard
the licensing bench could not go below.
The bench might in some cases go below
the standard if discretion were allowed
and then the Bill would be contradictory
because in cne part we would fix & stan-
dard and in another place we would
allow & wvariation of it. In all our
modern legislation he had a decided
objection to leave matters in the hands
of persons to do as they liked. Some
licensing benches would be open to in-
ducements and representations of those
who wished to atart an hotel perhaps
in some uncivilised part without having
the accommodation that was necessary.

Mr. HOLMAN : The idea of the mem-
ber for Claremont was that the standard
to be set by the licensing bench should
not be below the standard in the Bill,
and the standard in a populated distriet
would be higher than that in a sparsely
populated place.

Mr. JOHNSON : The amendment was
absolutely necessary. -No standard was
laid down in the Bill.  Clause 49 seid
that -at least there must be two sitting
rooms andtwo sleeping rooms ; that was
a atandard of secommodation, but there
was no standard of maintenance of that
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accommodation. The rooms might be
allowed to become dilapidated after
having been provided. Unless we placed
the responsibility on the licensing bench
parapraph (¢} would mean nothing.

Mr. BOLTON : If a lieense was issued
for premises with 12 rooms, that accom-
modation was endorsed on the certifi-
cate ; but if in the course of time the
accommodation was increased to 18
rooms, by the amendment the court
would have the right to ask for the
maintenance of the 18 rooms ; otherwise,
by the clause as printed, the standard
need only be maintained at 12 rooms.

Mr. WALKER : What was asked for
was provided in the Bill. Clanse 49
fixed a minimum standard, which could
be added to but ecould not be decreased.
Authority was given to the licensing
court to add to the standard, and fix
conditions, and insert those conditions
in the certificate. Then Clause 154,
which the Committee were dealing with,
absolutely compelled the continuance of
the standard fixed. If we withdrew
the standard and made it at the dis-
cretion of the licensing court, the stand-
ard disappeared, and Clauses 49 and 154
would be consistent. Once additions
were made they would have to be main-
tained ; otherwise, according to_ the
penalty in paragraph (d) of Clause 154,
the license would be voided. Nothing
could be more specific.

10 o'clock a.m.

Mr. JOHNSON : There was & differ-
ence between the two clauses, which was
nmade clear by the fact that penalties
were provided under each. Clause 49
was self-contained, consequently where
there was another clause dealing with
another penalty it was evident that the
latter dealt with another matter alto-
gether. If the standard of Clause 49
were not earried out there was a penalty
provided, therefore that clause was done
with. Clause 154 provided another
phase of the case altogether. To over-
come the difficulty the member for

Claremont desired to provide that the
licensing bench should deal again with the .

question under Clause 154. It should be
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provided that the licensing bench should
see that the standard was maintained.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL : Clause
154 conferred a jurisdietion exercised by
justices, Clause 40 conferred a jurisdic-
tion exercised by the licensing bench.
In Clause 49 the penalty was that until
the licensing bench were satisfied with
the conditions imposed by the measure
they could suspend the license.

Mr. Johnson: The clause also dealt
with the question of maintaining.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL : There
was an additional power that justices
might condemn. If it were desired fo
take speedy action when the licensing
court were not sitting—for they only
met once in six months—then there
was recourse to justices. The term
* standard required by this Act,” meant
the minimum standard, plus the addit-
tional conditions imposed in respeet to
such licenses by the licensing court by
the authority of and under the Bill.
The Court derived their power from the
Act, therefore, the standard taken by
the licensing court was the standard
required by the Act.

Mr. HOLMAN : What was the stand-
ard required by the Bill ! There must
be at least two sitting rooms and two
bedrooms.

The Attorney General:
conditions imposed by the
court 7

Mr. HOLMAN : If the justices pro-
vided for in Clause 154 were replaced

Plus the
licensing

by the licensing court, as provided in

Clause 489, his requirements would' be
met.
Amendment put and negstived.
Mr. JOHNSON moved a further
amendment—
That in line ! of Paragraph (d) the
word “ruinous’ be struck owt and
“ unguitable” inserted in lieuw.
The word ruinous was too broad, for
premises should not have a license for a
long time before it reached the stage of
runiation.
Mr. GEORGE: Subciause 8 of Clause
49 said—
If any such licensed house shall
cease to be provided with the accom-
modation required by this section or
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by the conditions inserted in the
certificate, the licensing court, upon
proof thereof to its aatisfaction, may
suspend the license until such ac-
eommodation is provided.
The meaning of that was that the ac-
commodation, as based upon which the
licenses were granted, should be main-
tained at a comfortable and decent
standard. The provision for bringing
that about was contained in Clause 49.
If the premises became dilapidated or
were not kept in order, the licensing
bench would say the bailding should be
put into proper repair or the license
would be suspended. 1If that work was
not properly done they could come along
with the penalty and that penalty was
that the license would be declared void.

Mr. Johnson: What does *f rainous ™
mean ?

The Attorney General: In a state of
ruin.

Mr. WALKER: The member for
Guildford was substituting one vague
word for another.

The Attorney General:
than the other.

Mr, WALKER : That was so.

Mr. Johnson: Suggest a word.

Mr. WALKER: A word should be
suggested that had e definite meaning,
not one that was elastic like * suitable.”
The hon. member should not insist upon
taking out the word * ruinous.”

Mr. JOHNSON: Could & building
maintain its license with safety to the
public before it becarme ruinous ! It
should lose its license before becoming
ruinous. His desire was that the building
should lose the license before it became
ruinous.

Mr. Walker: The definition of * ruin-
ous”’ was ruin or tending to cause ruin.

Mr. BOLTON: The difficulty wonld
be overcome by leaving in the word
“ruincus ™ and adding * unsuitable.”
Perhaps the member for Guildford would
withdrew his amendment in favour of
that suggestion.

Mr. UNDERWOOD : The smendment
should not be withdrawn, The Com-
mittee should endeavour to state what
was wanted and not supply a continuous
run of synonyms. The licensing court

More vague

would have to determine whether the
premiees were unsuitable for the purpose
for which they were licensed, therefore
* unsuitable ** was the best word, * Suit-
able ”’ meant suitable for the purpose
for which the buildings were licensed,
Some people considered the building
in which members were was not suitable
for a Parliament House while there were
some people who oonsidered it was
suitable for—

Mr. George: A lunatic asylum.

Mr. UNDERWOQOD: And =some
people considered that the people in it
would make suitable inmates. There
were some people who considered Govern-
ment House would be suitable as a
university, yet no one would argue
that Government House was ruinous.
The word proposed by the member
for Guildford was positively the best
obtainable for the purpose; in fact
it was ‘‘ suitable.”

Amendment put snd negatived.

Mr. GEORGE moved & further amend-
ment— .

That in line 2 of paragraph (d) the
words *‘ any two justices of the peace™
be struck owt.

The best people to deal with these
matters would be the licensing court
who had created the liconses,

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
parageaph as it stood allowed any mem-
ber of the public to complain, and apply
to have the license forfeited ; and if
such complainant could substantiate
the case the power would lie with the
justices to give effect to the clausc. That
was one jurisdiction. Supposing no-
body come forward to lay & comaplaint,
there was the jurisdiction of the licensing
board, which would meet once a quarter ;
and if that board knew of its own know-
ledge that the conditions had not been
complied with it could declare the license
to be forfeited. It was a double pre-
caution. The procedure had been in
force for something like 30 years, and so
far as he knew there had been no com-
plaint. It was a fairly good assumption
that it was a satisfactory system.

Mr. Foulkes : It is nothing of the sort.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL : It was
a law to be found not only in Western
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Australia, but in the other States of the
Commonwealth, and, therefore, evidently
it was one that had been found beneficial,

Mr JACOBY : The clause appeared
to put too great power into the hands of
the justices, who might, without just
cause, forfeit a license and practically
ruin the licensee. It would be wiser to
leave the licensing bench to deal with
the matter.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Since
the prineipal Act had passed there had
been some 12 amendments of the Wines,
Beer, and Spirits Sale Act. In not one
of these amendments had it been sug-
gested that this particular amendment
should be made.

Mr. Holman : We have never had such
& bench before.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Some
hon. members might be of opinion that
an elective tribunal was likely to be more
satisfactory than one appointed direct
by the Crown. He did not think so.
However, the matter was ons which
members might argue all day and still
hold the same opinion upon.

Mr. GILL: It was to be hoped the
amendment would be carried. The jus-
tices were practically irresponsible per-
sons, and were appointed in a manner
which did not always meet with the
approval of members of the Committee.
These justices were not public men in
any sense of the term, and there was
always the danger of their being used
for s purpose not in the best interests
of the people.

Mr. HUDSON : The amendment was
deserving of support. Limifing the de-
cision in matters of this kind to the
jurisdiction of two justices was not in
consonance with the rest of the Bill
Having established a eourt of elective
members, with a police magistrate armed
with a casting vote and wielding greater
influence than the other members of the
Courf, it would be better to leave the
decision to the licensing bench established
under the Bill. A suggestion’ had been
made that progecutions of this nature
might be m&da by a member of the
gencral publié¢.” He had never heard of
any such prosecutions uhder -any sumlar
Act. - .
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The Attorney General: There was &
case at Wulkaway a little time ago..

Mr. HUDSON : Probably that case had
been instituted on the report of .an
inspector, If the inspectors did their
work a little better than was the practice,
there would be more prosecutions, and
consaquently an improved c¢lass of
hotels. He intended to support the
amendment.

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

Ayea .. .. 19
Noes .. . .. 18
Majority for .. 8
AvEa.
Mr, Bath . Mr. Hudson
Mr Bolton Mr. Jacoby
Mr. Carson Mr. Johpson
Mr. Colller Mr. Murphy
Mr. Foulkes Mr. O’Loghlen
Mr. George Mr. Price
Mr. Gl Mr. Scaddan
Mr. Harper Mr. Troy
Mr. Heitmann Mr. Swan
Mr. Holman (Teller).
Nogs.
Mr. Brown Mr. Monger )
Mr. Butcher Mr. 8. F. Moore
Mr. Cowcher Mr. Nanson
Mr. Daglish Mr. Osborn
Mr. Gregory Mr. Plesse
Mr, Hardwick Mr. F. Wilson
Mr. layman i Mr. Gordon
Mr. Male . (Teller).
Mr. Mltchell i

Amendment thus passed.

Mr. GEORGE moved a further amend-
ment—

That the words " licensing court" be
ingerted and all consegquential alterations
made.

Amendment passed.

Mr. HOLMAN: What was to be
considered & reasonable time &s prov:ded
in the clause ?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: . If
an earthquake were to strike the Palace
Hotel time must be allowed for -re-
building.

Clause as previously amended put.
and passed .

Clause 156—{Clubas, thmmary}-—-ln
terpretation :

Mr. HOLMAN : What was tho differ-
-ence between & registereds club -and an



unregistered club * Why should there be
illegal bodies termed clubsa.

The Attorney General: Unregistered
chibs were those applying for regis.
tration or with certificates suspended.

Clause put and passed.

Clause 156—Registration of clubs:

Mr. BATH moved an amendment—
. That the following stand as Subclause

2 —* No registration granied to a club

wnder this part of the Act shall authorise

the sale or supply of liquor during
those hours or on such days as the
sale of intoxricating liqguors <z pro-

hibited wnder Sections 110 and 111

of this Act.”

Though the attempt to include clubs
in the provision for a local option poll
hed feiled, sti)l we should impose on
clubs the same conditions that applied
to other purveyors of intoxicating liguors,
The Bill waa an effort to control the
sale and consumption of intoxicating
liquors, and if it was necessary to impose
penalties on the premises of licensed
victuallers which were in the light of
dey and were supposed to get effective
supervision, was it not equally, if not
more, necessary that similar conditions
should apply to the sale of liquor in
registered clubs where the sale of liquor
was more secret ? The amendment
would enforce the same conditions and
insist- on the same prohibited hours so
far as clubs were concerned as already
applied to the premises of licensed
victuallers,

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
effect of the amendment was that no
liquor should be sold in a club efter
11-30 st night, and that no liquor
should be diunk or consumed on club
premises on any Sunday, Good Friday,
or Christmas day. To be consistent the
hon. member should have provided that
liquor should not be consumed in private
houses on those days. Clubs were co-
operative concerns, that were not run
for private profits, proprietary clubs
being abolished by the Bill, and any
profits made by them were devoted to
improving the accornmodation. The way
to defeat the Bill was to try to drive
‘clubs out. of existence. There would
be ‘little .chance' of the Bill becoming
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law if we applied to clubs the drastic
provisions suggested. The provisions in
the Bill were already drastic enough.
A club counld be deprived of its certificate
if it was not conducted in good faith
as a8 club, or was kept or habituslly
used for any unlawful purpose, or mainly
for the supply of liquor, if there was
frequent drunkenness in the c¢lub prem-
ises, if persona in a state of intoxication
were frequently seen to leave the club
premises, if the club was conducted in
& disorderly manner, or if illegal sales
of liquor took place in the club premises,
and so on. Full powers of inspection
of club premises by the police were
provided, and generally clubs were
under stricter supervision. What was
in the Bill was A great advance on
anything at present in force with regard
to clubs in the State, but it would not be
well to press restrictive conditions too
far.

Mr TROY: In other words, the
Aitorney General said, “ Hands off
clubs.” Would the Attorney General
drop the Bill if the amendment were
applied to clubs ?

The Astorney General: No.

Mr. TROY : Did the Attorney General
mean that the clubs had s0 much in-
fluence among members of this House
or another place that they would rather
prevent the Bill from passing than he
interfered with ?

The Attorney General:
posgible.

Mz, TROY : Then it was a condition
of affairs not creditable to Parliament.
What was the use of discussing a measure
if members were to be influenced in
such & manner ? °

The Attorney Genmeral: I assume the
hon. member wants the Bill to become
law.

Mr. TROY: Undoubtedly, but not
if it was not an equitable and fair measure
all round. No reason was advanced
why clubs should not be treated similarly
to other licensed premises. There was
no reason why clubs should be kept
open after 11-30 at night.

Mr. Butcher: Would you close
private houses as weoll at 11-30 !

That is quite
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+ Mr. TROY : Clubs were public houses.
One could go into & club and get a
drink at any time and those institutions
should be treated the same as any other,

11 o'clock a.m.

Mr. HUDSON: There was a great
difference between a public house and
& club ; in the former place the business
was to sell liquor, while in a c¢lub there
was no such desire.

Mr. Angwin: In a club the member
gets drunk and is put to bed, while
in a hotel he gets drunk and gets run in.

Mr. HUDSON: That had not been
his experience, whatever that of the
hon. member might have been. The
advantage provided by a club waa that
& man might have comfort without
being forced to spend money at the
bar. He had never known drunkenness
in the clubs to which he belonged.
The liquor reformers would be wise if,
rather then fight against, they en-
couraged the establishing of clubs. That
had been done in England and had been
the best means of minimising the drink
traffic, In what public house could a
man go and spend an evening without
being forced to drink ? He was opposed
to the amendment.

Mr. BATH: The Attorney General
had tried to draw & paralie]l between e
club and s private house. The Minister
had also said that there was no division
of profits among members, as any
profite obtained were devoted to the
provision of other comforts and con-
veniences, Although there might be
no division of profits in coin of the
realm, there was a substantial division
in the shape of additional comforts for
the enjoyment of members. There was
also the fact that in clubs meals and
drink were able to be obtained at & more
moderate price than elsewhere; this
was the result of the profits obtained.
The attempt to draw o parallel between
in a club and & private house was absurd.
In the latter ease a man who took liquor
home was not able by its consunmption
to build himself & new wing to his house.
A mean could go into absolute seclusion
m & club and was more likely to get
drunk there, for he knew he would be
put to bed, whereas if he consumed
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liquor at a hotel he always had to keep
the thought in his mind that if he took
too much he might find difficulty in
reaching home or might be met by a
zealous policemnan and run in. The
member for Dundas had tried to assure
the Committes that there was no desire
to sell liquor in clubs. If there were
not a desire to encourage the consumption
of liguor, so far as the actual experience
of the hon. member was concerned, anyhow
the desire merched close on the heels
of the sale of liguor at clubs, Hoe spoke
from personal observation, for he knew
of one suburban club that had ruined
business men in that suburb, and had
necessitated periodical signing of pledges
by public men we knew in this City.
There was less opportunity of controlling
the sale of liquor in & club than in a
hotel.

Mr. BOLTON: The member for
Dundas had said that the necessity, for
clubs existed partly because when one
visited licensed premises to spend an
evening he was forced to spend money.
What percentage of members attending
clubs did not spend more money on
other things than on drink ? There was
the money spent in gambling. It had
also been said that the desire of the
clobs was to discourage drinking; if
so why did the hon. member oppose
the amendment which would enable
him to have a club quiet and retired.
Personally he would be quite prepared
to allow clubs to remain open provided
liquor was not sold there. If we did
pot apply local option to clubs it was
not asking too much that there should
be & provision as to the hours when
liguor could be sold there. If a club
were allowed to sell liquor on its premises
till 11-30 p.m. surely the bar might then
be closed. Evidently members of clubs
had determined that they would allow
no light to be thrown on their doings in
the clubs and that there should be no
supervision whatever. They did not
intend to sllow anyone to pry into
their affairs.

Mr. Butcher : Would you like to pry
into my private affairs and my hoine ? ,

Mr. Scaddan : There would be prying
into it if it were a resort for gamblers. .
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» Mr. BOLTOXN : The hon. member would

not be very proud if the same things
were to happen in his house as took
place in some clubs in Perth. It was
not too much to ask to apply the closing
time to clubs. Why should people go
to clubs on Sunday and take all their
friends there as well ? There were ¢lubs
in which the goings-on were a positive
disgrace.

Mr. Layman : Neme them.

Mr. BOLTON : If the hon. member
would mention the club to which he
belonged—

Mr. Lsyman: The West Australian
Club.

Mr. BOLTON : Then it was the West
Australian Club. The Committee did
not ask that the Clubs should close or
that gambling should cease, but merely
that liquor should not be sold after 11
o’clock at night or on Sundays, Christ-
mas Day and Good Friday.

Mr. TROY : The statement had been
made that & c¢lub was on all fours with
a private house. No person who belong-
ed to a club would say that there was any
affinity between a club and & private
house. There were people who were
admitted to select clubs, not because
they possessed & high moral character,
bat because they were possessed of
wealth. How many scandals in aristo-
cratic circles in the old country had
originated in clubs? The argument
had been used that a men would not get
drunk in & club ; indeed, that argument
could be applied the other way about.
It was beastly vulgar to get drunk in an
hotel, but it was not bad form to get
drunk in & club. Gambling occurred in
clubs to a greater extent than in a public
house ; besides, it was possible to gamble
in & club, whereas it was difficult to do
80 in a public house.

The CHAIRMAN: The question of
gambling had salready been discussed.
The hon. member was not in order in
referring to it again.

Mr. TROY : All that he desired to add
was that & club did not benefit society
to the extent that we should give it con-
sideration over and above a licensed
victualler's institution.

[46]
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Mr. JACOBY: The object of the Com-
mittee was to decrease intemperance, and
as far as his experience of clubs was con-
cerned he could not recollect ever having
seen & man drunk in & club. Tn any well
conducted club the committee would
promptly expel any member who forgot
himself to such an extent. Was it not
better that people who desired to meet in
the evening should do so at clubs rather
than at hotels ? The question as to
whether a club could be used as a home
could be best answered by & reference
to the Commercial Travellers Club.
Many men made that club their home,
and it would be hard for those who came
in from all over the country late at night,
and sometimes on Sunday, if they were
not able to get some refreshment on their
arrival. If there were intemperance as-
sociated with clubs there might be some
justification for the suggested restriction.

Mr. SCADDAN : On but few occasions
had he visited elub premises, and then
only as & guest. He did not agree altu-
gether with some of the members on the
Opposition pside. He had no objection
to these select clubs. If the elite of
Perth liked to make fools of themselves
drinking and gembling, let them do it,
go long as they did not induce the working
men to do likewise. It was the working
man's club he objected to. The one the
member for Brown Hill had in his mind
was in & large measure & working man's
club, although not known by that title ;
and, as the member for Brown Hill had
said, that club had undoubtedly ruined
a number of small business men, in ad-
dition to causing a lot of trouble in
domestic homes. TUnder the Bill we
were abolishing all Sunday drinking in
hotels, and surely the same could be
made to apply to clubs.

Mr. Jacoby: What about men like
commercial travellers, who made their
homes in clubs ?

Mr. SCADDAN : Probably that class
of man could be provided for. The man
to be considered was the man who visited
the club on Saturday afternoon and did
not come out again until Monday morm-
ing. As he had said, we proposed to
stop Sunday drinking in hotels altogether.
Very much the same thing had happened



1236

in New South Wales a few years ago ;
and immediately following on this some
of the clubs offered inducements to those
people wanting to drink on Sundays to
become members. One club he knew of
had thus secured thousands of new
members.

Mr. Jaccby : Is not thet an exception 7

Mr. SCADDAN : The illustration was
being used to show that it was under
precisely similar circumstances we -were
bringing shout this reform in respect to
hotels, and that, consequently, it was
only to be expected that club member-
ships here would go up by leaps and
bounds. Subsequently in New South
Wales the Aet was amended in the
direction of providing that clubs also
should come under the limitation. Then
the club to which he had referred lost its
membership as fast as it had previously
augmented it. Even the man who did
not drink when in a club probably fell
under the influence of bridge and, if there
wag in him any tendency to gambling,
he was undone.

Mr. Jacoby : Do they ever get drunk ¢

Mr. SCADDAN : Surely the question
was unnecessary. He himself had seen
several in that condition in clubs. He
had known public men in this State go
to a club to continue their drinking after
they had become drunk in other places.
The amendment did not propose to
prevent clubs supplying members and
their guests with drink; all that it
asked was that clubs should observe the
same hours of closing bars as did hotels.
It was absurd to close hotels on Sundays
and expect the clubs not to increase their
membership and so maintain the Sunday
drinking habit.

Mr. ANGWIN : The Attorney General
had hinted at the possibility of the
Bill being defeated if the amendment
were carried, seeing that certain hon.
members were members of clubs. Surely
this was & libel on those hon. members.
The principal question to be decided
way that brought forward by the member
for Ivanhoe, namely, as to whether it
would be just to allow clubs to remain
open for the sale of intoxicating liquors
on Sundays and after the hours of closing
hotels. If any person desired to enjoy
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club life surely he could continue to
enjoy it after the club hed been placed
on the same footing as & hotel.

Mr. Jacoby: What about the man
who lives thera ?
Mr. ANGWIN: There were very

few such men. Certainly the club offered
an inducement t0 men to remain awey
from their real homes.

Mr. Bath: It is admittedly a dis-
couragement of the home life,

Mr. ANGWIN : No member who had
voted for the abolishing of the sale of
liguor on Sunday could oppose the
amendment. No doubt there were many
club men of whom it could be said thev
did not go to their clubs for the purpose
of drinking ; but, on the other hand.
many went there for that purpose on
days when hotels were closed.

Mr. George: That is mere agsumption.

Mr. ANGWIN: It was nothing of
the sort. He knew of certain c¢lubs
that did not sell liguors on Sunday or
after 11 o’clock at night. Why, then,
could others not ocbserve the same rule ?
If the Committee agreed to the amend-
ment the Attorney General would find
there was no member who would reject
the Bill because some little luxury he
now enjoyed would be interfered with.
It was & libel to say that members would
do any such thing. For his part he
would like to go further than the amend-
ment and abolish the sale of intoxieating
liquors at Parliament House.

Mr. COLLIER : After having heard
what awful places the clubs were he
was inclined to think they should be
done away with altogether. If the
views expressed by some members were
correct, then certainly clubs should be
abolished. The debate had shown how
keenly alive some hon. members were
when the sapecial privileges afforded
them by their club membership were
attacked. Under the Standing Orders
those members keenly interested in the
fate of the amendment should not vote.
If the existence of clubs tended to
diminish the consumption of Liguor,
then by limiting the days and hours on
which liquor could be consumed in clubs
we should still further diminish the
consumption of liquor. Why shouid
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members of clubs arriving from the
country have the opportunity of cbtaining
drink at midnight when persons not
members of clubs could not obtain
drink at that hour ¥

Mr. George: Why are you not a
member of & club ?

Mr. COLLIER:
choose to be one.

Mr. George: Then why interfers
with the liberty of others ?

Mr. COLLIER : Why should members
interfere with the liberty of those people
outside clubs in the matter of getting
drink ¥ The seme principle applied.
In visiting & club he had noticed a
number of peculiarly-shaped tables he
had never seen before, and these he was
informed existed for the purpose of
gambling.

The CHATRMAN: Gambling was
dealt with in a previous clause. ‘Chere
was nothing touching on gambiing in
the amendment.

Mr. COLLIER: [f gaumbling took
place after 11-30 o’clock, it was the
strongest argument for prohibiting the
sale of liquor in ciubs after that howr
so there might not be the same induce-
ment to0 continue gambling. If the
police could enter these clubs when they
considered the law was being broken,
and if clibs were not the exclusive
corporations they were now, unlimited
hours and opportunities for eensuming
liguor wmight be conceded, but there
was not that opportunity for keeping
& close supervision on rclubs. ‘The pro-
visions in the Bill were not striet enough
in this regard ; but even if they were
strict enough, it would be almost im-
possible to carry them out.

Because I do not

12 o'clock, noon.

Mr. GEORGE: As a member of o
club for more than thirty years he had
not seen any man the worse for liguor
in any of the clubs with which he was
connected. He used clubs as a matter
of convenience and not for the purpose
of drinking, and it passed comprehension
why members should attempt to interfere
with clubs in the way they were. Many
hon. members seemed to think clubs
consisted of & number of men joined
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together to get drunk, and that certain
people were able to get some privileges
others were not able $0 get ; but these
men paid for these privileges. Applicants
for membership had to satisfy the
committees of the clubs that they were
fit and proper persons to be members,
snd they had to abide by the rules to
be of good behaviour and .to conduct
themselves as gentlemen. This applied
all over the world in general business
elubs. These clubs were not made a
medium for people getting drunk. It
wag true of all assemblages that there
were some people who would get drunk,
but because of some black sheep in
clubs were we to impose restrictions
that would not be imposed on private
families ¥ He had never seen & game
of cards played in a club. Cards were
played in & club, he would admit, but
he had not seen it. He was the type
of a number of men who used clubs
for their legitimate purpose, not for
card-playing or drinking, but for business
and social purposes. The great pro-
portion of clubs was about the same.

Mr. Traoy: We admit that.

Mr. GEORGE: Well, why coademn
clubs, and endeavour to place penalties
on them ! 1f we were going to interfere
in this way, why not go a step further and
say thece should be no drinking in private
houses, and then, if the desire were to be
sincere, go to the Customs House and
prevent any liquor coming into the
country. He knew of no club in Australia
used simply for drinking purposes. To
take the big proportion of members of
clubs in Australia he would be safe to say
that if they ascertained that their clubs
were being turned into drinking dens
they would either expel the offending
members or resign themselves. It should
not go out, from this Chamber that mem-
bers were of opinion that clubs, in this
or any other State, were unfit and im-
proper places for gentlemen to belong to.
As to the question of non-club members,
there were places those people could go
to if they liked. There was not a club
in this State which would knowingly
admit as & member either & man of bad
moral character, or one who was too
much addicted to drinking. Of cours
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there were black sheep in every fold, but
it was not right that members, the
majority of whom knew nothing about
it, should condemn ¢lubs in such & manner
as had been the case during the debate.
Mr. WALKER : It was surprising to
see the unanimity of those having the
privilege of belonging to clubs. Club
life had one of the most ancient of his-
tories, and by a species of heredity the
instinct leading to club associations,
even in Perth, had continued from the
days of our Saxon ancestors, even as far
back as our old Scandinavian ancestors,
Remarkable in the history of clubs had
been this, that with all their develop-
ment drinking habits had been intimately
associated. Ouwr modern clubs were
literal descendants of those same old
agsociations which dated from pagan
times, when drinking was considered a
sort of sacred thing. Some of the most
respectable and foremost of our fellow
citizens were members of clubs and were
devoted to club life and preserved periect
sobriety, but that was not the guestion
under discussion. The question for the
congideration of the Committee was,
should members of elubs be submitted to
the same restrictions with regard to the
purchase of liquor as were other citizens
who were not members of clubs ¥ The
member for Swan had referred to the fact
that some of the clubs were homes, but
it was questionable whether that name
should be applied even to those society
clubs boasting refined and luxurious
surroundings. It was a fact that hotels
were homes t0 some people. He him-
self had lived in hotels for weeks at a
time, and during the whole course of
his experience had never seen & man the
worse for liquor. We prevented the
landlord of a hotel selling liquor at
certain hours of the night and on certain
days of the year, and hotels might be
regarded as homes by some people just
as much as clubs by others. But when
one was ab home it was not possible to
purchase any liquor after 11 o’clock at
night. There was no shadow of doubt
that clubs were inimical to democracy.
They had helped in some degree the civil-
isation of our encestors, but in this respect
they had served their purpose and in the
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present age they spelt only privileges for
a certain section of the community.

Mr. George: You can become one of
that section if you want to.

Mr. WALKER: Supposing he did
actually develop a desire to become &
member of the Weld Club, at the first
breath of the project the question would
be asked ' What is the candidate’s social
standing ?” And, very possibly, as sug-
gested by the member for Boulder, the
answer wonld be, *“ He is & member of
the Labour Party ; we want none of that
rabble here.”

The CHAIRMAN : The amendment
hardly dealt with the nomination of the
hon. member as a member of the Weid
Clzb.

Mr. WALKER : The Committee were
dealing with the management of clubs
in respect to the sale of liquor, and the
need for its restraint, and everything
incidental thereto and explanatory there
was germane to the subject. The law
said members of clubs should do what
they liked in respect to the sale of wine,
beer and spirits. It had been said there
was no abuse of the privilege. That
might be so, but the object of the law
was to prevent the chance of abuse.
Supposing the labour bodies who met at
the trades hall and who very often held
long meetings that passed the ordinary
hours of sitting, wanted to establish a
bar: why should they not have a re-
freshment room to which they could
retire for the purpose of indulging in
aleoholic liquors ? It was hoped to
bring even clubs into line with the out-
side institutions concerned with the sale
of liquor. What wrong was there in that
proposal ¥ The members for Murray
and for Swan would tell the Committee
that there was perfect sobriety in these
clubs and that therefore the amendment
was unnecessary. But it should bave
oceurred to those hon. members that
sobriety was a question of degree and
capable of several definitions. The
amendment was to provide a respite
for the drinking in clubs, & respite that
was very needed. There was no justice
in trying to make the poor sober by Act
of Parliament while by Act of Parliament
the rich were allowed full scope for



[27 OcTomEr, 1910.]

indulgence. It was sought to abolish
the distinction between the select few
and the common ordinary citizens of
the State ; not ounly on account of mere
decorum, but because of the moral ex-
ample that there was no distinction among
men, and nothing that would give a
fictitions adventage to any section of
the public. Where the sale of liquor
was permitted the law should have it
always under its eyes. There should
be no respecting of persons. We re-
stricted the ordinary citizen from getting
his drink after 11-30 o'clock, and so
the member of the club, being but a
citizen and coming under the power and
scope of the law just as the ordinary
citizen, could not divest himae)f of his
citizenship when he entered the portals
of his club. He carried with him his
citizenship into the club, and not only
this but the laws of the land followed
him just as they would follow him to
his home or into a hotel. Against
equality of citizenship, the right of all
to the burdens as well as the privileges
of the law, no argument could be ad-
vanced. If the ordinary man was
compalled to abstain after 11-30, why
give this privilege to the club men to
get all he needed ? There was no
justifiable reply except on the score of
the privileze that was created. We were
to aim at democratising the: whele State
and sabsohlite equsality of all men in
the eyes of the law, and we must insist
upon that equality and make the man
who chose to reside at his club submit
to what men were compelled to submit
to who lived at hotels. Of course we
could not prevent & man in his heome
keeping his cellar, nor could we pre-
vent the club man having his liquor,
but the sales should not take place after
11-30 o’clock. If we did not carry this
amendment we would be leaving & great
loophole for a possible increase of intem-
perance, because if the clubs were
allowed to sell liquor on Sundays, on
Christmas Day, and Good Friday, and
all night, the stern restrictions of the
Bill would be disecounted, club member-
ship must increase and new clubs start
gsimply that people could indulge in
drinking liquor during hours otherwise
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prescribed. ; There were clubs started
in the City with the main object of
supplying Sunday liquor and evading
the bona fide clause :

The PREMIER moved—

That the sitting of the Commiittee be

suspended until 2.30 p.m.

Motion passed.

Sitting suspended from 1 to 2.30 p.m.

Mr. WALKER: The amendment
embraced a principle recognised in modern
legislation, the right to prevent any
abuses which were conducive to the
life of any members of the community.
In the olden days a law was passed
that everyone should go to bed at a
certain time, and that principle was
still recognised, in the measure now
being dealt with, by the closing up of
hotels at a certain time., If it were
good to close up those hotels then it
was equally pood to close up the bars of
the clubs so that those who mede their
homes in & club might also go to bed at
a respectable hour. Beyond all this
there war another argument which
seemed extremely plausible, and it was
that there wes no right to interfere
unjustly and unwarrantedly with a
monopoly out of which the State reaped
& profit. Large funds were received
from licenses of all kinds granted in the
State for the sale of liquor. This was
paid readily on the assumption that
by the issning of the license some measure
of protection was afforded to the licenses.
The monopoly thus granted was sur-
rounded by all kinds of safeguards.
While granting this monopely on the
one hand another monopoly which came
into direct competition with the hotels
was granted on the other hand. This
was the club license, but the difference
was that whereas there was close ex-
amination and supervision in connection
with hotels, there was no supervision
over the club. That was absolute in-
justice to the hotelkeepers. The position
with regard to some of the clubs was
that so soon as a distinguished visitor
arrived in the State he was met and
taken to the clubs, where he was enter-
tained and received, with the result
that a considerable sum of money which
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otherwise would have heen spent with
the hotelkeopera went to the clubs.
Special inducements were offered with
this object in view. He supported the
amendment, and more than all because
it was a step towards diminishing, in
some little degree, the trade in alcohol.
It had been shown that when we in
this Chamber dealt with a matter of this
national importance we dealt with it
in an open fair-minded way. We were
considering only the evil itself and its
effect upon the whole community. We
were not doing it for the purpose of
having restrictions on the one hand to
one class and privileges on the other
hand to the favoured few. On the
score that it would be of great benefit
to the whole community and would
" diminish the consumption of liquor
he hoped the Committee would pass
the amendment.

Mr. HUDSON: There was no in-
justice at all done to publicans by the
granting of the club license. In coming
to & conclusion with regard to clubs
the messure as a whole had to be taken
into consideration. When a license was
granted to & publican it had this ve-
striction, he had to conform to the
rules made in the Bill in regard to his
perticular license. Belonging as he did
to several clubs, his opinion was that
rather than they should be retarded
they should be increased. A great
dea] of good might be done by the
extension of the system of associations
of this kind. Why mnot protect the
grocer against the co-operative store ?
That was a true simile because a club
was & co-operstive concern #s against
a private concern. The member for
Kanowna could not have been sincere
in his arguments against clubs because
he was in favour of co-operation. The
majority of hon. members had abused
not only the clubs but the members
of the clubs, and the inference to be
drawn from the remarks of some hon.
members was that the members of
¢lubs were out soliciting young men
in order to induce them to join the
clubs and become gemblers.

Mr. Johnson: Will you deny that
they gamble in the clubs ?
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Mr. HUDSON: It could not be
denied that there wes gambling either
in cluba or in private houses. Gambling
did occur and he was not prepared to say
that it did not occur in hotels and in
many private houses. The member for
East Fremantle wanted to know what
good arose from clubs. The hon. member
admitted that he himself would do away
with drink, but he admitted also that
there were profits to be made. He
would prefer, apparently, that the profits
should go into the pockets of private
individuals. How many hotels were
there in Perth where a man could go
and obtain literature and spend an
afternoon in a comfortable reading room
and have the benefit of magazines and
the latest current scientific literature in
the world ! Did any public house in
Western Australia cater for that sort
of thing ¥ Many clubs were in the nature
of friendly societies in the sense that
they assisted their members. The pro-
fits might not be divided directly aa
dividends, but they were expended in a
way which was to the advantage of the
poorer classes of their members. By
co-operation they were able to supply
the funds for the assistance of those
of their members who might have become
poor or suffered loss or distress. Many
clubs in the Stete spent their funds
in the direction of assisting charitable
objects. The majority of those who
were abusing clubs admitted that they
had no knowledge of the subject and
they displayed their ignorance so as to
emphasise their own virtues. Surely if
these abuses were actually occurring
there must be concrete examples which
might have been given to the Committee.
The only example attempted to be
given was that mentioned by the leader
of the Opposition in regard to a club
in another State. The member for
Kanowna had declared it was unfair that
a club should have to pay only a small
amount by way of license fee. As a
matter of fact, the Bill was going to
make the clubs pay according to the
business done. What more could the
member for Kanowna ask for? It
had been contended also that the Bill
granted privileges to a8 few, was un-
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democratic, and that it interfered with
the liberties of non-members of cluba.
What arguments could be more illogical
than those? If a club was properly
managed no harm could arise from it.
For these reasons, and for those he had
given earlier he was going to oppose
the amendment.

2 o'clock p.m.

Mr. GILL: A good deal had been
heard on both sides with regard to the
continuance of clubs as under the ex-
isting state of affairs, The member for
Dundas, as champion of the clubs, had
attempted to reply to those who were
alive to the evils of these institutions ;
but, like those Israelites who had been
sent to make bricks with straw, he had
found the task an impossible one. Having
listened carefully to all that had been
said on behalf of clubs he (Mr. Gill)
concluded that the only real advantage
offered by those institutions lay in the
fact that literature, not wholly free from
specimens of the Deadwood Dick class,
was to be found in the club reading room.
That seemed to be the one real ground
upon which to base a claim for the
concession of extraordinary privileges
for clubs. There were other institutions
in Perth which supplied periodicals and
newspapers ;  in fact there was no
oceasion to go further than the everyday
boardinghouse for such an example.
‘Why, then, should not these everyday
boardinghouses have the same rights
and privileges as we extended to clubs,
including the right to retail liquors to
all and sundry ¥ The whole of this
division under the heading of “ clubs™
constituted a blot on the Bill. People
had expected an honest Bill, but it was
now found that there were restrictions
in every line. That was not what had
been promised to the people.

The CHAIRMAXN: Was the hon.
member discussing the amendment ¥

Mr. GILL: The subject under dis-
cussion was the registration of clubs.

The CHATRMAN : The hon. member
was not in order in pursuing any such
discussion. There was an amendment
before the Chair, and that, and nothing
olee, was open to discussion.
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+ Mr. GILL : However, tliere had been
great disappointment expressed through-
out the community at the character of
the Bill—

The CHAIRMAN : The guestion was
the amendment to be added to the clause.

Mr. GILL : That amendment had not
come under his notice. He had mnot
heard it yet.

The CHATRMAN : The object of the
amendment was to bring clubs into line
with hotels in regard to closing hours,

Mr. GILL: The amendment sought te
jmt elubs on the samne tooting as hofels
in regard to retailing lignors. Restrie-
tions on the sale of drink shonld not ap-
ply to the poover section of the com-
munity only. There was nothing to pre-
vent members of elubs keeping liguor in
their loekers and drinking it after hours.
It was said clobs were homes. hut it was
a peculiar kind of home where liquor was
retailed. But even if they were homes,
there was notling to prevent elub mem-
hers getting a little refreshment after
closing time provided they got it the
same way as persons nol members of
elube had to get it, by puorchasing it be-
fore closing time. We should not legis-
late to give Favouritism or speeial privi-
leges 1o any seetion of the community.
All shouid be treated alike. irrespective
of purse or bank balance; and then it
could not be thrown up against the Cham-
ber that we had indulged in class legisla-
tion, Passing the clanse as printed
would lay members open to the imputa-
tion of giving special privileges to a ecer-
tain section of the commaunity.

Mr. BTUTTCHER: Certain members
buit up a state of affairs in connection
with elnbs which existed only in imagina-
tion. Those members did not helong to
clubs and admitted they knew uothing
about them. He, as a member of a club
in Western .JAustralia for 135 years,
claimed to have some knowledge of the
inner life of clubs, and knew that every
bogev raised by members in conneetion
with the mavnagement of elubs was abso-
lutely withont fonndation and did pot
exist in faet. He had been i+ many clubs
here and elsewhere, and had never seen
any of the eonditions or seenes members
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tried to persuade us exisled. 1t was
strange how menbers opposite spoke now
in opposition to one of their dearest prin-
ciples, that of unionism and ce-operation.
A club was purely a union or a co-opera-
tion, where a1 number of members came
together to create a home which probably
could not be secured eleswhere. The club
he was connected with was organised by a
body of men who found they had no
place to go to where they conld make
their homes, because their conditions of
life took them away to a great extent
from anyv pemmanent place of abede.
They had no idea of making profits,
There were no profits from this elub on
the sale of drinks or food stuffs. the elub
being entirely supported hy the anuual
subseriptions, [l was wrong o imagine
the idea was to get cheap heds. cheap
food, and cheap drinks. At the elub he
spoke of, higher prices were paid than
were paid for similar articles in the City,
but the drinks were of the purest and
the Dest. and the food was of the best
obtainahle.

Mr. Bolton: And the waiters also.

Mr. BUTCHER : Probably the waiters
were as good as the hon. member was,
and that was nof saying very much. At
this club there were writing rooms and
reading rooms where literature of the
highest class and of a seientific nature
counld be pernsed.

Mr. Angwin: We do not ohject to that;
we want to stop vour having liquor on
Sunday.

Mr. BUTCHER: When any abuse was
seen he would join the hon. member in
that endeavour. He had never seen a
case of pambling, nor had he seen men
under the influence of drink in the club,
There were no evils in conneetion with
the cinly, Ti= objeet was for good and
not for evil: but becaunse it was a elose
as<oeiation into whiel: some members. for
some reasor o other about which he wa«
not concerncd. eould not get. the whole
thing was opnosed by members in a spirit
of enmity and jealonsy.

Mr. GCTOGHTEN: Though supporting
the ame. Iment he deprecated the lan-
guage useil by the leader of the Opposi-
Hion and the memher for North Fremantle
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in recard {0 some of the eluhs, wmore par-
tieularly in reward 1o the amowvnt of
wamrbling they said went on in some of
them. He had been a member of a club
for some time and it was not his experi-
ence that the gambling or drinking went
on at elubs that bad beeu alleged. There
had Dbeen an exagperated view taken by
certain members on yne side, while on the
other {he member for Dundus had exasw-
gevated the view in rveply. Clubs should
he placed on the same footing as hotels,
and it was because he thought this that
he intended to support the amendment.
There was no analogy as had been su:z-
zested between the private home and the
elnb.

My, Hudson: What is the aualogy be-
tween a publie house and a elnb?

Me. O'LOGHLEN: Every elub exisied
tu i lavge extent on the profit made hy
the bar trade: aholish thal bar trade and
the fnareial snceesses of the elubs in
Perth would he nothing like what they
were now. He had voted in favour of
the opening of hotels. recognizing that
it was a logieal attitude to adopt. but
there was no hope of administering the
Bill in that respeet. However, as the
provision had heen inserted, clubs shonld
he trealed in the same way. If hotels
were shut and clubs were open on Sanday
privileges would be aftorded tn a few
people which were denied to the thousand.
Personally he did not think licensees
would he stopped from selling liquor on
Sunday. Hotels in the State wonld sell
on Suuday in the future as they had dane
in the past. The clubs would do the
same. All the police in the world would
not make the people refrain from drink-
ing on Sunday if they wanted lquor.
When the Bill became law one resnlt
would be that the pumber of licenses
would be reduced in some quarters and
the anly thing the advocates of the liguor
traffic would be able to do was to open
clubs in their place.

Mr. TROY: Clubs were not entitled
to auv more econsideration than hotels
for they offered no more advantages. Tt
was proposed by the amendment that
Clauses 110 and 111 in regard to hotels
should alre be applied to cluhs. By this
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it wonld be provided that elubs could be
open from 6 in the morning until 11.30
at night. What more ¢could anyone want.
It was not fair to the employees in the
clubs that the establishments should be
kept open so late. There were very few
clubs in Perih financial enonugh to pay
separate day and night staffs. Were the
members of the elubs to be looked upon
as a speelally privileged section of the
community hecause they had a few
more pounds than the next man?

The CHATRMAN: The member was
repeating arguments used ever since the
guestion had been first disenssed.

My, TROY: It was also asked that the
clubs should be compelled to close on
Sunday. Why should they be open on
Sunday? They even wanted to be open
on Christmas Day and on Good Friday.

Mr. PRICE: A club was, to a large ex-
tent, a domestic institution, and if it were
in his power he wounld induce a larger
nuraber of men to form elubs, so that they
might use them as residences, where they
could seenre mauny of the comforts of a
home, and thus obviate baving to reside
in hotels. Members were told that becanse
they were fighting for clubs they were
doing something for the rich as against
the poor, but a cilizen eonld become a
member of a club on the payment of two
guineas. One of the objects of the am-
endment was to secure a diminution of
the consumption of alenkol, and wnuld
members seriously ask the (Committee o
pass & clause which would provide for
the police interfering with the eonsump-
tion of aleohol in a private place, for,
after all. that was what a elub was. Mem-
bers had also been told that clubs were a
loxury and not a neeessitv.  Unfortn-
nately, under our prezent social eonditions
clubs were a necessity, but if every man
had his home to go to the necessity would.
to a large extent, be obviated. The differ-
enee between hodels and clubx was so vast
that it would be ridiculous to attempt to
apply the same set of conditions to the
one as fo the other.

1 o’clock p.m.

My, SCADDAY: Even if the amend-
ment were carried a member of a club
eould. if he were a bona fide lodger at the
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club, or &4 bona fide traveller, obtain liquor
at his club at any time exeept Sundays,
Christmas Day, and Good Friday., What
objection, then, could anyone have to the
amendment? There was no hardship im-
posed by the amendment upon either a
bona fide lodger at a club or a bona fide
traveller who was a member of a club.
Mr. GEORGE: The contention served
to nwpset one of the strongest argunments
put farth on the other side, beeanse no
matter how poor a wman might be, pro-
vided he were a traveller he could get a
drink at a hote! at any time of night.
Amendment put, and a division taken
with the following vesult:—
Ayes .. .. .. 15
Noes .. .. .oo20
Majority against .. 5

AYES.
Mr. Bath Mr. Johnsou
Mr. Belton Mr. O'Loghlen
Mr. Collier Mr. Scaddan
Mr. Cowcher Mr. Swan
Mr. GIN Mr. Troy
Mr. Harper Mr, Watker
Mr. Heltmann e, Murphy
Mr. Holman (Tellor).
Noes
Mr. Brown Mr. Mlichell
Mr. Butcher Mr. 5. F. Moore
Mr. Caraon Mr. Ngnson
Mr. Daglish Mr. Osborn
Mr. George Mr. Plesse
r. Gregory Mr. Price
Mr. Hardwick Mr. Underwoad
Mr. Hudson Mr. F. Wilson
Mr. Jacoby Mr. Gordon
Mr. Layman (T'ciler).
Mr. Male

Amendment thus negatived.

Clause pnl and passed.

Clanse 157—agreed to.

Clause 158—Conditions as to clubs:

Mr. ANGWIN: Would the Attorney
General define and explain paragraph (c)
dealing with the aceommodation to he pro-
vided

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
object of the paragraph was to see that
the ¢lub shounld not be a proprietary c¢lub,
that it shounld he for the henefit of the
members and that none of the profits
shonld be divided among the members of
the elub, ’
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Mr. BOLTOXN : There surely was no ne-
cessity tor the words “and other guests.”
Avcommodation was sapposed to be for
the members of the club only. A man
might be blackballed and still be admitted
as a guest.

Mr. GEORGE: In the previous para-
graph it was provided that a elub conld
be an athletic elub. These athletic hodies
held carnivals and invited zuests, and
there must be some accommodation for
the guests on thuse oceasions. The clanse
had a wider seope than that attributed to
it by the member for North Fremantle.

Mr. ANGWIN: In South Australia
there was a similar provision but there
was a proviso exempting athletic clubs by
proclamation from the necessity to pro-
vide this accommodation.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
paragraph had been carefully drawn to
knock ount proprietary clubs and was ad-
opted in New South Wales and South
Australia. Later on would be found pro-
visions dealing with honorary members
and the introduetion of guests. There
were stringent regulations dreawn up in
this regard, One of the most diffienlt
problems in conneetion with eclubs was
the abuse of henorary membership, but
these difficulties were overcome in the
Bill. The paragraph referred to ounly
provided that the accommodation on the
premises shonld be used for the accom-
niodation of members and for such guests
as members were allowed to have.

Mr. ANGWIN: If there was no neces-
sity for the proviso of the South Austra-
lian Aet, there was no need to move to
add it to this Bill. The idea was to pro-
tect these athletic clubs,

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: These
athletie elubs would be quite safe. The
natare of the accommodation required was
not specified. The bowling club always
had some accommodation even if it be
only a shed.

Mr. HOLMAN moved an amend-
ment— ’

That the following be inserted as
paragraph (f.) :—“No Asiatic alien or
any person of .lsialic race claiming fo
be a British suljeet shall be employed
on or about the premises of the club.”

The licensing court should he empowered
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to refuse certificates to elubs employing
Asiatics, The time had arvived to take
this inatter into serious consideration.
One of the greatest blots on some of the
clubs was the faet that the wisitor was
served with drink by a johnnie with a
pigtail.

Mr. Butcher: Do vou think thev are all
Chinamen ?

Mr. HOLMAN: At the Weld Club the
door-keeper and some of the stewards
were not Chinamen. Personally he had
strong objections to these people, Asiatics
should not be permitted to be employed in
elubs. We granted ¢lubs eectain privileges
and the hest we could do would be to see
that they employed people of our own
race. The member tor Swan as a patrio-
tie Australian shonld support the amend-
ment.

My, (P’LOGHLEXN : Tt was to be hoped
that the (ommittee would give some little
consideration to the matter.

Mr. Holman: The Attorney General
will saport it.

The Attorney General: 1 have no inten-
tion of accepting it.

Mr. O'LOGHLEN guessed as much. The
memher for Murchison appealed to the
patriotism of hou. members to earry the
amendent. While reading the report of
thte Labour Burean a little paragraph was
noticed which would throw seme light on
this subject. The Labour Bureau, deal-
ing with the people and their variouns oe-
enpations at Broome, had this comment
to make—

There are no white domestic servanis
in Broume, and the whole of this labour
has to be supplied from aboriginal
natives, except a few cooks, Malays
principally, and Japanese. If white
domestic seivanis at a reasonable wage,
say £1 a week. and keep could be obh-
tained, [ believe there would be a gl
demand.

Hon. A. Male: That is quite wrong.

Mr., O'LOGHLEN: This was the Gov-
ernment report presented to Parliament
only a few davs ago by the depariment
in Perth,

Hon. A. Male: T pay more than that
myself.

Mr, LOGHLEN: If there was any
accuracy in this report it wonld be nseless
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tu appeal to the patriotism of members
of the Chamber. .
Amendment put. and a division taken
‘with the following result:—
Ayes .. .. .. 14
Noes .. . .. 18
Majority against .. 4

AYES.
Mr. Baih Mr. Price
Mr. Bolton Mr. Scaddan
Mr. Collier Mr. Swap
Mr. Gill M-, Troy
Mr. Holman Mr., Walker
Mr. .Johnson Mr. ‘Underwor o
Mr. Murphy {Taller).
Mr. (’Loghlen
NoOEs.
Mr. Brown My. Mitchefl
Mr. Buteher Mr. Monger
Mr. Cowcher Mr. 8. F. Myype
Mr Draper ' Me, Nanson
Mr. Gordon ' Mr. Osborn
Mr. Gregory " Mr. Piesse
My, Hurdwick . Mr. ¥. Wiigon
Mr. Hurper ! Mr. Laymnn
Mr. Jacoby i {Tailer).
Mr, Male :

Amendment thus negatived.

Clanse put and passed.

Clause 159—Provisious to be made in
rules of elubs:

Mr. COLLIER: Under paragraph (k)
it was possible to establish a club which
would be devoted to athletics, and that
would mean that boys of any age eould
Become members of it.  Althongh the
club would be formed primarily for ath-
letic purposes, there was a provision that
no liguor should he sold te any person
under 18 years of age. 1t would be pos-
sible for a eluh of this nature to have
boys of 15 or 16 years of age as members.
They would frequent the premises, and
although not eligible to obfain liquor, the
fact remained that the environment would
be there. Did not the Attorney General
think that the age should be above 18
years?

The Attorney General : The amend-
ment would he moved at a later stape.

Mr. BUTCHER moved an amend-
ment—

That in line 2 of paragraph {d) the
words, “‘at 6 meeting or meelings duly
comvened” bhe struck osul, and the
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words “on a day to be notified” be in-
serted in lieu.

Amendment passed.

Mr. BUTCHER
amendment—

That all the words after “members”
in line 5 of paragrapk (d) be struck
out and ““voting on such days” inserted
in lieu.

Mr. BOLTON: The amendment was to
strike out the provision that a record
should be kept of the names of members
present voting, and provide tbat the re-
cord sheuld only be of the members
voting. ‘Chis would mean absentee vofing.

My, BUTCHER: Absentee voting was
necessary in some clubs where members
found it impossible to attend a meeting
tn ballot for proposed members.

Mr. BROWX: The amendment would
do no harm. Members of clubs had to
depoxir their ballot papers in the ballot
hoxes.

Amendment put and passed,

Mr. COLLIER: Would it not be well
to amend the provision in paragraph (k),
which allowed liquor to he sold in ath-
letic elubs to a person 18 years of age?
We made 21 years of age the gualification
to be a member of other clubs,

The ATTORNEY GENERAL : In
Clanse 130 it was provided that liquor
could be sold to young persons over 16
vears of age. Athletic clubs were not
started primarily for the eonsumption of
liquor; that was very much a side issue.

Mr. JACOBY : Paragraph (1} as
printed would prohibit messenger boys
from being employed in a eclub. He
moved a further amendment—

That the words “or are serving as
messengers” be imserted after “wait-
ers” in line 2 of paragraph ().

moved a further

Awendment passed.
Mr. BATH moved a further amend-
men{—

That the following stand as para-
graph (m):—That no steward, cook,
or other employee of a registered club
shall he employed for a longer period
than is provided for persons employed
in a public house, hotel, restaurant or
voffec palace under Section 15 of the
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Early Closing Act Amendment Act,

1504,
The authorities of clubs would be asked
to conform to the same rules and restric-
tions on their employees as were im-
posed under the Early Closing Act upon
hotels and such like with which clubs
came into competition. Hon members
who belonged to clubs were not desirous
that employees of the clubs should be
worked unduly long hours, but in some
¢lubs the employees were worked undnly
long heurs and the wages were not com-
mensurate. The provision in the Early
Closing Aet was that no person should be
employed in a public house, hotel, restaar-
ant, or coffee palace as barman ov waiter
for a longer period than 56 hours in any
one week, or as a wailress or boy under
the agze of 16 years for a longer period
than 52 hours in any one week, inclusive of
sueh Hme as might be allowed for meals.
This was aceepted as a reasonable pro-
position in rezard to these places of busi-
ness, and it was veasonable to apply it
to employvees of registered elubs,

Amendment put and passed: the elanse
as amended agreed to.

5 o’clock p.m.

Clause 160— Henorary members:

Mr. BUTCHER: It was provided by
paragraph (e) that the name of an hono-
rary member should be posted for 10
hours bhefore he could be admittea to a
¢lub. This might prove very ineonvenient
in the case of visitors arvriving by ail
steamer, and who would only be in the
State for a few hours, These visitors
would be prevented from being made
honorary members if the clanse hecame
faw,

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The ob-
Jeet of the paragraph was to prevent
persons who should not be honorary mem-
bers from being rushed into the elub in
the ¢ourse of an hour or so. Clause 161
would meet the diffienlty mentioned by the
lion, member. Tt provided for exira-
ordinary honorary members, and set wout
that the chairman, or two members. of
the licensing court, conld grani to any
club a permit to admit to the premises
extraordinary honorary members during
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any time nhot exceeding seven consecolive
hours. The visitor to whom the hon.
member had referred would come under
this clause,

Clause put and passed.

Clause 161—agreed to.

Clause 162—Strangers:

Myr. ANGWIN moved an amendment—

That in line 6 of Subclause 1 the
words “twelve o'clock midright” be
struck out and “11.30 pm.” inserted
in licu”

The reason for the amendment was that
men should not be allowed to leave an
hotel at closing time, namely, 11.30 p.m,,
and go to the clubs,

Amendment pul and passed: the clanse
as amended agreed to.

Clauses 163 to 174—agreed to.

Clause 175—Fees:

Mr. BATH : Under the system for col-
lection of fees, as set out in the clanse,
would it not be possible for the full
amount to be evaded? It appeaved that
there wounld he some diffienlty in fixing
the amount.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Origin-
ally it was proposed to infroduce this
system of fees with regard to hotel
licenses, but on a calenlation being made
it was seen that revenue would be lost.
On the other hand, as regards clubs
there would be an increase in revenue
by the adoption of this system, This
was the method adopted in Vietornia,
and we were charging the same percent-
age, .Tn Sonth Anstralia there was a
different system. Careful provision was
made in estimating the amount. A sia-
tutory declaration was required from the
applicant setting forth the gross quantity
of liquor purchased in the preceding 12
months. TIn order that there should be
no loss of revenue as compared with the
present fees. it was provided that there
should he a minimum of £5. The Gov-

ernment hoped to et more than that
under the new system.

Clanse put and passed.

("lanse 176:—agreed to.

Clanse 177—Supplving or keeping

liquor in unregistered elub:
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Mr. BATH: Here there was a provi-
sion with regard to the unlawful sale of
liquor by an unregistered club, and a
penalty was provided; but the penalty
for the first offence of this character was
higher than for the adulteration of lignor
which he considered a much more serious
offence. There should be a better sense
of proportion exereised; this was not such
a serious offence, yet it was visited on the
oceasion of the first offence with a penalty
which was out of proportien to that to
he imposed for adulteration.

Clause put and passed. |

Clauses 178 to 185—agreed to.

Clanse 186—Duties of inspectors:

Mr. BATH: The Attorney General
promised to give some consideration to
this clause in order to provide for carry-
ing out the provision which the member
for Murchison succeeded in adding to the
Bill, with regard to keeping records con-
cerning the employment of barmaids.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Owing
to the ‘econtinned sitting there had not
been the opportunity of dealing with the
maiter. The dnties of the inspectors,
however, were defined in the clause, and
the officer had to ascertain how licensed
premises were being conducted, and he
had to see that the provisions of the Act
relaiing to the premises were duly ob-
served. That ought to meet the positiom.

Mr. BATH: The Judges of the Sup-
reme Court were very keen on adhering
to the strict letter of the law and they
would not aceept vague interpretations.
The matter, however, might be overcome
by adding words to paragraph (b) of
the clause. He moved an amendment—

That in line 2 of paragraph (b} after
the word “premises” the words “and
the licensees thereof” be added.

Amendment passed; the
amended agreed to.

Clauses 187 to 192—agreed to.

Clause 193—Sale or possession of
adulierated liguor:

The ATTORNEY GENERAL moved
an amendment—

That in line 1 after “person” the

words “or any person authorised by

clanse as
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Subsection 1 of Section 44 to sell wine
without a license” be ingeried,
Amendment passed.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL moved
& further amendment—

That in line 4 after “premises” the
words “or on his premises, vineyard, or
orchard, as the case may be” le in-
serted.

Amendment passed.

Mr. BATH: It was provided in the
clanse that certain penalties shonld be
imposed where a person had on his licen-
sed premises any liquor adulterated with
water. He (Mr. Bath) eould never wader-
stand this provision by which licensees
could be prosecuted for having liquor
adnlterated with water, We should en-
courage the adulteration of spirituons
liquors with pure water. While that
might add profits to the hotelkeeper it
was of coneciderable advantage to the
customers of that hotelkeeper, and might
save many individuals from a very un-
kind fate.

Mr. GEORGE: If the spirit were not
broken down the chances were the people
would drink a great deal more of it with-
out finding out its strength.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: The member for
Brown Hill had been in a peenliar train
of thought when he declared thai the re-
tailer shonld have the right to adulterate
whisky, or rather, decrease the value of
it, with water. Would not the same argn-
ment hold good with regard to the milk
supply; because there was nothing dele-
terious in milk and water?

Mr. BATH: No comparison could be
drawn between the adulteration of whisky
with water and the esdulteration of milk,
The adding of water to milk served to
reduce the food valne of the milk, whereas
the adding of water to whisky served to
reduce the evil effects of the spirit, and
so0 should be regarded as a blessing in dis-
guise,

Mr. PRICE: The penalty provided for
the selling of adulterated whisky was
only £50, whereas the penalty provided
in Claunse 177 for the illegal sale of zood
liqguor was £100 for the first offence.
Would it not be wise to raise the penalty
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in respect to adulterated liquor t: £100
also?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: What
would the hon, member suggest as a pen-
alty for the second offence?

Mr. Price: Nothing less than the can-
cellation of the license,

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: It
might bappen that in some cases the
licensee would be selling adulteraied
liquor in good faith, not knowing it to
have been adulterated. He (the Minister)
was inelined to think that £50 was suffi-
cient as a penalty.

Mr. JACOBY : There was a good deal
of danger in dealing with these penslties
for adulteration and the selling of adul-
terated liquor, because it might be that
some of the liquors had been adulterated
by the oversea maker and imported bona
fide by the retailer. Yet there would be
no remedy for the retailer. The first duty
of the State was to prevent the introduc-
tion of adulierated stoff. This would
virtually safeguard the retailer, for the
very faet of the commodity being allowed
to enter the State would then stand as
prima facie proof that the retailer had
nothing to do with its adulteration, and
s0 he would be relieved of responsihility.
The intention of the Committes was to
get at the man who knowingly sold adul-
terated Bquor; but what was to be done
with the man who was perfectly innocent
in the matter? After a certain number
of offences such a man might lose his
license and yet have been abselutely inno-
cent in each case.

Mr. FOULEES: There would not be
much risk with regard to this, Reiailers
would be well protected if they would
pay a reasonable price for their liquor.
Only too frequently the article was se-
lected by reason of its low price.

Mr, UNDERWOOD: The sugwestion
of the member for Albany would not
meet the case, A better plan would be to
adopt an amendment nnder whieh any
man convieted of roguery in connection
with the selling of liquor would not be
allowed to sell any more liguor. With
such an amendment there would nei be
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much necessity to set np a penalty in the:
shape of a fine at all.

The Attorney General: The offence
might be committed innocently.

Mr, VNDERWOQOD : The Minister was
sometimes possessed of guaint ideas. He
{Mr. Underwood) had yet to get a defl-
nition of “innocent roguery.” '

Myr. Jacoby: Suppose he sells an ori-
ginal packet unbroken?

Mr. UNDERWOQOD: Possibly ihe
amendment could be so framed tlat we
would be able to get back to the original
adulterater.

The Attorney General: He is away.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: In all probability
the original adulterater would have a re-
presentative here,

Mz, Jacoby: Not necessarily,

Mr, UNDERWOOD: These were the
pleas of commereial brigands. To sell as
pure spirit something that wounld injure
one’s health was as bad as robbery with
viclence. It was absurd to allow a man
fairly convieted of adulterating liguor
with poisons to go on poisoning. Adult-
eration with water was not more than
wmere thieving, but a man whe wonld
adulterate with ereosote, for instance,
wonld commmit murder. We should aot
license a man convicted of puiting any
of these poisons in liguor for human con-
sumption, and the Atiorney General
should endeavour to meet the case of
these aduolterations injurious to the health
of the consumer.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL was
quite in aecord with the hon. member that
the person who actually performed the
adulteration should be severely puanished
and deprived of his license as the most
effective punishment which could be de-
vired; but the difficulty was the actual
seller had to be made respousible. or else
we would rarely get convictions in the
case of imported goods. The seller, how-
ever, might be perfectly innocent, and it
would be going too far fo deprive him of
his license. For instance, imported liger
beer might come ander the clause, Lut it
wonld be secarcely contended that fhe
ae’ler should first obtain an analysiz. Cer-
tainly the seller should suffer a penalty,
bnt that penalty, though severe, should
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not be unduly severe. ln another place it
would be seen if it was possible to meet
the wishes of the hon. member so far as
direct adulteration was concerned.

Mr, COLLIER: There were several
provisos in the Health Bill providing that
if it was shown to the satisfaction of the
court that the person econvieted was the
person effecting the adulteration, severer
penalties were enforeed; so the Attorney
Gevern! slwuld have no difficulty in meet-
ing the wishes of the member for Pilbarn.

Clause nlso consequentinlly amended,”

and as amended agreed -tua .

Clauses 194 to 209—=agreed to.

Clause 210—Costs on forfeitnre of
license:: ' ) ]

Mr. PRICE: It was provided that a
justice of the peaee should act under this
provision. Should it not be the licensing
court? We already provided that the foc-
feiture of the license ou the second con-
vielion mnst be done by the licensing
eourt. '

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Tt
ndght happen thal in some enses on 2
sarond offence tried before justices the
licensee was likely to have his license can-
aplled.

Clause put and passed.

Clanses 211 to 216—agreed to.

Clause 217-—Regulations:

Mr. GQEORGE: As this was the last
elanse, the Attornev Creneral might say
whether it was indended to introduce n
provision elosing publie houses on polling
days for Staote and Commonwealth eclec-
tions.

The Attorney Ceneral: I understand
the hon, member is moving in that dires-
tHon.

Mr. GEORGE: Such a clause shounld
be provided. Perhaps the member for
Claremont would move in that direction.

Clause put and passed.

Postponed Clauses 10 to 19—Constitu-
tion of licensing courts, disqualification,
clegtern : . .

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: It was
desived ¢hat these clauses be struck out
with a view to inserting olher clanses on
recommittal,

Clauses pot and negatived.

1249
§ ’clock p.m.

Postponed Clnuse, 99—Notice of inten-
tion to establish State hotels:

The ATTORNEY GENERAT, moved
an amendment—

That in line 1 all the words after “if"!
be strack out and “1. At any poil of
the cleetors lol:en under Part V. of this
Aet resolution B is carvied in any dig-
trict und also the resolution that any
new license shall be held by the State,
the Minister may, with the approval of
the Governor, but subject lo the provi-
sions of this Act—{(a) Establish Staie
hotels in the district; and (b) carry on,
by his authorised agent, any such State
hotel, the trade and business of a per-
son kolding a publican’s general license:
Provided that every such ugent, before
acting in thet capacily in any such
hotel, must duly apply for und oblain
from the licensing court a publican’s
general license in respect of such hotel,
lrut section forty-seven of this slet shall
uot apply: DProvided, also, ihat an
application for the transfer of such
license wmay be made by the Binigter
without the concurrence of such agent.
2. Any State hotcl shall be subject to
the provisions of Part V. of this Act”
inserted in liewu.

Part V. rveferred to in the new clanse
deabt with loea) option. Mewmbers would
see thal (he State Heensee was in exactly
the same position as private licensees, for
he bad to go to the licensing court to get
his license .and had to fulfil all the condi-
tions of {lic measure. With regard to
the payment of the preminm for new
licenses, of course that was uwnnecessary
in the case of a State hotel as it would be
Just taking the money out of one poclket
and putting it into another. '

Ameudment put and passed; the clause
as amended agreed io.

Postponed Clanse 100—Power to es-
tablish State holels:

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Owing
to the amendment made to the previous
elause this was unnecessary.

Clanse put and negalived.
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New <lauses—Females not to ‘be em-
ployed in the sale of liquer unless regis-
tered barmaids. ¢f. Transvaal Ordinance
32, 1902, s. 50 (1):

* Mr. UNDERWOOD moved to insert
gix new clauses, dealing with the employ-
ment of barmaids, to stand as Claunses
149 to 155 (vide V.otes and Proceedings,
pp. 217 and 218).- The objcet aimed at
was to do away with the employment
of women in hotel bhars. It was
pot an oceupntion sunitable to women.
He had know many very strong
harmen whose health had completely
hroken down wnnder the strain.  This
of itself showed liow. unsunitable the
work was for 4« woman. ‘There was no
need for sentiment in eonneetion wilh the
question for e, ns men and Awnstralians,
should say 4ihat the ocenpation of a
barmaid was unseitable for Australian
women. ‘There was a provision that those
engaged in the business ot present should
be allowed to continue the work. The
new clauses were taken from the Trans-
vasl Aet, o similar measure to which
worked satisfactorily in South Anstralia.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Mem-
bers apparently desired bo take a division
on the question at onee so he did not pro-
pose to claborate the point at issue, Per-
sonally he had always held that the tend-
eney of the present day was to mive per-
feet freedom of action to women ns well
as to men. They had cqual political
rights and there Jdid not seem any good
reason why they should not be allowed to
judge on this matter for themselves,

New clanses put and a division taken
with the following result :—

Ayes .- - .. 14
Noes .. . .17

Majority against .. 3

AYES.
Mr. Angwin Mr. Jacoby
Mrv. Bath Mr. O’Loghlen
Mr. Rolton Mr. Underwood
Mr. Coller Mr. Walker
. Mr. Foulkes Mr. Yare
. Me. GIIN Mre. Troy
"Mr. Heltmann (Teller).
Mr. Holman
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Noya. .
Mr. Brown Mr. Mitchell
Mr. Huotcher Mr. Mongor '
Mr. Cowcher Mr. 8. F. Moore -
Mr. Davles Mr. Murphy
Mr. Droper ” Mr. Nanson
Mr. Gregory sr. Osborn
My, Harper Mr. F. Wison
Mr. McDowall Mr. Gordon
Mr. Malo (Tollery.

New clanses thus negatived,

New clanse:

Mr. POULKES moved—

That the following new clause be in-
serted:—“No alcoholic liquor shall be
sold in any district by any licensec on
{he day appointed for o Parliamentary
clection or loeal option poll: penalty
":5‘0.”

Mre. ANGWIN: T suppose the word
“licensce” also refers ¢o those holding
elnh licenses, -

New clanse put and negatived,

Sehedules 1 fo 27—agreed dn,

Title—agreed to. i

Bill reported with amcndmenl;s. ~

PAPERS PRESENTED.

By the Premier: 1, Report of Chief
Harbour Master for year ended 30tb
Jnne, 1910. 2, Statement of refused ap-
plications for retiring allowanees under
tle Superannuation Act, 1904 (ordered on
motion by Mr. Swan).

By the Minister for Mines: Reports
and retnrns in aceordance with Sections
54 and 83 of the Government Railways
Aet, 1004, for the quarter ended 30th
September, 1910,

BILLS (7)—FIRST READING.

1. Jury Act Amendment.

2. Cemeteries Aet Amendment,

3, Fertilisers and Feeding Stufls
Amendment.

¢. Leederville and Cottesloe Municipal
Boundaries Alferntion,

5. Plarmaey and Poisons Act Com-
pilation. .

6. Electoral Aet Amendment.

'7. Hospitals,
Received from the Legislative Council.

House adjourned at 6.25 p.m. (Thursday).

Pains.
Sir N. J. Moore Mr. A. A. Wilson
Mr. Plessa Mr, Seaddan



