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

QUESTIONS (2)—RAILWAY SU-
BURBAN PASSENGER TRAF-
FIC.

Increased Service.

Mr. BATH asked the Minister for
Railways: In view of the inerease in
passenger traflic on the wmetropoliian-
suburban railway system, is it the in-
tention of the railway authorities to
provide a more frequent serviee?

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS
replied: Six additional trains per day
have been provided to eope with the
temporarily increased traffie. These will
be increased or deereased as ecivenm-
stanees require.

Line on South side of Swan River.

Mr. ANGWIN asked the Premier:
Before deciding on any expenditure of
money for any alterations to the exist-
ing railway between Midland Junction
and Fremantle to provide for increased
traffic, will the Government take into
consideration the advisability of con-
structing a railway from Fremantle to
Midland Junection on the south side of
the Swan River to relieve the existing
railway of the heavy guods traffic and
remove the difficulties of traffic which,
it is stated. now exist?

The PREMIER replied: An expendi-
ture for re-grading or otherwise improv-
ing the railway svstem between Fre-
mantle and Midland Junetion will be
necessary Whether the suggested railway
be construeted or nol.
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QUESTION — CONCILIATION
ARBITRATION ACT, AMENDMENT.

Mr. SCADDAN asked the Premier:
Is it the intention of the Govertmeut
to introduce this session an amending
Arbitration Bill to make the existing
mensure adequate for the purpose of
settling industrial disputes?

The PREMIER replied: The question
is now being seriously considered, and a
more definite statement will be made as
soon as I have the opportunity of fur-
ther diseussing the subject in Cabinet.

AND

QUESTION — POSTAL FACILITIES
AT PARLIAMENT HOUSE.

Mr. SWAN (for Mr. Horan) asked
the Premier: 1, Will he place himself
in communication with the Federal an-
thorities with the end to establish a post
and telegraph office on the premises of
Parliamenl House in commoen with all
the Australian Parlinments? 2, Would
it not be considered advisable that the
present post and telegraph office at
West Perth be loeated at Parliament
House and that a room therein should
be gratuitously offered to the Postal
Department ?

The PREMIER replied (1 and 2): If
the members of the House (‘ominitiee
would express an opinion on.the matter
the Government wonld be in a position
to know if the facilities referred to are
necessary.

QUESTION — ASSEMBLY OFFI-

CERS.
Mr. SWAXN (for Mr. Heran) asked
the Premier: 1, On whose recommenda-
tion are the various officers of this House

engaged? 2, Arve they snbjected to any
examination for their fitness for the
positions?

The PREMIER replied: 1, All the
officers of Parliament are under the con-

“trol of the Speaker and President respee-

tively. and, with the exception of the
messengers, who are appoinied by the
President or the Speaker on his own aun-
thority, are appointed by FExecufive
Couneil on their recommendation, 2,
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There is no set examination, but careful
inquiries are made with regard to appli-
eants.

QUESTION—ASIATICS EMPLOYED
AT WELD CLUB.

Mr. SWAN (for Mr. Horan) asked
the Premier: 1, Is it within the know-
ledge of the Crown Law Depariment
that the Weld Club is now evading both
the Commonwealth and Siate laws in the
employment of Asiaties? 2, Will he
convey to the Colonial Secretary the ne-
cessity of eomplying with the law and
tell the Inspector of Factories to inspect
the Weld Club in aceordanee with law?®
3, If the Weld Club is not now regis-
tered under the Factories Act, why not?

The PREMIER replied: 1, No., 2
and 3, I am not aware that the institn-
tion referred to is failing to observe the
law, nor that it is a factory within the
meaninz of the Factories Aect.

QUESTION—MEMBERS’ CORRES-
PONDENCE, POSTAGES.

Mr. SWAX (for Mr. Horan) asked
the Premier: Having regard to the fact
that every Australian State pays the
public postages of members of Parlia-
ment, will be place a sum on the Esti-
mates to eover the amount of Parlia-
mentary and publie correspondence be-
tween members and their constituents.

The PREMIER veplied: TProvision
will be made with the object of relieving
hon. members to some extent in this
direction,

QUESTION — EDUGCATIONAL
APPOINTMENTS.

Mr. DAGLISH asked the Blinister for
Edueation: 1, Ts it true that two tea-
chers of domestic management have just
been hrought from England by the Edu-
cation Depariment? 2, What were the
terms of engagement of the persons im-
ported, ie. salary, period of engagement,
and amount of passage money. if any?
3, Were applications ealled for loeally
heforehand; and, if so, what salaries
were offered? 4, Are there no competent
persons on tle staff here? 5. If net, is
not the head of that branch as competent
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to instruct teachers as if she were dis-
charging similar duties in an English ser-
viee?

The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION
replied: 1, Yes. 2, They are bound to
serve for three years. The salaries are
£130, rising to £150. Second class fares
were given. 3, Applications were twice
called for locally beforehand, but only
one candidate eame forward., Salaries
are fixed by regulations, as follows:—
Iustruetress—first  class, £150—£170;
second class, £130—£150; third elass,
£90—£130. 4, Not available, all com-
petent teachers in these subjeects being
already fully engaged. 5, Yes. Appli-
cants have now come forward, and are
to be trained during the first half of next
vear for future vaeancies,

QUESTIONS (2)—PERTH TRAM-
WAY COMPANY.
Membars of Parliament and Free Shares.

Mr. WALKER asked the Premier: 1,
Did any members of Parliament receive
free shares in the Perth Tramway Com-
pany at the time of the company’s forma-
tion or at any other time? 2, If so, how
many members so received shares, and
who were they?

The PREMIER replied: 1 and 2, The
Government are not in possession of in-
formation which would enable the hon.
member’s question to be answered.

Filing of Accounts.

Mr. WALKER asked the Premier: 1,
Have the Perth Tramway Company com-
plied with the provisions of Section 32
of the Tramways Aet, 1885, as to trans-
mitting acconnts, duly prepared, to the
proper authorities? 2, If neot, have the
Crown taken any steps to enforee the
penalties imposed by Section 327 3, If
not, will he take steps fo recover the
penalties?

The PREMIER replied: 1, Yes. 2
and 3, Answered by No. 1.

QUESTION—SECONDARY SCHOOL,
HEADMASTER.

Mr. DAGLISH (withont natice) asked

the Minister for Education: 1. Ts it true
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that Mr. Jolly, who was appointed to
take charge of the Secondary School,
has now declined the position? 2, If so,
will priority of consideration when he is
replaced be given bto the applications of
local candidates?

The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION
replied: 1, Mr. Jolly has asked io be re-
lieved of the appointment, having bheen
offered another appointment in South
Australia, and he has been so relieved.
2, Consideration will be given to local
applicants as has always been done.

PAPERS PRESENTED.

By the MINISTER FOR MINES: 1,
Return showing mining exemptions
granted during the year ended 30th June,
1910. 2, Report on the working of the
Government Railways for the year ended
30th June, 1910.

BILL-HEALTH.

Second Reading.
Debate resumed from 25th August.

"Mr. MURPHY (Fremantle) : Any
measure that is introduced to this House
which has for its object the protection of
publi¢ health and the regulation of mat-
ters in eonnection with public health 1
take it will be hailed with pleasure by all
sections. 1 think one of the prineipal
functions of the Parliament of the State
is to devise means by which the public
health may be best protected. From the
little experience I have had as chairman
of a loeal board of health, T am not alto-
gether in favour of too much authority
heing given to the Central Board of
Health. From what I can understand
from the Biil before the House, it seems
to me that while it is necessary tbat the
central board shall be the snpreme body,
there is not sufficient power given to the
local boards to carry out those health mat-
ters in their own distriets that local boards
should undoubtedly possess. If this Bill
will tend to introduce a bhetter state of
things than that which existed previously,
T do not in any wish fo be the fly in the
ointment to bring about difficnlties be-
tween the central board and the local
hodies, but while I think that the ceniral
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board in all matters should be supreme,
their interference with local boards should
not arise on every trival occasion; it
should only be in connection with some
very important matter. With regard to
the Bill pershaps the Minister in charge
will pardon me if I say that there are one
or two matters in it that I do not under-
stand. For instance, in several claunses
I find that tbe word “officer” oeccurs. In
the interpretation clause there is no inter-
pretation of the word “officer.” Whether
the interpretation is ineluded in the word
“inspector” or not I do not know, but
I think that when a term like that is used,
for future smooth sailing it wounld be as
well if we were told in the interpretation
what “officer” means. I find also that
the words “licensed victualler” appear.
There is no interpretation of *licensed
vietualler” and I would point out that
there is no such person licensed under the
laws of Western Australin. We have
varions persons who are licensed to sell
wines and spirituous liquors, but there
is no one known in the law as a “licensed
victualler,” and unless an interpretation
is given, it might be found difficult to
admipisier the Act in the future. There
appears to me to be a grave omission in
this Bill and that is the non-inclusion of
some regulation to restriet or supervise
second-hand clothing shops. I am told
by the medical profession and by our
bealth officer at Fremantle, and I think
also this will be borne ont by the chair-
man of the Central Board of Health,
that if there is one source of infeetion
more dangerous than any other ii is the
second-hand elothing shops. Yet no pro-
vision is made by whieh our health inspeec-
tors can have supervision over them.
These shops may buy eclothing from
plague infected houses or from a small-
nox area and it may be exposed for sale
without disinfection, and our inspectors
have no control over it. I hope that
when the Bill is in Committee some pro-
vision will be made wherehy it will he
possible to give the officers of the health
depariment some eontrol in this direetion.
1 find that ihe loeal aunthorities are mven
power to make by-laws fo prohibit or
repulate or preseribe certain things, hut
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wlile ihey are empowered to make these
by-laws for which a penalty is provided
if certain things are not done, all that
can he done by this Bill is to compel a
person to pay the penalty. There is no
power in the Bill to compel a person to
remedy the existing state of affairs. A
petson may he fined for having an objec-
tionable drain on his premises, and though
it will he possible to continue to fine bim
for perpetuating the nuisance, there is
no power to compel him to clean out the

drain. When the Bill is in C'ommittee it
is my intention to move a number of
amendments.

Mr. George: Give us some more infor-
mation.

Mr. MURPHY: If T had known the
‘member for Murray was present T should
not have presnmed to give any informa-
tion at all. I do not intend to make any
further remarks at the present stage, but
in Committee with the assistance of the
member for Murray, I shall do my utmost
to improve the Bill.

Mr. ANGWIN (Fast Fremantle): It
is not my intention to take up much
time in debating the second reading of
this Bill. I regret that the Minister
when preparing the measure did not pro-
vide for the Ministerial eontrol of the
Department of Public Health. It has
heen shown elearly that the administra-
tion of Lealth matters in the past has not
been satisfactory. This Bil provides
not only for loeal hoards of health, for
.a eentral hoard of health, for registra-
tion boards and for advisory boards,
but "it also provides that the Minister
shall have certain powers. I am of
opinion that when it falls back upon the
Minister in the long run it would be
just as well to provide for direet Minis-
terial gontrol. The Minister in introdue-
ing the measure pointed out that he
had made an alteration in the constitu-
tion of the eentral board, and as a sop
for those whd have opposed the nomina-
tive'system for so long, he declared that
two "of the members would be elected.
The other day we had the election of a
member to the Fire Brigades Board and
most -of us know now that the system
whieh was adopted on that oeeasion and
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which has been provided for in this Bill
has not given satisfaction throughout
the State. We can only come to the
conclusion that by eleeting two members
to the Central Board of Health a large
area of Western Australia will be in
the same position, and satisfaction will
not be given to every portion of the
State, During the past few years one
or two municipalities in the State have
been favoured by heing permitted to
elect a representative on the Ceniral
Board of Health, namely, the Boulder
and Kalgoorlie roads board and T be-
lieve the municipality of Coolgardie.
These were the only bodies which were
privileged to have representatives on the
Central Board of Health, and yet fromn
time to time dissatisfaetion has existed
with the administration of health
matiers even in those centres. On more
than one oceasion when this question
has bheen brought forward by represen-
tatives of the varions local bodies and
particularly the municipalities, in ¢on-
ference assembled, disapproval of the
manner in which the Central Board of
Health had carried on its administration
has been expressed. These bodies
affirmed the prineiple of Ministerial con-
trol by & large majority. In my opinion
the local authorily in this Bill will be
a nonentity, for they will have no power
whatever. The local authority is elected
by the people, and instead of provision
being made to throw the onus of looking
after the public health of the State on
those persons elected by the peaple, we
find in clanse after elause throughout
the Bill, ihat they shall only be com-
pelled to do certain things, if it is im

.the wisdom of the Central Board of

Health that sueh things should be car-
ried out. T maintain it would be far
better, not only in the interests of public
health, but also in the interests of . the
loeal authority, to give Ministerial con-
trol, appoint efficient inspectors, and lay
down definitely in the Health Bill what
duties the loeal authority shall earry
out, and that the inspeetors shall see
that the. duties of the board are car-
ried into effect. There is nothing in’ the
English Health Act whieh st:ités_"the
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‘loeal board “may” or “shall, if required
by the Loeal Government Board,” but we
know there are periodical inspections by
the local Governument inspector, and that
_he takes good eare that these local
boards, who are elected to preserve the
public health, carry out the duties re-
quired of them. If that were done here
it would bhe far hetfer; it would allow
local boards to take greater interest in
their work, and would give them greater
responsibility. Another matter I wish
to refer to is the providing for medical
inspeetion of sechool children. The Bill
does not state where or liow the cost of
such medical inspection is to be borne,
whether it is fo be borne by the loeal
board or by the State. I believe in other
places the system of medical examina-
tion of school children has been carried
out successfully. As far as this State
is concerned it las been started by the
‘Government, and no doubt if the Gov-
ernmeni continpe this out of funds
voted by Parliament it will be a suceess.
Buat if if is to be left to the ecentral
board to say when it shall be done, and
if no provision be made for the payment
of the costs, the examination will be of
such a nature that it will be bardly worth
white making. 1 also note that the loeal
authority is to have bhurrowing power.
Bat there is a qualification; they will
bave to get the consent of the central
board. Here 15 a body elected by those
who have to pay increased taxation be-
cause of the loan raised, and this body
have to submit their decision, and the
wishes of those who elected them, to an
almost entirely nominated Dboard who
have no knowledge whatever of the
wishes of the electors.

Mr. Daglish: No knowledge of finance,
either.

Mr. ANGWIN: In the past they have
had no knowledge of anything. 1 con-
ténd this Clause 49 should be eliminated.
“Every local authority may, on the re-
eommendalion of the Central Board of
Health.”” Why! to-day the muniecipal
councils have power to borrow a very
large amounnt; but when such a couneil,
without elogjng their meeting resolve them-
selves into a hoard of health, the power
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they possess under the Municipalities Aet
will under the Bill no longer be theirs

“without the consent of five persons who

know nothing about their business. This
is a new departure and I think we should
wipe it vut. The submitting of plans
for biildings is made compulsory. We
have o Building Aet, and where this
Building Aet is in force, there only is
it necessary that people should go to the
expense of preparing plans and specifi-
eations for submission 1o a bourd. Why
put people to such expense, when they
could by other means explain to the
board their intention? Some loecal au-
thorities, of course, would not aceept
the plan nuless it be properly ~drawn;
still, there are many men who could
draw a sketech of a proposed building
and explain what they intended to do in
connection  with the erection of that
building, without going to the expense
of preparing proper plans and specifi-
cations ‘as will be required under the
Bill. ’

Mr. George: Do uot the municipali-
ties submit plans to the boards of health?

Mr. ANGWIN: They are the boards
of heallh. Under the clause dealing with
the protection of life, I notice no pro-
vision is made for the safegunarding of
midwives who are at present carrying oui
that work, In the past tlese nurses have
been very useful, and I think it is neces-
sary that after midwives have been
practising for & considerable time, =0
long as they can show to the satisfaction
of the board or the Minister that they are
qualified to carry out their dnties, they
shonld be mentioned in the Bill and pro-
vided for.

The Minister for Mines:
be.

Mr. ANGWIN: Then why not have
them in the Bill? There is no provision
for them whatever, unless they ean show
they have obtained a certificale of mid-
wifery from some hospital or from the
Obstetrical Society, or other anthority
approved by the board. The Eaglish
Act adds, “Or produce evidence satisfac-
tory to the board that at the passing of
this Aet she had been for one year hona
fide practising as a midwife” Tt is my

So they will
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intention to try to amend the clause in
Committee. At Fremantle, a few weeks
ago they started a elass for the purpose
of training midwives., I know of instan-
ces where midwives who were pretty well
on in years made application te be al-
lowed to attend that class, but they were
told that mo person over the age of 44
years wounld he admitted to the class ;
therefore, they could: not undertake a
course of training for the certificate
which they anticipated would be pro-
vided for under the Bill. Seeing that
such cases exist I think it is necessary
we should endeavouir to profect these
women So long as they can prove to the
board that their work in the past has
been satisfactory. Then, again, fhere is
no provision in the Bill for appeals by
nurses upon whom injustice may have
been laid. In the earlier clanses of the
Bill, provision is made that aganist any
action of a local authority appeal may
be made to the central board, and from
there to the Minister. Baot there is no
provision under which a nurse, feeling
herself agrieved by amny action of the
Nurses’ Registration Board, may appeal
against such decision. Seeing that the
action to be complained of might have
the effect of depriving a nurse of her
livelihood, I think provision for an ap-
peal should be made in the Bill. This
measure has been before ns for several
years past, and I hope this time it will
become law. Oue clause which appears
to me very indefinite is that dealing with
eompensation. On more than one oeca-
sion we have discnssed the question of
compensation for the destruction of cat-
tle declared to be suffering from a dis-
ease inimieal to public health. The Bill
provides that the compensation to be
paid for any animal so destroved shall
be up to the market value of the animal,
It wil! be a very difficult task to deter-
mine the marketahle value of an animal
suffering from a diseave necessitating its
destruction. In my opinion, such market-
able valne would be nil,or at least it wonld
be just what the skin is worth: and it
would take the value of the skin to kill
the beast. T think this provision shonld
he made more definite. Tf it is intended
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to pay compensation let us say how the
valne of that eompensation is to be ar-
rived at.  When we say, “marketable
value” the clause becomes a delusion to
those whose animals may be destroyed.
As 1 have already said, I trust the Bill
will become l[aw this session.

On motion by Mr. Seaddan, debate ad-
adjourned.

BILL—LICENSING.
In Committee.

Resumed from 1st September.
Mr. Daglish in the Chair; the Attorney
General in charge of the Bill
Clanse 9—Tenure of office:
The ATTORNEY GENERAL moved—
That all the words affer “court”
in line 1, be struck out, and the
following inserted in liew:—"elected
at the first election shall come inio
office om his election, and shall hold
office uniil the thirtieth day of Novem-
ber in the third year after his
election. () Every member of «a
Licensing Court elected at any subse-
quent triennial election shall come into
office on the first day of December mert
following his election, and shall, subject
as hereinafter provided, hold office for
three years. (3) A member retiring at
the end of his term of office shall be
eligible for re-election.”

The amendment was necessitated by the
decision arvived at to make the licensing
courts partly eleciive bodies. As a pro-
mise had been given that the machinery
necessary to give effect to the amendment
previously carried would be brought
down, several amendments with this ob-
jeet appeared on the Notice Paper and
further additions would be made when
the time arrived to deal with new elauses.

Mr. SCADDAXN: The clause provided
that every member of the licensing court
should he by virtne of his office a Justice
of the Peace far the State, but the am-
endment now proposed to strike ont this
provision, apparently becanse the mem-
hers of the licensing courts were to be
elected. Why did the Attorney General
desire this?
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The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
system of electing justices of the peace
had not been adopted in Western Aus-
tralia. True, & mayor after election be-
came ex officio a justice of the peace, but
the Government had a right of veto.
The point was that the work the members
of the licensing courts would be called
upon to perform could be equally as well
done if the members of the couri were
not justices of the peace as if they were.

Mr. WALKER: 1If it was right to
meke a man nominated by the Crown to
be a member of a licensing court a justice
of the peace, it was equally right to do
the same when a man was elected to be
a member of a licensing court. It was
a position of trust, and the man elected
should have the status of a justice of the
peace. A man’s election should be suffi-
cient recommendation as to his fitness
to be a justice of the peace.

Mr. BOLTON: The proposal to take
from elected members of licensing courts
the right to be justices of the peace was
most remarkable. Another point to be
eonsidered was the fact that in all of the
States, with the exception of Western
Australia, members of Parliament were
made justices of the peace. It should be
looked upor as a right, and not as a gift.
On one oceasion a gentleman represent-
ing ¥ast Fremantle was appointed a
justice of the peace, but the fact was so
Imrled at that gentlernan that he retnrned
the eommission. It shonld be the right
of all members of Parliament, and more
especially should it be the right of those
elected as members of these licensing
courts.

Mr. MURPHY: Members of licensing
conrts were to be eleeted under a special
Act for a special purpose to administer
the sections of the Aect, but members
wanted to go further and to confer
ereafer powers agpon the members of
these courts. Tf it was right that eleeted
members of these courts should be created
full justices of the peace for all matters
of police eourt jurisdietion, why shounld
nof justices of the peace he also elected?
The hon. member was wrong in saying
that in all other Statez members of Par-
ltament were made justices of the peace.

{25}
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Mr. Hudson:

Mr, Scaddan:
members,

Mr. MURPHY: Certainly if a man
stood sufficiently high in the estimation
of his fellow men as to be elected to ad-
minister the Licensing Aet, it was suffi-
cient gnarantee as to his fitness to be a
Jjustice of the peace,

Mr. KEENAN: One could not see how
the fact of being on licensing courts, nom-
inated or elected, affected the positions of
men as justices of the peace. There was
no need for the words in the clause;
and if their omission had not heen in-
cluded in the amendment moved by the
Attorney General, he {(Mr, Keenan) would
have moved to strike them out. Justices
of the peace were appointed for other
purposes. Prosecntions for offences un-
der the Licensing Aet must go to the
police court, and it would not be right
for the members of the licensing conrt to
follow those cases to the police court.
There was no provision by which mem-
bers of the Licenses Reduction Board
were to be justices of the peace; and now
we had adopted the principle of electing
members of licensing eourts, we should
not persevere in the desire to give to
them an unneecessary and wholly inappro-
priate office.

Mr. WALKER: The chairman of the
licensing court was to be a magistrate
who conld adjourn from the licensing
court to the police court, but could not.
take the other members of the court with
him. Se the member for Kalgoorlie was
incansistent. It was alse inconsistent o
avgne that while persons nominated
should be honoured with the dignity of
being justices of the peace. persons elee-
ted as members of the licensing courts
should be degraded by not being made
justices of the peace. How could the
member for Fremantle reconcile the in-
eongistency of that? Generally speaking,
we could frust the people to make a
wize choice, better than we could trust the
Government to do so. Judging from some
of the experiences of the past the selec-
tion of the Government of justices of the
peace was not alwayvs wise. or in the in-
terests of {he public: sometimes it had

Ministers are.
And all the Federal
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been exceediugly partial. The people of
the distriet knew the character of those
living in their loeality, and could he
trusted to choose the right man. When it
was known that elections to the licensing
benelh also meant appointment to the
pusition of a justice of the peace, better
men would he nominated.

Mr. DRAPER: Whether the clause as
is stood was right or not depended, ac-
cording to the arguments put forward,
upon what was the position of a justice
of the peace. Was the position a barren
social hanour or was it an appointment
for any particular purpose. If so, what
was the purpose? The only recognised
purpose was that the gentlemen appointed
skounld exereise some judicial funetion.
The (overnment of the day in making
the appointment bore in mind the fitness
of the person to exercise the duties of his
office.

Mr. Scaddan: They never consider fit-
ness from that standpoint.

Mr. DRAPER : Any Government doing
their duty wonld adopt that conrse, and
he felt sere that when the leader of the
Opposition was on the Government side
of the House that prineiple would guide
him. Was it right that a man appointed
by the votes of an extreme section in this
particular distriet to sit on the licensing
beneh should be a justice of the peace?
Could it he contended that in such eir-
enmstances he wounld earry ount his duties
with a perfectly unbiassed mind? Those
elected to the licensing beneh would be
chosen becanse they advocated strong
temperance views, or because they were
strongly in favour of the Licensed Vietu-
allers’ Association. The elections to the
heneh wonld turn wpon that point, It
was to he Loped the Government would
retain the elanse as it stood.

Mr. COLLIER: It was an extraordin-
a1y argument that beeause a man held
strong views on the liguor traffie, either
in support of it or in support of total
nhstinence, he should be disqualified from
exereising judicial functions as a justice
of the peace.  Numerons hotelkeepers
were to-dayv acling as justices of the
pence.

Mr. Bolton: Who made them?
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The Premier: Not this Government.

Mr, COLLIER: There were men sit-
ting on the hench who had equally strong
views on the temperance side. It would
surely be a good qualification for a man
to act as a justice of the peace that he
lad been able to obtain the votes of his
fellow eitizens appointing him to a posi-
tion on the licensing bench, There were
at present men holding the positions of
Justices of the peace who would not ob-
tain ten votes if they went up for elee-
tion before those who knew them well.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL : The
clause as originally dvafted contained the
provision for membetrs of the bench to
be justices of the peace as a guide to, and
check on, the Exeentive in making the
appointments to the benches. It was very
necessary that the Exeeutive should have
some sort of indication as to the kind of
person to be appointed, and the fact that
he must be a justice of the peace provided
a clear indication that he must possess
certain qualifieations necessary for the
position. Hitherto, and at the present
time, it was the practice to appoint mem-
hers of the licensing eourt from the mag-
isterial beneh. At present it was only
necessary that the member of the counrt
should he a justice of the partieular
magisterial distriet, but under the clanse
as drafted the vestrietion was made more
severe, as it was necessary for the man
appointed to he a justice of the peace for
the State. Now, however, that tle elec-
tive svstem had been adopted. there was
no need to impose any restriction. No
higher honour couwld be attained by a
member of the commumity than being
elected to a responsible position by the
votes of his fellow eitizens, That honour
having beeu conferred upon a member of
the Jicensing e¢ourt there was no necessity
to daplicate it by eleeting him also to
the position of justice of the peace for
the State. Judging from the manner in
which the work of the licensing courts
had heen conducted, very great care had
heen taken in selecting the zentlemen who
epmprized them.

Mr, GEORGE : The initial mistake was
in insertine the provision as to justices
of the peace. No member of a licensing
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court should sit upon the bench to adjudi-
eate upon an offence committed against
the licensing laws.

Mr. Walker: How about the chairman?

Mr. GEORGE: He need not sit on
those cases.

Mr. Bolton: Neither need the others.

Mr. GEORGE: They would probably
do so. It would be far better to have
those cases tried by persons who were not
bigots on either side.

Mr. SCADDAN: In the event of the
words being struck out at this stage,
would it be possible, subsequently, to in-
sert a new clause making members of the
licensing benches justices of the peace,
either for the State or for a magisterial
distriet?

The CHATRMAN: There was nothing
to prevent a new clause of that nature
being proposed.

Amendment passed;
amended agreed to.

Clause 10—Disqualifieation :

Mr. MURPHY moved an amend-
ment—

That the following words be added
to Subclause 1:—“or who is @ member
of any abstinence societies registered in
Western Australia.”

the clause as

In the administration of the measure we
wanted a heneh that was perfeectly with-
out bias. Under the existing law any
person either direetly or indirveetly in-
terested could not sit on the beneh. The
member for North Fremantle would not
deny that there was in the Fremantle
district some members of temperance
societies who were extremely biassed
when they sat on the bench in the eapa-
eity of justices of the peace. The Com-
mittee should agree that no person in-
terested in the liguor trade or a member
of a8 registered temperance society
should be qualified to be a member of
the licensing bench.

The PREMIER: The member for
Fremantle was going too far in making
such a stipulation. There was no rea-
son why the existing Aet, which provided
that ‘heinz an offieer or agent for any
sociefy interested in preventing the sale
of liquor” should not be copied.

Mr. Murphy: If an officer why not a
member?
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The PREMIER: It would be much
easier to identify an officer than an or-
dinary member.

Mr. GEORGE: To make the Bill earry
out what was wanted the Committee
should add the words, *no person who
takes at any time any quantity, large or
small, of any intoxieating liguor.”

Mr. Bolton: Or teetotal drinks.

Mr. BATH: If the member for Fre-
mantle earried out his idea to a logieal
conclugion he shonld apply the restrie-
tion he was endeavouring to impose upon
those who desired to become members of
Parliament. It could not be said in
connection with members of total abstin-
ence societies that an element of personal
gain entered into their views,

Mr. MURPHY: Why did not the
member for Brown Hill raise his voice
in protest against what was already the
law of the State in regard to those who
sat on licensing benches? There was a
disqualification  against any person
directly interested in the liguor traffic
being a licensing magistrate, and there
was a further disqualification the hom:
member did not protest against, and that
was being an officer or agent of a society
interested in preventing the sale of
liguor,

Mr. Bath: It was removed from the
Rill introduced in 1905.

Mr. MURPHY: What he was endeav-
auring te do was to earry out the prin-
eiple which existed in a restricted form
in the present Act. Certain members of
temperance societies were prohibited
from sitting on the licensing bench and
it eonld not be said he was taking an e3-
treme stand when he attempted to carry
nut the disqualification to a wider de-
Zree.

The ATTORNEY QENERAL: The
amendment would not provide a very
effective check. After all the matter was
one which would be dealt with by the
elecfors,

Mr. TXDERWOOD: The amendment
suewested was too sweeping, and the
clause was also too sweeping. The clause
would prevent sueh a perzon as the mem-
her for Roebowrne standing for the pesi-
tion of magistrate, as any man whe was
a manufacturer of lemonade which was
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sold in licensed premises, would be barred
from holding office.

The Attorney General: The definition
states that “liquor” means “intoxicating
liquor.”

Mr. CNDERWOQOD : There were many
people who could do good work on a
licensing bheneh who would be prevented
from acting under the clause as it stood.
A man might have a few shares in a
brewery but that would not mean that
he would be biassed to any extent, and
certainly not as much as if be belonged
to a society on the other side. A
man who was a paid secretary of a Chris-
tian Endeavour organisation or whatever
such things were called—he was not too
well versed in these matters—would be
most decidedly interested in the. preven-
tion of the sale of liguor snd he should
be barred just as much as the man who
was interested in the sale of liquor,

Mr. Bolton: How is he interested?

Mr. UNDERWOQOD: His salary de-
pended upon it.

Mr. Bolton: It is quite true that yon
are not well versed on the watter.

Mz. SCADDAN: The argument of the
member for Pilbara was diffienlt to fol-
low when he compared a person holding
shares in a brewery to a secretary of a
temperance organisation, These people
were affected differently. If a temper-
anee organisation was suceessful in re-
ducing the number of licenses the secre-
tary did not get an increase in salary,
but if a shareholder of a brewery was
instrumental in inereasing the trade he
zot inereased dividends. The object of
the one was the doing of good o the
zeneral community; hut the shareholder
of a brewery lost sight of that objeect,
When he endeavounred to push trade, he
did not eare mueh what injury the liquor
trade was doing to the individuals of the
community so long as his profits were
roing up.

AMr. Murphy: Why
hody: why not give
choiee ?

Mr. SCADDAN: The ane was a mem-
her of a temperance society beeanse ear-
nestly convineed that what the society
was doing was in the hest interests of
the community., whereas the other was

disqualify any-
the people free
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not; all he was interested in was his
own pocket.
Mr. BOLTON: Too much time was

being wasted on an unnecessary amend-
ment. Prior to the recent by-election,
when with one exception the Committee
was constituted as at present, the clause
was passed almost without discussion.
The discussion went to show that the
Licensed Vietuallers’ Association was
being well served.

Mr. MURPHY: Even if it were a
fact that the only difference in the Com-
mittee was thet caused by the result of
two by-elections—not one as the member
for North Fremantle had stated—was
that any reason why the elause should
be passed without debate? In the earlier
stages of the diseussion much had been
heard of the beauties of freedom of
choice by the people, and hon. members
had declared in favour of allowing the
people to have their choice in the elee-
tion of members of the licensing bench.
If that was so, why put any disquoalifi-
cations on amy people whatevery If
the principle were good, and the people
of a partieular district desired to eleet
a publiean to a seat uwpon the bench,
why should they not do so? If it could
be said (hat the publican would not give
a fair decision where the interests of the
trade were concerned then it ecould be
logically contended that the members of
the various femperance societies would
be just as biassed and as prone to giving
unfair decisions as wounld be the publi-
can. The member for South Fremantle
knew of some glorious examples in Fre-
mantle of the Iliberality and pure-
mindedness of some of the loeal justices
of the peace, prominent lights in the
temperance organisations of the State,
men who did net think it worth while
to take a seat on the bench except on
Monday mornings when opportunities
occarred of  punishing  unfortunate
drunks.

Mr. Angwin: That is not fair.

Mr. MURPHY: But it was absoluately
true. and the hon. member knew it.
These were the men who would be
alected by their organisations to places
on the licensing hench. Why then should
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tlhe publican be disqualified? Could any
member say that the average publican
was not far more broad-minded in his
views than the average teetotaller?

Mr. Taylor: He is in his liquors any-
how,

Mr. MURPHY: With the consent of
the Minister he would be prepared to
withdraw his amendment if some mem-
ber wonld move that the entire clause be
struck ount. .

Mr. WALKER: Evidently the mem-
ber for Fremantle did not grasp the
reason for the Bill at all.

Mr. Murphy: I see no reason for it.

Myr. WALKER: The fact that we bad
a Bill of the kind was evidence that the
drink traffic was considered by the Gov-
ernment to be an evil. The Government
thought it to be an evil, the House
thought it to be an evil, and the couniry
knew it to be so; and if the hon. mem-
ber locked into his heart of hearts he
would admit thal dricking was an evil.
The purpose of Lhe Bill was to give the
people the right to regulate the evil
Every time a licensing bhench sat it
would he to put the evil on its trial.
It wounld judge as to whether the evil
were to be continned or diseontinued.

Mrv. Murphy: In the name of the
people.
Mr. WALKER: Undoubtedly. But

if a comparison were pardonable a erini-
nal was one of the pecple; yet he was
put in the dock and tried, nor would he
be allowed to leave the dock and go on
the bench to try himself. Every time
the drink traffic came before the bench
it would be in the position of the erimi-
nal in the dock.

Mr. Murphy: The same court does not
try offences against the lignor law.

My, WALKER: It was the traffic that
would be on trial. The mere offences
against the law coostituted an entirely
different department. It was the liquor
traffic that was on its trial all through
the Bill.

Mvr. Murphy: I say no.

Mr. WALKER: The hon. member had
been given credit for more sense. The
judgment of the beneh would be as to
whether there was too much of the traf-
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fie, too little of it or just emough. The
positions of the temperance man and of
one who was ibterested financially in
the trial, would be entirely different,
The man in the traffic wonld be one of the
persons tried; his premises might be in-
volved in the adjudication.

Mr. Underwood: What about
licenses 7

Mr, WALEER: If the bon. member
were the licensee of a publie-honse and
the question was as to the granting of
new licenses the hon. member would be
biassed against such new licenses. He
(Mr. Walker) knew the evils of the
traffic, and he was prepared to protect
his fellow men from those evils as far
as he conld. It was the duty of every
hon. member to do the same. All the
evidence that the world could find bear
ing upon this question was to the effect
that drink was wvesponsible for filling
our gaols, for filling our cemeteries, for
driving men to the mad-house, and for
ruining the domestie happiness of thow
sands of homes. That being so was it
only fair that the traffic should be put
upon 1its trial,

new

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

Mr. WALKER: It was desired to dis-
tinguish between those finaneially inter-
ested or interested in a business way,
and that other large class who were in no
way finaneially interested, but only in
terested as having opinions one way or
the other, The member for Fremantle to be
consistent should make his amendment
read, Lhat any person taking drink on
principle, or for econvenience, or any
person opposed to taking drink and op-
posed to others iaking drink either on
prineiple or for convenience, ought to
be excluded from sitting on licensing
courts, But the few who would be excluded
under the Bill as interested were indeed
few. The vast body of the electors might
be actually drunkards, or moderate
drinkers, some unbigoted teetotallers, and
others bigoted teetotallers, but neither
the man who drank beavily nor the tee-
totaller could be said to be financially
interested in the drink traffie, and there-
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for they had the privilege to vote for
members of the lieensing courts. The
sole reason for exclusion was a peeuniary
interest in the drink trade, just as a
person interested in contracts with the
(lovernment was not permitted to be a
member of Parliament. In onder that
the hon. member might make some par-
allel to the vne who was financially in-
terested, he ought to exclade from be-
ing entitled to sit on licensing courts
those financially interested in preventing
the sale of intoxicants; and one could
agree with the hon. member there. A
rabid teetotaller might be interested in
the drink traffic one way or the other
and should be excluded. Whoever came
under tbe category of having a pecuni-
ary or business interest in preventing
or furthering the drink traffie ought to
be excluded from sitting upon these
couris. There would be consisteney in
that, but there was no consistency in
comparing opinion with pecuniary inter-
est and putting it on the same footing.
The hon. member’s objeet was to keep
temperance people off the benches.
There would be some justification for
attempting to prevent men who drank
heavily from sitting on the benches, but
men who drank moderately should have
the right to submit themselves to election
equally with those who immeoderately
tried to persuade others from Adrinking.
The one sole test left in the Bill was,
““Are you interested in a money sense
in the liquor traffie? If yom come within
the category of being interested in a
money sense in the forlhering or preven-
tion of the drink traffiec you have no
right to be a member of any licensing
court.’’ -

Mr. MURPHY: Tt was an unfair
comparison to compare the disqualifica-
tion proposed as regards members of the
licensing courts with the disqualifieation
preventing persons taking a seat in Par-
liament, It was held thousands of times
that shareholders in any partienlar com-
pany were not disqualified from taking a
seat in Parliament, even though the com-
pany might be interested in government
business. For instanee, shareholders of
a bank could vote on questions affecting
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their bank. Buk under this Bill a person
who held one share in a brewery was dis-
qualified from being a member of a
licensing bench. The disqualifieation was
much, more lax in regard to Parliament,
the court of courts so to speak, than as
regarded a minor court. And seeing we
applied this disqualification, one was en-
titled on the other side, in order to =et
a fair and unbiassed bench, to endeavour
to prevent any member of a temperance
socviety being elected thereto.

Mr. ANGWIN: One could understand
the arguments of the hon. member if he
proposed to strike out the whole clause.

Myr. Murphy: I am prepared to do that.

Mr. ANGWIN: But the hon. member
puinted to an injustice and sought to ex-
tend it. The best persan a temperance
man counld have on a licensing bench was
a man already holding a license in the
distriet, However, with local option
polls the clause might very well be omit-
ted. There was no discretion given to
the bench in the event of the poll deciding
that there showld be no increase of licen-
ces, and those interested in the manufac-
ture of liquor could not then nse personal
infirence with those on the bench for the
purpose of inereasing licences. The only
discretion given was when the poll decided
there might be an inerease of hotels, and
in that case the best man the temperanece
party conld have on the bench was the
holder of an existing licence. One counld
nol agree with the remarks of the mem-
ber for Fremantle reflecting on some of
the justices of the peace at Fremantle.

Mr. MURPHY : The rebuke was well
deserved. He desived to withdraw those
remarks and apologise for having made
them., They were made on the spur of
the moment. He had no right, directly
or indirectly, in his position in Parlia-
ment to reflect on anyhody outside.

Mr. ANGWIN: Ti was pleasing the
hon. membher had withdrawn the reflection,
The majority of jnstices of the peace were
not total abstainers; but if a total ab-
stainer xot an the beneh and enf.veed the
law in what he eonsidered a fair and justi-
fiahle manner. he had often, beraun<e he
belonged to a temperance society, to put
np with snoeers and insults from those



[S SerraueIR, 1910.]

given to taking intoxicating liquors. The
gentleman who was said to go to the conrt
at Fremantle on Monday mornings went
there, he (Mr. Aungwin) believed,- for the
express purpose of carrying out his duties
on the bench fairly to all persons con-
cerned. That portion of the amendment
referring to mewbers of total abstinence
societies could only affect two societies,
both of which were benefit societies which
had to register under the Friendly Socie-
ties Act. The provise would only affeet
one member of Parliament, if the amend-
ment were carried, while ontside of Par-
liament the percentage of those affected
would be far less. There was therefore
no necessity for the amendment, especially
seeing that there would be a local option
vote.

Mr. MURPHY: 1If it were proposed
that the clause should he struck out alto-
gether, he would not object to withdraw
his amendment. So long as the people
had a choice from the general eommunity
that was all he desived, but it was not
fair to debar any one section.

Mr, TNDERWOOD: The clause as it
stood was too drastic. The member for
East Fremantle was not eorrect when he
said that the elanse wounld only affect
one member, for there were at least three
in the House who would be disqualified
if it were carried.

My, Angwin: T referred to the amend-
ment.

Myr. TNDERWOOD: Under the claunse
as it stood, all shareholders in firms like
Dalgety & Co., and Burns Philp & Co.
would be disqualified. It was surely not
wise to bar all those people, If there
were to be an election, let it be a fair one.
Ti might be advisable to prevent publi-
cang or owners of premises being mem-
bers of the licensing benches, and the
clause might be altered to read: “Every
person shall be disqualified from kolding
office as a membher of the licensingz conrt
whn is interested heneficially in the manu-
facture or sale of liquor or in any prem-
ises licensed or proposed to he licensed
under this Aet.” There conld be a pro-
viso that the clause should not apply to
shareholders in a company wanufarturing
intoxicating liguors.

683

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Prob-
ably the hest way out of the diffieulty
wounld be for the clause to be amended by
adding to Subelanse 1, after the word
“license” in line 10 the words: “provided
that a person shall not be disgqualified

-only by reason of his being a shareholder

in a company carrying on the business
of the manufacture or sale of liguors or
any mortgage of licensed premises.” If
that proviso were added it would meet
the wishes of members. A shareholder
of a brewery, or a person who happened
to spend money on the security of licensed
premises should not be disqualified from
being a member of the leensing court if
the electors wished him to fill the position.
There was some difference between a posi-
tion under popular election and a position
where the members of the bench were ap-
pointed by the Government. Having ad-
opted the prineiple of eleetion, it was
not necessary perhaps to impose quite
so severe restrictions as under a system
of nomination. One would not go so far
as to say that there should be no dis-
qualifieations ; there were disqualifications
in regard to ecandidates for this House.
Provided we did not go too far in the
direetion of disqualification, there should
be no objection to the prineiple.

Mr, KEENAN: The clanse should he
postponed. It was obvious that as the
elective system had been adopted there
should be some clause dealing entirely
with disqualifications of all kinds. For
instance, the term “person” in the Aect
of 1398 referred to both males and fe-
nales, and it was therefore desirable that
it should be clearly set out that only
males should be eligible for election to
the bench. If ladies sat on the bench, a
state of things might arise which would
be anything but desirable for males.
Other disqualifications had to be pro-
vided for; for instances, persons of un-
sound mind, or those who had been cop-
vieted of offences the punishment for
which was a certain prescribed penalty.
There were also disqualifications which
applied to persons of this House and
similar institetions to which persons
could he elected.

Mr. OSBORN: The clanse shonld be
re-drafted, and the disqualification, if
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any, should be limited, It would be wise
io adopt the suggestion that the consid-
eration of the clause be postponed. Had
the benches not been made elective, there
would be reason for greater care being
exercised; but, now that the -electors
would have the right to appoint the ben-
ches, they shonld be given a free hand
to choose whom they liked. He could
not see why anyone shonld be debarred
from eleetion, provided the -electors
thought fit to appoint therm.

Mr. MURPHY asked leave to with-
draw the amendment.

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn,

The ATTORNEY GENERAL moved:

That the further consideration of
the clause be postponed.

Motion passed; the clause postponed.

(lause 11—HResignation:

My, KEENAN: All the clanses deal-
ing with disqualification should be post-
poned.

On motion by the Attorney General
Clauses 11 to 19 postponed.

Clauses 20 to 25—agreed to.

Clause 26—Licenses:

Mr. BATH: Would it be necessary to
move the omission of the paragraphs one
at a time?

The CHAIRMAN: Yes. :

Mr. BATH moved an amendment—

That paragraplh (b)—Hotel licenses
—be struck oul.

In conneetion with licensing legislation
we should endeavour so far as possible
to simplify the process of issuing
licenses, and should reduce the variety
of licenses issued under the Aect. Par-
tienlarly with regard to this proposal for
hotel licenses it had been found in differ-
ent places that it was open to great
abuse. It provided the lieensee with the
right to supply liquor to those who were
boarders in the hotel but not to the
geveral public. One case was known of
in Perth where undoubtedly there was an
evasion of the law and where, under a
subterfuge, liguor was supplied to the
general public. If we were to have
licenses they should be associated with
proper accommodation for the publie,
and that could be done under the system
of a publican’s general license.
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_Mr.. MURPHY: In the history of
licensing in this State there had been
only two licenses of this character issued,
che in' Pevth aud one at Cue. The
license at Cue was falling in. YWhat the
member for Brown Hill had said was
perfectly correet; it should be either one
thing or the other, because these licenses
were simply a blind by which the law
which permitted the sale of liquor to a
boarder was evaded by the supply of
ligner to the general publie.-

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: This
shonld be a useful license, because it en-
abled hotels to be carried on without a
bar trade. In praectice, however, it had
not answered. There was no intention
on his part to offer any objeetion to the
deletion of the paragraph.

Mr. BROWN: It was fo be hoped that
the member for Brown Hill would not
press the amendment. Speaking for the
one hotel in Perth it ranked among the
best conducted in the City, and the
license which it possessed prevented a
good deal of sly drinking. As there was
only one in the City, the Commitiee
should not attempt to ruin a business
which was so well conducted.

Amendment put and passed.

Mr. BATH moved a further amend-
ment—

That paeragraph (d) — -lustralian
Wine and Beer licenses—be struck oul.

It was rather a dignified name—"Aus-
tralian wine and beer license.” If mem-
bers were to speak of their own know-
ledge they would say that it was famili.
arly known as a “shy-poo” license. From
his experience of this class of license in
the goldfields town it paralleled what
was known as the saloon and dive in
America, There was no pretence at
accommodation, and it was a class of
license which should not be encouraged.

Mr., MURPHY : Tt seemed that this
question had strange bedfellows at times.
The amendment would receive his hearty
support.

Amendment put and passed.

Mr. MURPHY wmoved
amendment—

a further

That paregraph (h)—Railway Res-
taurant Car licenses—Dbe struck oul.
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1f there was any truth in the contention
of the bad influenee of drink on the pub-
Jie, it seemed to him that there was no
place where it was so dangerous as a
railway train. The Government, in their
desire to restriet the consumption of
liguor, should do without the few paliry
pounds which were derived as profits
from the railway refreshment cars and
abolish the licenses for those cars.

Mr. George: Why not strike out (g)
which refers to railway refreshment
rooms$

Mr. MURPHY: The hon. member
could move to strike out paragraph *(g)
if be Qesired.

Mr. GEORGE: If the wember for
¥remantle desired to be consistent he
should first of all move to strike out
paragraph (g} and prevent the railway
refreshment rooms from having a license.
The amount of trade in the ears was very
small, and sinee these refreshment ecars
had been placed on the line the effect had
been to shorten the time it was necessavy
to spend at stations where refreshment
rooms were provided. Tn the interests of
temperance there would be far less drink-
ing if the refreshment car license were
allowed to vemain. In the past as soon
as a train pulled up at a station where
there was a refreshment room there was
always an exodus towards the bar and
liquor was earried on to the train.

Mr. Bolton: Vile stuff, too.

Mre. GEOR(GE: Spezking from per-
sonal experience he. had always obtained
wzood liquor.

Mr. Bolton: They watched you com-
ng.
Mr. GEORGE: If the paragraph in

question were deleted the Commiltee
should refuse the refreshment room Ii-
censes also. As far as profit on the ears
was concerned, it was very insignificanti;
at any rate, that was the experience dur-
ing his regime as Commissioner.

Mr. MeDOWALIL: The attempt to
strike out the paragraph was absurd.
Everyone who travelled on the exzpress
realised that the refreshment ecars were
very convenient indeed. Before these
cars were instituted people ecarried a
stock of liquor on to the train; now, if

685

one wanted a drink it could be obtained
in decency and comfort. ‘The atiempti to
delete the clause was going too far. It
was the licensed vietuallers industry mmo-
ning riet in order to get everything into
the hands of the lcensed vietuallers.
The Committee, in its good sense, should
reject the amendment.

Amendment put and negatived.

Mr. COLLIER moved a £urther amend-
ment—

That paragreph (i)—Theatre Rs-
freshment room licenses—be struck out.
Would the Attorney General explain
what was intended by this paragraph ?
At the present time there was a publi-
can’s general license attached to every
theatre in the State. Was it intended to
issne an additional license for theatres,
or any theatre which might be erected in
the future?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: At
the present fime there was none of
these licenses in cistence. It was
a form of license which existed in pre-
vious Acts, and the idea was that if
someone erected a theatre apart from a
hotel there shauld be power to attach a
bar to that theatre. However, it was
doubtfu! whether it was advisable to
have bars connected with theatres, and
he did not propose to offer any opposi-
tion to the striking out of this partieular
form of license, of which there was, he
thonght, none in existenee.

Mr. KEENAN: The Aftorney Gen-
eral was mistaken; there was a license of
this class in respect to His Majesty’s
theatre. It was not a hotel license at all,
and the bar to which it applied was open
only in the interval between the aeis,

Mr. Holman: There is no extra license
held for that bar,
Mr. KEENAN:  Surely there was.

The bar was a portion of the theatre and
not of the hotel. Moreover, it fulfilled
a public want. He hoped the paragraph
would not be struck out.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
hon. member was in error. It seemed
that there was no license of the kind at
present in existence. Certainly it was
not shown on the return he (the Minister}
had of the licenses issued. If such a licensr
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had been issued i’ was only recently. 1t
wiould scarcely be necessary in respect to
His Majesty’s theatre, beeause the bar in
question was open to the general publie
agd not merely to those who paid for ad-
mission to the theatre. If {here were any
demand for this class of license he would
not be prepared to aceept the deletion
of the paragraph.

Mr. DRAPER: To strike out the para-
graph would be to increase the monopoly
of the general publicans and of owners
of theatres. As a general practice a
theatre had attached to it a refreshment
bar, and it could easily he provided that
only those persons who had paid for ad-
mission to the theatre should be entitled
to obtain any refreshment at that bar. In
the event of the paragraph being struck
out, if anyone wished to build a theatre
he would be forced to build a hotel in
conjunction with it to supply the demand
for refreshment during the intervals.
Therefore, to strike out the paragraph
would be to inerease the opportunities of
abtaining liquor, for anyone who wished
tp build a theatre would be foreced lo
build a hotel and obtain a general pub-
liean’s lieense.

Mr. BROWN: If no licenses of this
alass were granted the refreshment bars
af the theatres would have to close up
and theatre goers would be put to the
- ineonvenience of having to leave the
theatre for refreshment.

Mz. BOLTON: The argument was not
worth much, because no extra license had
been taken out for the bar under dis-
emssion,  Even with the paragraph de-
Teted the same bar would be used for the
wame theaire goers.

- Amendment put and passed.

Mr. BATH: It seemed that para-
araphs (j), spirit merchanis’ licenses, and
£1), two-gallon licenses, covered the same
ground. If we were going to refain the
gpirit merchants’ licenses, what necessity
was there for the two-gallon licenses?

. The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
{wo-gallon license had been inserted in
the Bill in consequence of a provision in
the Commonwealth Excise Act dealing
with licenses to enable brewers to sell
their product, As the hon. member

[ASSEMBLY.]

would see if e referred to Clause 36, the
gpirit merchants’ license was intended for
the benefit of the wholesale dealer. Tt
enabled liquor to be sold in balk withount
breaking parcels. Comparatively few of
these licenses were in existence, becaase
the majority of spirit merchants found
it to their advantage to have a gallon
license, of wlich 277 were in existence
as against 16 spirit merchants’ licenses.

Mr. ANGWIN moved a further amend-
menf-—

That paragrapk (k) Gallon licens-
ses—be struck out.
Of all forms of licenses this was the most
dangerous to the community. It could be
safely said that in many cases, instead
of being a gallon license, il was infer-
preted as a bottle license; and the man-
ner in which these licenses were misused
called for greater police supervision, The
majority of the people were opposed to
licenses of this kind which, as the Minis-
ter had shown, had been granted freely,
not to say indiscriminately. These licen-
ges had proved a curse not only in Wesl-
ern Australia but almost everywhere else
where they obtained.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: It was
hoped the Committee would not agree to
the reseission of these licenses. The fact
that a considerable number of them had
been granted might in ifself he taken a<
evidence that they were required. If the
paragraph were to be struck out, and a
further amendment which appeared on the
Notice Paper providing that liquor sold
under fwo-gallon licenses should only be
sold to persons holding licenses were ear-
ried, it wounld mean that the whole of
the liquor trade for eonsumption off the
premises would be driven into the pablie
houses, If we did away with these livenses
and with spirit licenses we would make
it impossible for the private individual
to buy liqunor for consumption in his own
house except from the licensed victualler.

Mr. Bath: Spirit merchants’ licenses
are fo be left in.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: It was
understood it was intended to move to
omit them, but, at any rate. they only
dealt with imported liquors. Gallon liren-
ses tended to prevent a monopoly. Sev-
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eral public houses had started bottle de-
partments solely in consequence of the
competition to which they were subjected
by the holders of gallon licenses, and in
these bottle departments a single bottle
of champagne could be bought for Gs.
whereas at another hotel, which had not
a bottle department, 10s. would bave to
be paid. This was owing to the competi-
tion from the holders of gallon licenses,
and certainly if gallon licenses were not
in existence the prices would be immedi-
ately raised. Some might think this an
advantage, but those whe did not like to
practice extreme views wonld not welcome
being foreed to pay more for their liguor
than they would have to pay with a rea-
sonable amount of competition. Mem-
bers should not make an extreme mono-
poly of this business, and should not drive
the whole of the retail business into the
hands of the general publicans. We had
already done a good deal in that direction
by the licenses already excised. It was
admitted that in some cases gallon licenses
might be abused, but Parliament was not
to legislate for the exceptions. Because
some publicans violated the law members
would not wish to abolish publicans’ licen-
ses.

My, MURPHY: No matter how de-
praved a man or a woman might become
ultimately through the excessive use of
aleohol, as far as the woman was con-
cerned it eould be almost invariably
traced to the grocer’s or one-gallon license,
and where one could go to the bottle de-
partment of the hotel and buy a hottle
of whisky, when a woman went to a
grocer’s shop she hought a pound of tea,
or two or three pounds of tea and a pound
of butter. and got a bottle of whisky in-
stead.  The iwo forms of license the
temperance party, the moderate drinkers
and the general publicans should combine
to oppose, were the wine license and the
grocer’s license. There were grocers who
would rather be without the liecense, but
were compelled to have one owing to
trade competition, else they would lose
custom in the legzitimate articles of their
trade.

Mr. Troy: How does the groeer get on
who bas not a gallon license?
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My. MURPHY : In the metropolis
there was hardly one grocer in ten with-
out a one-gallon license. The amendment
shonld be carried in the interests of the
general morality of the eomnmunity, though
it might mean driving this particular por-
tion of the trade into the hands of the
general publican, an object which mem-
bers might say be (Mr. Murphy) was
seeking. )

Mr. OSBORN: This was an amend-
meunt that should not be earried. If we
allowed shops to sell Australian wine
there was no reason why they should not
be allowed to sell a gallon of beer or
whisky. Just as many people got intoxi-
cated on Australian wines, some of them,
as on heer. T1*rovision, however, mizht be
made that grocers shonld not hold gallon
licenses, because groeers should not run
that class of trade in conneetion with the
grocery business.

Mr. Walker:
them to do it.

Ar, OSBORN: The license was to
allow a person to buy a gallon of beer
without going to the hotel for it. If we
abolished the license, people must go to
the hotel, and it was not evervbody who
cared to go to a hotel for a gallon or a
bottle of beer, People would sooner
send the order to a person who would
deliver the artictes. Provision might be
made that these gallon licenses shonid
not be run in eonjunetion with grocers’
shops, and that wonld get over the diffi-
culty of liquor being charged up as tea
or butter.  Certainly there were some
dishonest grocers indulging in that kind
of thing, but there were others who
wonld be the last in the world to abuse
the privileze they held under a reallon
license. The majority of groeers aronnd
the metropolis wonld not exereice their
privilege in the way hinted at by hon.
members, It was pot right for any
member to illustrate particular cases they
knew of and condemn the whole com-
munity on account of those. The major-
ity of grocers were honest men. who
carried out their trade in a legitimate
manner, and it was not right to draw
the inferences that had been drawn by
hon. memhers. We should allow gallon
licenses to remain and leave the restrie-

The license i1s to enable
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tion of them to the judgment of the
licensing benches or the people, if these
licenses were included in local option
jolls.

Mr. MURPHY: In the metropolitan
avea, including the Fremantle electorate,
nine out of ten of those holding grocers’
licenses served out their beer or spirits
hy the bottle. As a general statement
regarding the district he represented, 90
per eent. of the groeers holding gallon
licenses never conformed to the condi-
tions of the license; and when they got
a case of whisky containing two gallons
they did not sell six boitles bnt sold a
bottle at a time, OFf course the member
for Roebourne represented a most moral
community that never evaded the liquor
taws, but so far as Perth or Fremantle
were concerned there was no grocer, so
far as he (Mr. Murphy) knew, that held
a gallon license who sold his liquor in
oue-gallon quantities. If it were pos-
sible to trace it to ifs frue origin, it would
be found that drunkenness in the home
was due more to the power 'to obtain
liquor from the grocer than from the
publiecan or the wine shop.

Mr. BOLTON: The gallon licenses
shoold be done away with, as they were
responsible for much harm, although he
would not agree with the previous speaker
that 90 per cent. of the grocers holding
gallon licenses broke the law. By the
rallon licenses facilities were provided
for getting liquor which would not exist
if the provision were done away with.

Mr. TROY: The difference between
people buying from a grocer with a gal-
lon license and from a publican was the
difference between Tweedledum and
Tweedledee, for, if people wanted grog,
they did not eare from whom they pur-
chased it. No one was justified in attri-
buting drunkenness either to the groecer
or the publican. Tt would be uunwise to
do away with the gallon license, for it
would give a monopoly for the sale of
liguor. That was objectionable.  Let
the people decide for themselves what
they wonld have. If had been said that
nearly all the drupkenness in the State
necurred in Perth and Fremantle, and
was due to the gallon licenses. There
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was just as mueh drink procured from
the botile departments of the hotels as
from those who held gallon licenses.
Mention bad been made of secret drink-
ing, but people who wanted to do that
in their homes would get liquor even if
the gallon licenses were done away with.
It had been said that secret drinking was
the worst form of it, but with that he
could not agree for there was some hope
for those who consumed and obtained
their liquor secretly, for it showed that
they were ashamed of themselves. This
remark referred particularly to women,
for when women went openly to hotels
and got liquor there it showed that it
was a commoh practice with them, and
they were not ashamed of it

Mr. COLLIER: The opportunity to
obtain liquor should be restricted, there-
fore be would support the amendment.
Gallon licenses gave opportunities for
secret drinking, which did not obtain in
connection with hotels. It was true that
there was hardly a man holding a gallon
license who did not sell single bottles of
liquor. The difference between the hold-
ers of gallon and publican’s licenses was
that in the latter ease the police had an
opportunity of controlling the sale of
liquor, whereas that did not obtain in
connection with gallon licenses. The
member for Mount Magnet was wrong
when he said that seeret drinking was
better than open drinking. That was not
so, for the secret drinker took liquor for
the love of it, and was further down in
the seale of drunkenness than the man
who went into an hotel openly for a
drink.

Mr. ANGWIN: The gallon license was
an unfair one to grant to grocers, for it
meant unfairness in trade competition,
Many cases oceurred where grocers had
to go ont and buy intoxicants in order to
serve their customers.

Amendment put and a division taken

with the following result:—
Ayes
Noes

Majority for

=
el 58
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AVES.
Mr. Angwin Me. Hudson
Mr. Bath " Mr, Monger
Mr. Bolton Mr. O'Loghlen
Mr. Carson Mr. Scaddan
Mr. Colller ' Mr. Swan
Mr. Draper Mr. Taylor
Mr. GII . Mr. Walker
Mr. Gordon i Mr, A. A, Wilson
Mr, Gourley Mr., Murphy
Mr. Heitmepn (Tealler).
Mr. Holman

Noxa.

Mr. Drowb . Mr. 5 F. Moote
Mr. Butcher ' Mr. Nanson
Mr. Davier ' Mr, Osborn
Mr. George + Mr, Plesse
Mr. Gregory | Mr, Ware
Mr. Harper Mr. F. Wilson
Mr. Keenan f Mr. Layman
Mr, Mitchell (Teller).

Sir N. J. Moore

Amendment thus passed; the paragraph
struck out. ’

Mr. GILL moved a further amend-
ment— .

That paragraph (p.) — Occasional

licenses—be struck out,

This paragraph dealt with what were
termed oceasional licenses, which meant
permits granted to a licensee on special
oceasions to keep his house open for an
hour or two louger at night. There was
no neeessity for that seeing that the clos-
jng hour would be 11 o'clock.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: It was
only intended to use this license oecasion-
ally; it met the eonvenience of the publie
on certain special oceasions. It was diffi-
enlt to define when it shonld be given;
that had to be left to the diseretion of the
bench.

Amendment put and negatived.

Mr. MURPHY moved thai the follow-
ing be added to stand as Subelaunse 3:—

No license or remewal of a license
shall be granted to any person of for-
eign birth except and unless such per-
son shall have been a duly naturalised

British subject for not less than two

years prior to the dafe of his applira-

tion.
It might seem to the Committee that he
was somewhet’ narvow-minded, hut the
clause was intended fo rvefer to a partien-
lar elass of our residents who were natur-
alised Brilish subjects. Amonz varioas

L

forms of wine licenses which it was be-
lieved were detrimental to the morality of
the State, there were none worse, or in
any way approached in badness, than
those held by the foreigners hailing from
the Southern portion of Europe, and who
were now residents in our community.
There was no desire on his part to par-
tienlarise any ecountry, but in sailovs,
phraseology these people were known as
Dagos. and if it was possible to fit the
word in with any part of the Mediterran-
ean, the ciass to which he was referring
would be described. He did not know
whether this class existed in Perth as it
did in Fremantle, where there was a very
large eommunity of these people in com-
parison to the population of the place,
but if there was one class of people who
sold wines and spirits, and who seemed
to be able to carry on in defiance of police
supervision, it was this class who eondue-
ted the wine shops at Fremantle.

Mr. Davies: Why not in other places?

Mr. MURPHY: Not having a know-
ledge of other places he vould only speak
of his own constituency. He could only
speak about that which had come under

his personal observation during his 14

vears of residence at Fremantle, and it
could be said unhesitatingly that the wine
shops there were a disgrace to the town.
Therefore it was only 'a fair thing that
before further licenses were issned to any
persons to sell wines or spirits, we should
have the rvight to demand that if these
people came to our country to live they
should become naturalised British sub-
jeets.

Mr. GEORGE: While it was his inten-
tion to support the clause he conld not
but protest against the extravagant lan-
guage which the member for Fremantle
had used in eonnection with the constitu-
ency le represented. and 'which contained
as many respectable people as any other
part of the State. The member for Fre-
mantle had iold the Committee that 90
per eent. of the procers in that town were
cheats,

Mr. Murphy: T said na such thing.

Mr. AEORGT: The hon, member said
that 90 per cent. of the szrocers were
cieats. Feepause, having eallon  licenses.
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they sold a single bottle of liguor, and
drunkenness followed to a great extent,
while 90 per cent. of the women of Fre-
wantle became untrutbful over this traffie.
1t was an iunsult to the Chamber to use
sueh language, and it was surprising that
o other member representing Fremantle
had ot up in his place to defend the
town and its people from sunch aspersions.
This kind of procedure was not caleu-
lated to assist in the passage of the Bill;
it was more likely te result in wreeking
the Bill. Why eould not the Committee
get on without baving to listen to such
extravagant drivel?

* The CHATRMAN: The hon. member
must not use such langunage.

Mr. GEORGE: That word would be
withdrawn, though he would find other
words to substitute for it, The member
for Fremantle was quite right in what he
said regarding these shops which held
licenses for the sale of wine and beer,
and which were run by a class of persons
to whom he referred, and whom he said
came from Southern Europe. It was
known that the seate of morality in the
places from whence these people came
differed very much from the secale that
the Britishers believed should prevail
Hon. members knew that the law was
evaded at these shops, beeanse even where
there was no license held, and money was
fiven to them for the purchase of liquor,
instead of going outside for it they went
into the back yard and got it there.

Mr. MURPHY: Hon. members were
not prepared to listen to a leeture from
the member for Murray as to what mem-
bers should or should not do, or say. If
anyone wanted to hear drivel they should
be commended to the member for Mur-
ray.

The CHAIRMAN: The hon. member
must withdraw that remark.

Mr. George: It is all vight; I do not
want him to withdraw it.

The (CHAIRMAN: The hon. member
is out of order.

Mr. MURPHY: Whether the member
for Murray desived him to withdraw or
not. he knew his duty to the Chair, and
he would withdraw what he had said.
With regard to the electorate of ¥re-
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mantle, he had not referred to North,
East, or South Fremantle, but Fremantle
proper, and what he said was that 90 per
cenf. of the grocers who had gallon licen-
ses evaded the law.  Considering that
there was only one grocer who held a
gallon license_ in his electorate, he might
have said 100 per cent.

Mr, Scaddan: Then how do you arrive
at 90 per cent.?

Mr. MURPHY: $So as to make a
margin for the member for Murray to get
in. It might not have been the correct
thing for him to use the electoraie of
Fremantle to illustrate immorality, or
evasion of the law; it would have been
better if he had claimed that Fremantle
was the only moral and law-abiding com-
munity, and pointed to someone else's
electorate in order to illustrate why the
law should be altered. Fremantle was
the third shipping port in the Common-
wealth, and it was in a shipping port
partienlarly where one saw the worst
effects which followed the granting of
licenses, such as those which were being
discussed. The member for Murray
tried to make out that he (Mr. Murphy)
had said that nine-tenths of the women
of Fremantle were frauds upon their hus-
bands. No veference whatever was made
to the women; what he said was that the
temptation was there, and it should be re-
moved. It wonld be wise, therefore, for
the Committee to agree to the proposed
subclause.

Mr, ANGWIN: There was no douht
that the member for Fremantle had in his
constituency a number of Dagos who held
wine licenses, At the same time there
was more than one grocer in the elector-
ate who had a gallon license, The hou.
member was quite right in saying that
there were no Dagos in East Fremantle,
and neither were there any gallon licenses
there. He was in aceord with the hon.
member’s desire to see that these licenses
were issued only to British subjects.
The law was being vlolated in Fremantle
on many occasions, An instanee was
quoted by himself the other night whera,
at Fremantle, after the hotels were
closed, these places were open.
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The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Per-
sonally he had no koowledge as to how
many of these eitizens of foreign extraec-
tion holding wine licenses were patural-
ised British subjects. But it was pro-
vided in the Natoralisation Aet that once
a foreigner became naturalised he en-
joved all the privileges of a British sub-
ject. If the amendment were carried we
would be denying that right for a period
of two years.

Mr. Angwin: Under the Old Age
Pensions Act he mast have been nataral-
ised for three years.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Tn
the case under review there might pos-
sibly be persons who had held licenses
for many years past and whose places
had been conducted with perfect respec-
tability; and yet if they had failed to
avail themselves of the privilege of be-
coming naturalised they would lose thair
licenses for a peviod of at least two years.
That did not seem equitable. He was nol
at all sure that we should digcriminate
against foreigners as foreigners; rather
should we look at the stability of indi-
vidual applicants. He would not oppose
the amendment if the time limit were
struck ont, beeause then it would be a
simple matter for any foreigner holding
a license to apply for naturalisation, and
presumably there would be no reason
why his application should not be
rranted.

Mr, MURPHY: It was only fair that
a reasonable request from the Minister
in charge of the Bill should be rensonably
met; but unless some time limit were im-
posed there would be a grave danger in
granting these licenses to aliens. As the
member for East Fremantle had pointed
ont, foreigners could not obtain an old
age pension unless they had been for
three years naturalised, whereas the
amendment only asked for a stay of two
vears hefore they could apply for these
licenses. The lapse of this period of two
years wounld serve to prove o the hench
that the applicant was not merely a bird
of passage but was here to stay,
While not wedded to the period of two
vears he thought some time should be al-
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lowed to lapse after naturalisation be-
fore the licenses were granted.

The PREMIER: If & man became
a paturalised British subjeet bhe should at
once be entitled to all the privileges of
cifizenship. If oceasion arose for de-
fending the countiry such a man wonld
have to shoulder his responsibility as soon
as he was naturalised. Surely the amend-
ment would meet the case if the time lHmit
were removed from it.

Mr. DRAPER moved an amendment
on the amendment—

That all the words after “shall,” in
tine 4 be siruck out, and the words “be

a duly naturalised British subject” in-

sevted in lieu.

Certainly a man sould have the privileges
of a British subject as soon as natural-
ised.

Mr. ONDERWOOD: The words “and
untless,” in the third line, should be struck
out.

The PREMIER: Tkat would be con-
sequential. . ]

Mr. CNDERWOOD: Neo, The words
were unnecessary and it was time -
necessary words shonld be knocked out
of Acts of Parliament., He desired 10
strike out these useless words as a pro-
test against the excessive verbosity to be
found in Aets of Parliament. '

Mr. BATH : Was it necessary at
the present time for an applicant to be
naturalised before he could seeure a li-
cense? He was inclined to agree with
the Attorney General that in imposing a
peroid of two years we might be some-
what severe. Under the Commonwealth
Act the granting of naturalisation was
hedged about with many safeguards, and
it seemed that the very aet of becoming
naturalised was to an extent an endorse-
ment of the bona fides of the applieant.
If we were to impose a farther two years
we might be etring on the side of undue
restriction. He wonld like to kuow
whether, under the existing Aef, it was
necessary that an applicant should be
naturalised before he eould procure a
license.

Mr. MURPHY: When first it was
pointed out that under the Common-
wealth law a person had to reside in the
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Commonwealth continnously for two
years before he eoald apply for his
naturalisation papers he (Mr. Murphy)
thought that might be quite sufficient,
and we might in fairness strike out the
Jatter part of the proposed sub-
clause; but on further consideration
he was convinced that the time lmit
was neeessary. What he was ask-
ing the Committee to agree to was
that before licenses were granted in
eonnection with a trade in respeet to
which, according to the Committee, we
must be very particular, some bona fides
of the applicant should be provided.
It was possible we might be holding out
a premium for these men to apply for
naturalisation papers in order to get
wine licenses at the end of the term pro-
vided in the Commonwealth Aet. Un-
doubtedly his intention was to restrict
this class of shop, so that it would be im-
practicable for these men to hold licen-
ses. It would safepguard the interests
of the eommunity by providing that they
must be two years in the Commonwealth
after being naturalised before being en-
titled to hold a license,

Mr. SCADDAN: Once a person was
made a naturalised British subjeet we
could not diseriminate against him. He
was entitled under the Commonwealth
Act to all the privileges of a British sub-
jeet. Indeed, it was doubtful whether
the Commonwealth Act would not over-
ride a provision of the nature submitfed
by the hon. member.

The PREMIER: Any person to whom
naturalisation papers were granted was
entitled to all rights and privileges and
subject to all the obligations of a British
subject.

Mr. MURPHY: That had no bearing
on the case, The Commonwealth feemed
with disadvantages against British-born
subjects. The British subject horn in
Hongkong 1id not get the same privi-
leres as a British subject born in the
Commonwenlth, Beeanse a Dago lived
twao vears in the Commonwealih and was
naturalised he beeame possessed of all
the advantages of British subjects in the
Commonwealth. Tt would be well to
carry the subelause just ta see if the
leader of the Opposition was eorreet in
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saying it would be evading the Common-
wealth law,

Amendment (Mr, Draper’s) on amend-
ment put and passed.

Amendment (Mr. Murphys) as
amended put and passed.

Clause as amended agreed to.

Clause 27—Publican’s general license:

Mr.MURPHY moved an amendment—

That the following Le added 1o the
clause :—"“Provided thal a publicaw’s
general license shall be deemed to in-
clude a billiard table license under this
et?

There was no necessity to speak in sup-
port of the propesal. Members would
agree to it as a just thing.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: One
would like to hear further reasons. The
amendment if carried would possibly
mean a loss of revenue to the Treasnry.

Mr., MURPHY: The whole Bill meant
a loss of revenue by closing up publie-
houses and reducing the consumption of
drink, The cost of a billiard table li-
cense was £10 a vear, and those hotels
in the metropolis that paid from £30 to
£100 a vear for their licenses were pay-
ing quite sufficient without having to
pay £10 extra for billiard table licenses.

Mr. KEENAN: The effect of the
amendment would be to save £10 a year
to each publican. Tt would be surprising
tn hear of any case where an application
for a billiard table licenre was refused
to any publican.

Mr. TROY: Why shonld we give a
menopoly to the publicans? If we gave
what the hon. member asked wlhy should
we not also give the privilege to tobaceo-
nists and others? The member for Fre-
mantle shonld show a little modesty.

Amendment put and negatived.

Mr. COLLIER moved a farther amend-
ment—

That the following be added to the
clause :—* Provided that no person
shall be the holder of more fhan one
publican’s general license.”

It was desirable that the holder of a
license should be in constant attendance
and in charee of his partienlar business.
If a man held seveval licenses it wonld
mean that rome hotrls must be in charge
uf managers, so there would ot be the
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same supervision avd direct control this
business should bave. The amendment
had been put on the Notice Paper by the
member for Claremont.

Mr. ONDERWQOD: Could the At-
torney General inform members whether
under the Bill one person would be per-
mitted to hold more {han one license?

The Attorney General: My impression
is that he cannot.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: The licensee was
compelled to reside on the premises and
had to get permission to be absent for
any length of time.

Mr., COLLIER: Tue existing Act did
not allow a man to hold more than one
license, but there was no such provision
in the Bill.

Mr. KEENAN: Clanse 154 provided
that the holder of a license must reside
on the premises, except for 28 days in
any one year. It was cbvious, therefore,
that no person could reside in two sepa-
rate houses without eommitting a breach
of the law,

Mr. BATH: Clause 154 did not really
touch the question brought up by the
member for Boulder, although perhaps
the amendment did not clearly express
the exaet intention of the mover. It
was desired not onfy that a publican
should not hold more than one license,
but that publicans should be prevented
from monopolising licenses by putting
dummies into hotels. The guarantee the
court desired io secure was that the per-
son to whom a license was granted should
be of good character and standing, and
that he should be personally responsible;
but if through a subterfuge a man eonld
hold a number of lieenses and put them
in the hands of dummies, the sense of
responsibility was lost. An amendment
should be framed dealing with that ques-
tion.

Mr. HUDSOXN: Clanse 64 dealt with
the question of disqualifications, and it
might be more convenient to imsert an
amendment such as was suggested upder
that clause.

The ATTORNEY GENEBRATL: Al
though the proviso suggested in the
amendment was unnecessary, still, if it
were to go in, it would be more con-
venient to put it in in Clanse 64. If
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the amendment were held over he would
inquire into the matler in the meantime.

Mr. COLLIER altered his amend-

ment to read as follows:—

Provided that no person shall be the
holder of, or beneficially interested in,
more than one publican’s general
license.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: It did
not appear as if the frst amendment
were necessary, but were it necessary he
would have no objection to it. He could
not, however, agree to the second amend-
ment which referred to persons benefici-
ally interested in a license. Such a wide
provision as that should not be made.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: Wonld the At-

torney (eneral consent to postpone the
clause? This was one of the most seri-
ous guestions the Bill had to deal with.
In Perth at the present time there was
practically an botel eombine, and this
should be broken up. An amendment
should be drafted which would have that
effect. . .
Mr. BROWN: The Attorney General
should take some stand against amend-
ments such as these. What matter who
owned hotels so long as they were pro-
perly run. The amendment if carried
would affect shareholders in breweries or
hotels. If it were provided that no per-
son should control more than one license
there would be no fault to find with it,
but we should go no further. We wanted
to see hotels properly run and surely the
laws of the country were sufficient to stop
any combine coming in. The Attorney
General should stick to the Bill and see
that these amendments were not carried
too far.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
amendment in its altered form went too
far. and he was not prepared to agree
fo it.

Amendment
called for.

Mr. Trov: Has not the member for
Canning paired with the member for
Collie.

Mr. Gordon withdrew,

Division resulted as follows:—

stated, and a division

Aves .. .. N
Noes .. .. .. 18
Majorily acainst A |
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AYES.
Mr. Bath Mr. O'Loghlen
Mr. Bolton | Mr. fcaddan
Mr. Carson ' Mr. Swap
Mr. Colller | Mr. Tayior
Mr. GUL br. Troy
My, Heltmann ' Mr. Walker
Mr. Holman | Mr. Ware
Mr. Hudson i Mr. Gourley
Mr, M¢Dowall l (Telier).
NoES.
Mr. Brown Sir N, J. Moore
Mr. Duicher Mr. 8. F. Moore
Mr. Cowchar Mr. Murphy
Mr. Davies Mr. Nanson
Mr. Draper Mr. Osborn
Mr. George Mr. Plesse
Mr, Gregory Mr. F. Wilson
Mr, Keeoan Mr. Layman
Mr. Mitchell (Teller;.
Mr. Monger

Amendment thus negatived.

The CHAIRMAN: With regard to
pairs the Chairman conld exercise no
power whatever, as the arrangements
made were purely private, and were be-
tween the two members concerned. He
had examined the’ division list and had
ohserved that the name of the hon. mem-
ber who was referred to by the member
for Mi. Magnet bad been struck out of
it. The division list would be allowed to
stand, but properly the hon. member’s
vote should have been counted, and in
future cases he (the Chairman) would
insist on all votes being counted when
hon. members were in their places at the
time the division was taking place. On
this occasion he would not insist on the
bhon. member’s name being restored, but
would draw attention to the fact that the
Chairman ¢ould not interfere with regard
to the matter of pairing.

Mr. TROY: If the member to whom
attention was drawn had exercised his
vote it would not have made any differ-
ence to the division. Apart from that,
aftention was merely called to his pre-
sence in the Chamber because there was
no doubt the hon. member had forgotten
that he had paired with the member for
Collie.

The CHATRMAN: In future all mem-
bers who were in the Chamber when the
doors were locked must record their vote.

Clause put and passed.

Clause 28 {Hotel License)—consequen-
tially struek out.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Clause 29 (Wayside House License—
agreed to.

Clause 30 (Australian Wine and Beer
License) —consequentially struek out.

Clanse 31—Australian Wine License:

Mr. WALKER desired to move that the
clause he siruck out. The Committee
had carried an amendment expres-
sing the opiniou that fruit shops
where wine was sold should he checked,
and the objeet in moving the deletion of
the clause was to prevent wine being
sold at fruit shops. There was provision
for eating houses and hotels to supply
wine, and there were other means for
obtaining wine for the family. No
greater evil existed than froit shops
where young girls, and young women, and
often older women were at times seen to
leave these shops in a state which was
not by any means besoming.

The CHAIRMAN: The clause would
be put as it stood, and the hon. member
could vote against it.

Mr, GEQRGE: Attention ought to be
drawn to the sixth line of the clause,
whieh stated, “provided that such wine
does not contain more than 40 per cent.
of proof spirit.” A person could get
reasonably drunk on stuff of that sort.
If that guantity of spirit were put into
wine ii should be called spirit and not
wine. It would take the roof off any-
one’s head.

Mr. WALKER: It might he advisable
to add a proviso to the effect that no
wine be sold in fruit or fish shops.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: As the
subject would create a certain amount of
dehate it would be as well to report pro-

gress.
Progress reported.

House adjourned at 10.7 p.m.



