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pels me fo give support te the proposal so
that every penny may be aceounted for. This
is what I have been acenstomed to, and
what has been geod cnough for me should
not be departed from in the auditing of the
affairs of the State reserves, not even for a
Mr. Shapcott. If the Bill is not all that
members desire, it ¢an he moulded inte cor-
rect form. 1 intend to support the sceond
reading, and I hope other members will do
the same.

On motion by Hou. J.
adjourned.

Nicholson, dehate

House adjourned af 3.56 p.m,
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The DEPUTY SPEAKER took the Chair
at 130 p.m.. and read pravers.

QUESTION-—EAST PERTH POWER
HOUSE.
Cost of Current, Colleslue.
Mr., NORTH asked the Minister for Rail-
ways: 1, Has the reeent reduction of elec-
trieitv charges secured by the member for
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North-East Fremantle had the effect of in-
creasing the consumption ot eurrent in Cot-
tesloe and its environs! 2, Does he recall
an answer given to me last session to the
effeet that, when the new power plant at
East Perth had bheen thoroughly tfested, re-
ductions of electricity charges would follow
in the Cottesloe distriet? 3, If so, does that
promise still hold good?

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS re-
plied: 1, No. 2, Charges were reduced by
1d. per unit in December, 1937, 3, Answered
hy No. 2.

QUESTION—CARRIER’S LICENSE.

Mr. SHEARXN azked the Minister for
Works: 1, Are applicants for a new carrier’s
license for the metropelitan area regaired to
produce evidence as to their financia! posi-
tion or financial capacity to undertake the
business of & carrier? 2, Tf so, under what
authority arve such assurances requirved?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS replied:
1, No. 2, See No. 1.

QUESTION—MT. LAWLEY SUBWAY,
WIDENING.

Mre. J. MaeCALLUM SMITH asked the
Minister for Works: When will a start be
made with the long delayved widening of the
Mount Lawley subway?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS replied:
The work will be started when the steel is
reccived. Order for the steel was placed in
June last but delivery is not expected until
carly next year.

QUESTION—FERRY SERVICE.
Double-end Boat.

Alr, CROSS asked the Minister for Rail-
ways: 1, Have tenders been called for the
construction of a double-end ferry-boat for
the Mends-strect-Barrack-street service? 2,
Tf so, has a tender heen accepted? 3, When
is if expected that the new hoat will be avail-
able for the service?

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS re-
plied: 1, Tenders, returnable on 13th Octo-
ber in London, were called for propelling
machinery. 2, No. 3, Tt is impossible to
say until tenders are accepted-
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QUESTION-—NATIVE ADMINIS-
TRATION ACT.
As to Regulations.

Mr. NULSEXN (without notigce) asked the
Premier: 1, Is he aware that regulations
under the Native Administration Act are
being enforeed 1l the Commissioner of
Native Affairs notwithstanding that they
have not been laid upon the Table of the
House? 2, If so, will he have the enforce-
wment of the regulatious discontinued until
the House has had an opportanity to discuss
them? 3, If he is not aware of the fact,
will he have ingniries made?

The PREMIER veplied: I am not aware
that regulations as stated arve being enforred:
but in any case, as T said last week in answer
to a question, the regulations are being re-
viewed and revised. [ lope to be in a posi-
tion to lay them on the Table next week.

QUESTION—LICENSING COURT,
APPOINTMENTS.

Mr. MARSHALIL (without notice) asked
fhe Yrelniér . Gan be stale the dale v w el
the members of the Lieensing Court are due
for re-appeintment, or the date on which
appointments to the Lieensing Court will
take place?

The PREMIER replied: 1 believe the ap-
pointments are made for three vears. I nm
not quite sure, but almost positive, that the
current appointments will expire in August
of next year.

QUESTION—SWAN RIVER
IMPROVEMENTS.

Removal of Sheds.

Mr. RAPHAEL (without notiee) asked
the Minister for Works: 1, Does the Govern-
ment infend te keep the agreement made with
the Perth City Couneil regarding removal of
sheds on the north side of the Swan river?
2, As the Government promised that no fur-
ther tenancies would be granted in respect of
the sheds on the south side of the river, and
as the lightering company concerned has
ceased its activities, does the Government in-
iend fo remove those sheds immediately? 3,
Is it a fact that the Government is allowing
the tenants of the sheds in question to nse
them for storage purposes?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS replied:
I cannot possiblv be expected to remember
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all those things. The subject has not even
been considered. If the hon, member will
zive notice of his questions, T will furnish
replies,

ASSENT TO EBILLS.

Message from the Lieut.-Governor received
and read notifying assent to the following
Bills:—

1, Alsatian Dog Aect Amendment.

2, Northain Municipality Loan Authorisa-

tion.

BILL—JURY ACT AMENDMENT.

Heud u third time and teansmitted to the
Council.

BILL—MARKETING OF ONIONS.
Reports of Committee adopted.

BILLS (2)—REPORT.

i, Durean of

Researeh.

2, Sailors and Soldiers’ Scholarship Fund.
Adopted.

- . -
lnagstry  dald iU

BILL—LAND TAX AND INCOME
TAX.
Second Reading.
Diehate resumed from the '20th Oectober.

HON, C. G, LATHAM (York) [439]: 1
offer no objection to the Bill, and T do not
know that to do so would be advantageous.
This is the usual faxing measure introduced
annually, The Annual Estimates have been
introduced and in part passed, and we know
what the Government's commitments are.
We know also that there will be insufficient
funds to meet those commitments unless the
Bill is enacted. Accordingly, and as the
Treasurer did not find it necessary to make
a long speech on the measure, I do not think
it would hecome me to do so.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Committee.
Bill passed through Committee without
dcbate, reported without amendment and the
report adopted.
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BILL—BASIL MURRAY CO-OPERATIVE
MEMORIAL SCHOLARSHIP TUND.

Second Reading.
Debate vesumed from the 20th October.

MR. PATRICK (Urcenough) [4.42]: 1
suppose a number of country members will
recall the iate Mr. Basil Murray, who at one
fime was the general manager of Westralian
Fuarmers, Lid., the leading co-operative soci-
ely of the State. Under his management,
co-eperation made very great strides. In
fact, I think he was the pioncer of the wire-
less service in this State: he established the
first wireless station in Western Australia,
the old 6WF. He was undoubtedly a wan
of amazing energy and outstanding person-
ality. When he died, the Co-operative Fed-
eration—the group of co-operative com-
panies that works along with the Westralian
Farmers—decided to perpetunte his memory
by raising a smun of money to establish
seholarships.  They raised the sam of
£1,189, with which they decided to establish
scholarships at the Muresk Agricultnral
College for sons of members of the eco-
aperative soeietics. Aectually, three lads
passed throngh the course at college and one
is at present resident there. Those who
established the seholarships found, however,
that they last toneh with the boys after they
left eollege, and the hoys lost touch entirely
with co-operative principles. At a meeting
of the subseribers to the fund, it was un-
animously decided to alter the purpose for
whieh the mom;y had been sohseribed. The
subseribers now desive that the fund should
he utilised to assist sons of co-operators to
he trained in co-operative and business prin-
ciples. I believe great difficulty is being ex-
perienced in seenring suitable men to fill
positions in the varvions co-operative com-
panies. Tn addition, there is a wide field for
investigation into eo-operation. When the
subseribers took legnl adviee, they found
that the alteration eould not be effected ex-
cept by the authority of Parliament, and
for that reason this Bill has been introduced
by the Minister. Asx the proposed alteration
has been unanimonsly agreed to by the sub-
serihers to the fumd, T do not think the
House can have any objeetion to the Bill. T
have wmuch pleasure in  supporting the
spcond rending.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time.
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In Commwittee.

Bill passed through Commitiee withount
debate, reported without amendment and the
report adopted.

BILL—QUALIFICATION OF ELECTORS
(LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL).

Second NReading.
Debate resnmed from the 20th September.

HON. C. G. LATEAM (York) [448]: 1
am not treating this Rill as T did the last
one. I intend fo be consistent. BEvery time
a Bill similar to this has been introducerd
sinee I have been a memher, I have oppo=ed
the seeond reading. 1 propose to appose
the sceond reading on this cceasion, and I
intend to have a little say to try to convince
the Flouse that my reasoning is sound. 1
sincerely hope the Bill will not pass the
second reading, As I have said, this Bill
has been introduced previously in different
forms. On the last two or three oceasions,
the wording was similar to that of the pre-
sent Bill, and the House knew the fate that
awaited the Bill on those occasions in an-
other place. T think another place acted
very wisely.

The Minister for Works: A similar Bill
was introdnced when your party was in
powcer.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: Was it? T am
zoing to mention that; I have a copy of it
here. Although this Bill is brought forward,
the public itself is not making a demand for
an alteration in the franchise for the Legis-
lative Couneil. That has never been made
an election matter, nor has it been submitted
to the people, so I venture to suggest they
would refuse to endorse the Government that
made it a vital matter at an election. Feor
some unaecountable reason, however, the Rilt
is submitted to this Flouse. If the present
qualifications  are rcavefully stndied they
will be found to be mueh more liberal than
the Government would have us helieve. They
ave vory ltheral indeed. T econtend ihat the
present franchise is a married man’s fran-
chise. Every married man must have a home
and at least 999 out of every thousand people
have howmes for which surely they pay 6«
6d. a week rent. A wan who lives in a house
with a rental value of Gs. 6d. is entitled to
vote as an occupier.

Mr. Rodoreda: Would you be in favour of
restrieting the qualification?
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Hon, ¢, & LATHAM: No.

Mr. Rodoreda: Do vou consider it goes
far enough?

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: I think it is just
right. T am too old a bird to be eaught with
ehaff of that kind. I am not likely to sav
that we should tighten it up, but we can do
a good deal to bring the rolls up to date,
which we are not doing. When we make a
comparison between the number of people
entitled to vete for the Legislative Assembly
and the number entitled to vote for the Leg-
islative Council, we are dealing with wrong
premises altogether. Tn one instance there
15 compulsory enrolment, People are fined
for not having their names on the voll, The
franchise for the Tegislative Couneil
is voluntary, and in consequence many
peeple eligible for cnrolment are not
enrolled. T have wmade a considerable
investigation of this matter, and the
figures I now intend to give are not mine
but are taken from the small pocket Year
Book for 1937 with which members are sup-
plied. The number of dwellings in Western
Australia exceeds 114,000, Each person
hving 1n a house is entitied vo vote, irre-
spective of ownership. I do not mean every
person over 21 in the house, but the person
that pays the rent, or is responsible for
paxing the rent, is entitled to have his name
on the roll. Of those dwellings, 46,000 arce
in the municipal aveas and 65,000 in road
board distriets. I do not think the Minister
who introduced the Bill will dispute those
figures.

The Minister for Justice: No, I will not.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM : There are 114,000
dwellings and, as T pointed out to the Honse
before, every person paying rent over Gs. Gd.
—[ think it is 6s. Gld., to be accurate—is
entitled fo have his name on the Legislative
Council roll. I do not think the Minister
will dispute that,

The Minister for
more than 6s. 6d.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: Well, it is £17 a
vear, and I think that works oul at about
Gs. 6id.

Justice: Considerably

The Minister for Justice: Seventeen
pounds a year clear. That makes a differ-
ence.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: Tt may make a
slight difference. Under Secction 15 of the
Constitntion Act, on pages 161 and 162 of
the Standing Orders, the qualifieations of
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elestors arc sct out.
if ho—

(1) Has a legal or enuitable freehold
estate in possession situate in the electoral
provinee of the clear value of £50 sterling; or

(2) Is & householder within the province
occupying any dwelling-house of the clear an-
nual value of £17 sterling; or

(3) Has a leaschold cstate in possession
situate within the province of the clear annual
value of £17 sterling; or

(4) Holds n lease or license from the Crowsn
to depasture, occupy, cultivate or mine upon
Crown lands within the province at a rental
of not less than £10 per annum.

A person is qualified

So that if we add the people thus qualified
to the 114000, who as T have already said arve
entitled to have their names on the roll, we
shall find there are al least 150,000 entitled
to the privileze, whereas actually at present
86,711 ave envolled. .

The Minister for Justiee: The figure of
150,000 is not acenrate.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM : Tt may ot be, bul
it is estimated that there may be ahout
150,000, hecause the figure of 114,000 is ac-
curate, and we have to take into considera-
tion the unoceupied lands that are held by in-
dividuals whs have their
names on the roll, hut who may not he house-
holders, and all the other people that have
leaseholds, or may be cainped on mintng Pro-
perty for whieh thex pay a rental of £10. ot
have leases in their names and ara thus en-
titled to have their nnmes on the roll.  Con-
sequently T do not think T was over-estimat-
ing when T suggested that probably over
150,000 would be entitled to be enrolied.

TP the Minister desives to econvinee this
Honsr, he might first of all ensure thai those
peaple entitled to have their names on the
voll are enrolied. When he i< able to tel]
us he has satisfied himself that, as neariy as
possibie, 100 per eent. of those entitled te
have their names on the roll have heen
enrolled, he can ask for the reforms thal
he thinks nccessary. Bub to say that be
cause there are omly 86,711 names on the
roll that is the state of the voll as ecomparer
with the Legislative Assembly roll, is te
make s very unfair comparison. That is one
of the matters that should elaim the Min.
ister's attention.

Another activity in whieh the Ministes
might engage before le submits a Bill of
this kind is to go carefuliy through the pro
vinee rolls and ascertain whether there is ¢
fair proportion of names on each of th
rolls. T desire to show the discrepane:

e P S P I
aji'™ CliciaCa o
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that exists Detween distriets. I know
that there are some provinees in which
it woukd bhe difficnlt to get an even
number of voters thronghout beeause of
the very large arcas covered and the
sparsity of population, but many might have
some econsideration given to them. The
Central  Province, for instance, has 5,980
elestors on the roll, while the East Provinee
alongside  has 10,798. The Metropolitan
Provinee has 6,982, and the Metropolitan
Suburban area surrounding it has 31,024
The North Provinee, a very isolated one, has
886 names. The North-East has 4,190, and
the South 3,443, while the West Provinee has
9,142, the South-East 6,997, and the Sonth-
West 7,289. There should be a better dis-
tribution of the electors in the provinees,
and that should be effected hefore a Bill is
introduced for any reform in  the
franchise for the Legislative Couneil.
Last year the Government submitted the
Electoral Act to a Commission for the pur-
pose of resubdividing the houndaries and
to fix a fairer quota for the Assemblv,
That Commission, in its finding, made re-
ference to the Legislative Couneil provinees
and, extraordinary to relate, when the Bill
was snbmitted to this House, there was no
mention whatever of the Couneil provinees.
That makes me donbt whether the Govern-
ment really desires to effeet any reform of
the Couneil. Tf there were sueh a desire,
why did not the Government give effect to
the findings of the Commission? Nothing
whatever was mentioned about the boun-
daries of the Council provinees. If an ad-
justment of the provinee houndaries were
made, it wonld be possible to have betfer
representation than that which exists to-
lay. The representation would eertainly
2e on a fairer basis. It does appear sirange
:hat one person’s vote in the Metropolitan
Province should be equal in value to five
n the Metropolitan-Suburban Provinee.
Imagine the vote of one person in the Met-
'opolitan Provinee having the same value
15 the votes of five people in the neigh-
ouring provinee! Certainly (hat is a very
mfair distribution, and the Government
should have sct about to equalise the pro-
sortion. If the Government did that, it
vould be doing something on democratic
ines, and would distribute the Conneil
'otes more equitably than is the position
o-day. Tn 1921 the present member for
3oulder .(Hon. P. Collier) introduced a
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Bill t¢ liberalise the franchise of the Upper
House, and there is a great similarity be-
tween that Bill and the measure now lhe-
fore us. If my interpretation is eorrect,
every person who rents u roum and pavs
Gis. Gd. per weeit for it, will be entitled to
vote provided that the room opens out on
te a passage. I may he permitted to quote
from that Bill of 1921, Tt sets out—
“*Dwelling-house’’ means any structure of a
permanent character ordinarily eapable of being
used for the purpose of human habitation and
includes—(a) Part of any such structure where
that part—(i) is separately ocenpied for such
purpose; and (i) has no direct means of ae-
cess to, and is structorally severed frem any
other part of the structure whieh is oecupiel
For n similar purpese by any other persou.

If there is a dividing wall, then it is zev-
cred. Thus, if the Bill now before us
passes in its present form, so long as the
rooin does not open out on to any other
room, the oeccupant will be permitted to
have his name envolled, provided he pays
Bs. 6d. a week as rent for that room. That
is going further than the previous Bill
went, In this morning’s newspaper the
Premier, in making a defence against an
attack on the Government by the Leader
of the National Party, stated that a Bill
was introduced at the time the National
Party was in power, and that it was passed
hy the Assembly. That statement is frne,
but the Bill was different from the Bill
now before us, and different from the mea-
sure introdueed by the member for Boul-
der in 1921. That hon. member stated, when
introdncing the Bill, that it did not meet
with all his wishes, but that went further
than the eoxisting Aet, and set out that a
“dwelling house” meant—

Any structure of a permanent character, being
a fixture to the soil whicl is ordinarily eapable
of being used for human habitation, and in.
cludes part of a Luilding when that part is
separately occupied as a dwelling; provided
that when a dwelling-house is only part of a
building and any other part thereof is in the
occupation as a dwelling of some other poy-
son otier than the oceupier of the first-men-
tioned part, sueh first-mentioned part shall not
be a dwelling-house within the meaning of thie
section, unless it is structurally severed from
such other part of the building and there is no
diroet means of aceess hetween such parts,

That is totally different from what is eon-
tained in the Bill now hefore the House.
T have carefully examined the measure be-
fore us and do not hesitate to sav that it
is much more liheral than the Bill of
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1921, Tt is true that that Bill passed this
Houze. That was just after a general
election, when there were many wew menm-
bers in the Assembly. I think the tigures
were 42 in favour and 12 against . On
that occasion I voted against any zliera-
tion of the franchise of the lLegislative
Couneil. 1 do nof consider myself con-
servative at all, and I do not say that the
Legiglative Council representafion should
not be as full as possible; but I do think
that it we could give a vote to those people
who arp entifled to vote for the Legislative
Council. we should do =0, and then there
would be very little ecause for complaint.
The dilticulty, however, is to get names on
the vroll: probably that ix the greatest
trouble. Inm my opinion it is the desire of
the Government to bring about adult fran-
chise in vespeet of another place. If that be
50, it would be far preferable to hring down
a Bill to provide for adult franchise for the
Legislative Council, instead of endeavomring
Lo bring abont that end by the means now
heing employed. We would then know
exactly where we were, and so would the
electors,  Then, also, we eould have com-
prlsory oavolinend.

The Minister for Justice: Would yon sup-
port that?

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: T am not going to

say whether T would support it. T am a
democrat and a rcal one, while members
opposite are out-and-out dictators. I should

he ashamed to father some of the legislation
that they submit to the House. | do not
propose to support the Bill. I am aware
that one of the planks of the Labonr plat-
form is the abelition of the Laegislative
Counetl. That House, however, is a safe-
guard in this State, and while [ admit the
Queensland Labour Government, in its wis-
dom or otherwise, abolished the second
Chamber in that State, I remember that thar
was done against the wishes of the people.
A referendum was taken and an overwhehn-
ing majority was in favour of the yetention
of the Chamber. Despite that fact, however.
the Government disregarded the wishes of
the people, packed the Upper Ilouse with
its own supporters and, in that way, sceured
the passaze of the Bill for the abolition of
the second Chamber. In Western Australia
we have a very good franchise. There are
times when I disagree with the views of
menthers of another place, but that doex nwi
make them wrong. I frequently disagree
with ihe views expressed by members on the
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other side of this Chamber. If the Govern-
ment set out to secure the enrolment of
every person enfitled to vote, we would have
hetter vepresentation in the legislative Cuun-
cil than that prevailing to-day. Fvery pavty
i5 enlitled to reasonmable representation,
There are 114,000 dwellings in the State.

The Premier: There are 600 in the Forie-t
electorate not on the roll and whose names
should be there,

Hon, C. G. LATHAM: 1t is my helief
that there dre many people who are pot at
all anxious to get on the voll.  As o matter
of faet there are members of thiz Haen e whe
are ohliged to make a house-to-house canvias
prior to an election,

Mr. Cross: What is wrong with that?

Hon, C. G, LATHAM: There is nothing
wrong with it so long as the signatures of
the claimants are obtained at the doer,

Mr. Cross: And that is done.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: 1t is nor done.

M. Cross: You do unot know anything
nhount it.

Hon. €. G. LATHAM: If the hon. mem-
her challenges me to declare what T do know
1 wilt say it. I think there is a challenge in
s interjection. Anyway, T can declare Lhat
it is not a function of members of Parlia-
ment to make a house-to-house canvass.

Mr. Cross: The qualifications rhould not
he sp eomplicated.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: 'They are simply
set ont, and if the hon, member knew them
he would experienee no diffieulty.

Mr, Cross: We know abont two of them:
tell vg about the other eight.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: A wewly married
man may purchase a house and put it in his
wife’'s name. She then becomes entitled to
enrolment, and the hnshand i= sl:o entitled
to a vote as the oecupier of the house. Thus
there are two voles there. That kind of
thing would never he done by us.

My, Hegney: What lilyv-white people you
are!

Hon, €. G. LATHAM : Some people know
how to interpret the law to suir themselves.
Probably Labour organisation- know hetter
than anyone else. At any rvate, I will pive
them eredit for having that knowledge.

Mr. Cross: Fhey study the position move
than anvone else,

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: As T have alveady
stated, there are 114,000 perople entitled 10
have their names on the roll, thoush not all
nf them are suffieiently interested tu ~ee that
theiv names are placed on the roll. TE the
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Government will only see to it that ibe
names of all entitled to enrolment are en-
rolled, it may succeed in changing my ideas.
I have always voted against a Bill of this
description except on one oceasion, when,
agninst my own wishes, I voted for it. It
was the oceasion when it was found neces-
sary fo bring a patient from a hospital to
revord his vote. I liave always opposed the
cxtension of the franchise of the Upper
House. [ do not want the Jlinigter now to
start running round to see that the electoral
rolls are in order.

The Premier: The respensibility is on the
elector himself,

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: It is the duty of
the Government to sce that the law is en-
forced, but 1 am afraid it iz not always
enforeed. We spoil people because we do
the work for them. Plenty of publicity
should he given to this sort of thing.

The Premier: I have read in the Press of
prosceutions that have been launched against
peaple.

Hon, C. G. LATHAM: Wbe know 1t is
difficult to persmade people to understand
and ohserve the law.  When members of
Parliament canvass for claim eards, people
are apt to be carcless about their own elee-
toral affairs. I do not propose fo support
any clause of the Bill. Not one of them is
Justified nor requived by the public. The
existing franchise has served the State well,
and the Government has very little reason to
complain about the action of another place.
The Legislahve Council has been particu-
larly liberal to the Government and has
given great cousidervation to the legislation
sent up to it. The Premier feels aggrieved
that some of his Bills that recently went to
another place did not pass, but I point out
that fhe personnel of that House meunwhile
" has not changed. Last vear a great deal of
consideration was given by another place to
the legislation of the Government, and one
Bill in partienlar was referred to a sclect
committee. It is no use the Government
sending up the same Bills yvear after vear,
and imagining that members of another
place have changed their minds.

The Premier: Another place agreed to one
of the Bills that was sent to it last year.

Hon, C. Gi. LATHAM : If the same Bill
had heen sent up this time, it would have
been passed, hut the Bill of this session con-
tained a cood deal of foreign matter. The
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Premier cannel expect the House to change
its mind as rapidly as all that. 1 agrec that
all parties should have reasonuble represen-
tation in another place, but 1 do not think
this Bill will bring that ahout. The Gov-
ernment might sccure better representation
if it ensured that those people who were en-
titled to have their names put on the roll
took the trouble to place them there.

MR. STYANTS (Kalgoorhe) [317]: 1
support the Bill, and would like to go even
farther in liberalising the franchise for an-
other place. We must take into considera-
tion not only the franchise, but the present
constitution «f the Legislative Council. A
person who owns property in each of the
ten provinees can become cenvolied for them
all, and record a vote for cach one. That
ix entirely opposed to the prineiples of
demoeracy, Tt ig an insult to the intelli-
genee of the adults of the State that such a
condition of affairs shonld continue. Two-
thirds of the population of the State are dis-
franchised for the Legislative Couneil. T
will assume that the figures quoted by the
Leader of the Opposition, indieafing that
there ave 114000 dwelling houses in  the
State, are eorrect, and that someonc or some
person in each house is enfitled fo be en-
rolied for the Upper House. Despite this,
every second person living in such houses is
deprived of the right to vote at Council
elections. T know that gnite a number of
people who are entitled to vote do not take
the trouble to have theiv names put on the
roll for another place. Approximately
86,700 people are on the roll for the Upper
House, and 250,000 are on the roll for this
House. Nevertheless, two out of every three
persons are disfranchised in the ease of the
Legisfative Council. The law that alfows 2
person to have ten votes, provided he has the
necessary property qualifiention for each of
the provinees, is too liberal, and is epposed
to the principles of democracy. Let me com-
pare the franchise in this State with that
for the Commonwealth Parlinment. A man
does not require any property qualification
for the National Parliament, except that he
shall be over the age of 21, and be either a
natural-born or a naturalised British sub-
jeet. He will then be entitled to record his
vote for those he desires to have clected to
the legislative halls of the Federal Parlia-
ment.  This State has the smallest popula-
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tion of almost any in Australia. and yet
people must possess the property gualifiea-
tion before thev arve allowed to vote tor the
Legislative Couneil. In the wider sphere,

however, that of the National Parlia-
wment whiclh controls the destinies of the
Commonwealth, a person need be oniy

21 years of age and be a natural-born
or a naturalised British subjeet to he
allowed a voie for either of the two Houses,
Compared with the National Parliament that
of Western Anstralin is <omething in the
nature of a wlorvified local governing hody.
My chiet objection to the Franchise for the
Upper House is that that Chamber is the
most strongly entrenched legislative anthor-
ity Found in any part of the British Empire,
In the National Parhament, the House of
Represeutatives has the right fo declare a
double dissolution and foree the Senate to go
to the eountry, so that the opinion of the
publie on the question at issue may be ob-
tained. This can be done if the Senate c¢on-
sistently throws aut legislation sent te it by
the House of Representatives.

My Melarty: New Santh Whalar las »
nominated Upper House.

AMr. STYANTS: I think so.

Hon. €. . Latham: Not now.
bers are elected by Parliament.

My, STYANTS: We have not that privi-
lege in Western Australia. This House con-
tinually sends legislation to another place.
Take, for instance, the Fair Rents Bill that
was =ent up three times in snecession.

Hoen. C. G. Latham: You do not expect
the Legislafive Council to ehange its mind
within 12 months.

Mr. STYANTS: I would not expect any
kind of logie from members of another place,
particnlarly after the Leader of the Opposi-
tion in the Upper House there made certain
comments upon the penglty clanse embodied
in the Bill. He either did not know the posi-
tion or misrepresented it.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: The hon.
member must not reflect upon a member in
another place.

Mr. STYANTS: Tf what 1 said was a re-
flection apon a membey in another place. T
withdraw the remark, When a measure 1< sent
to the Hou~e ot Lords by the Honse of Com-
mons three times in suceession. with an in-
terval of 12 months between each oveasion,
that measuve then has the foree of law even
though the Houze of Lords may not pasx it.

1is mem-
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AMrs, Cardell-Oliver: You are -peaking
abiont a money Bill, are you not!

My, STYANTS: That applies to any
measure. We have not that privilege in this
State.  If we ecould do that here, T wonld
not have so much objection to the present
franchise. I agree that the franchise is not
partiecndarly stringent. hut becanse it dis-
franchises so many people we should have it
altered. It is not so muel a guestion of
the intelligence ol the cleetors and  their
ability to east a vote, as a question of the
bricks, mortar and land being expected to
1ecord a vote.  En my opinion, the Legislative
Couneil should be aholished entively, vr fail-
ing that the franchise should be on au adult
hasls.  Queenslandl deeided there was no
neces<ity for an Upper House, and ha= pro-
hably made greater headway since the aboli-
tion of that Chamber than was previously
the caze. The same condition of affairs
~hould be brought sbout in Western Aus-
tralia. The Leader of the Opposition re-
terred to the franchise being a married man’s
franchise, and said that 999 out of every
1,000 married people had a right to vote.
That is wrong. Although people may have
a1 home of their own the man and his wife
cannot each record a vote unleas the wife is
the registered owner of the land and the
dwelling, and the hushand is an oeeupant.

Hon. €. G. Lathbam: I said they were
entitled to be enrolled.

Mr. STYANTS: They ave not entitled to
he enrolled. The same thing ean be said
of hundreds of marricd people in Kalgoorlie,
There are over 200 houses in the letter ear-
riers’ distriet of Kalgoorhe, apart from Boul-
der, in each of which more than one family
resides. |

Hon, C. G, Lathawm: I was talking of the
114,000 dwelling housex,

Mr, STYANTS: I understood the hon.
member fo say this was a married man's
franchise.

Hon, (. G. Latham: So it is.

Mr. STYANTS: If twe families are living
in one of these housez the only person entitled
to a vote i the hushand or father who pay<
the rent, T know of hundreds of families in
my  electorate, and neither the fativr nor
the mother iz entitled to a vote. In 73
per cent. of the in<tances of which T
~peak only one person can claim a vote for
the Upper House. IF the house is leased
and that person is paving the rent no one
else in it ean record a vote. When a house
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is owned by a married couple and the wife
is vegistered as the proprietor heth parties
can vote, but if the husband is the registered
owner the wife is disfranchised. Tens of
thousands of people in this State are dis-
franchised because of this partienlar limita-
tion.

Hon. €. G. Latham: Would it not be bet-
ter to bring down 2 Bill previding for an
aduli franehise?

Mr. STYANTS: Such a Bill would have
my support, provided the Legislative As-
- sembly had the right to force a double dis-
solution when the necessity arose. I would
then not have so mueh objection to the exist-
enee of a seeond Chamber. The system
under which we are now working is auto-
eratic.  Although this Bill goes only a short
distanee along the yond to liberalising the
franchise for the Legislative Couneil, T in-
tend to support it for what it is worth, as it
is a step in a direction where T think an
amendment to the Act is sorely nceded.

MR. WITHERS (Bunbury) [5.30]: The
Bill is not ¢xactly a hardy annual, but simi-
Iar measures have been before Parliament on
several previous oceasions, The TLabour
Party, responsible for the introduetion of
such legislation, realises the inequitable elec-
toral system that operates to-day. If there
is to he any definite distinetion between those
qualified to voie for the Legislative Assembly
and those entitled to vote for the Upper
House, it shonld be one relating to the free-
hold of property or some such tangible
qualification. T am at a loss to understand
why a mere penny a week is suffieient to en-
franchise some and disfranchise others. The
payment of rent amounting to £17 per an-
nnm, which entitles an individual to oxereise
a vote for the Legislative Couneil, works out
at ahout Gs, 7d. per weck. One person may
pay 6s. 7d. a week for a dingv place and
he entitled to exercise the franchize, whereas
another individual who may pay 6s. Gd, a
weck for a more palatial edifice is disfran-
chised. Surelx the payment of a  rental
amonnting fo at least £17 per annum can-
not he regarded as a satisfactory hasis for
the Legislative Couneil franchise. Had we
adhered to the old system under which the
cleator for the Council was reqnired to have
2 stake in the conntry, the qualifieation would
have repre<ented a more satisfactory bhasis.

Hon. (', (i, TLatham: Values have altered
sinee then.
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Mr., WITHERS: Possibly that is so. In
the South-West hundreds of married people
throughout the timber areas live in what may
be described as reasonably decent cottages.
Those people are disfranchised hecause some
pay 4s. a week and others 3s. a week as
rent. If one of those cottages were trans-
ported to u fownsite such as Pinjarra—

Hon. C. G. Latham: Or South Bunbury.

Mr. WITHERS: If re-erccted at South
Bunbury, the premises would command a
higher rental, but if put up in Pinjarra,
it would prohably be rented at 105, a
week. It is surely wrong that the person
living in that cottage in one place should
be disfranchised, whereas if the property
were transported elsewhere and a few
shillings extrn per week paid as rent, the
inhabitant could exercise a vote for the
Legislative Council. I do not agree that
the individual becomes more intelligent or
has a greater stake in the eountry merely
because he pays a few shillings extra in
rent. If is difficult fo present figures, as
the Leader of the Upposition meuntioned,
but according to the Assembly rolls,
26,276 persons are enrolled for the clector-
ates comprised within the South-West Pro-
vince, whereas for the South-West Pro-
vince 7,439 electors are envolled for this
vear. On that basis about a quarter of
the Assembly electors are qualified to exer-
eisc the franchise for the Legislative Coun-
cil. On the other hand, it is difficult to
say how many of the votes indicated in the
Couneil fignres are duplicated. If we con-
sider the nuber of women who are 1egis-
teved as the owners of house property and
the husbands whn are enrolled as inhahi-
tant oceupiers, we must recognise that de.
duetions must be ade from the totul of
the 7,439 Couneil electors so that a com-
pariser may be made with the numhber on
the Assembly rolls. Some individuals hold
high Government positions, but, because
they are widowers or perhaps have nct
married, live in frst-elass hotels, where
they pay a fairly substantial tariff. Be-
cause such peaple have not invested £350
ov more in a block of land, they ure not
entitled to a vote for the Legislative Coun-
cil.

Hon. €. (i. Latham: If thex have not even
done that, they have not displaved much
interest in the State.

Mr. WITHERS: Possibly not.
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The Minister for Mines: But thousands
of others have produeed ihe wealth of the
State.

Mr. WITHERS: Perhaps such people
Lave invested in Commonwealth bonds.

Hon. C. G. Latham: And that is very
profitable,

My, WITHERS: Varying wethods of in-
vestment appeal to different people. T
could mention the name of one individual
who holds a high position and has acted
as a returning officer for the Legislative
Azzembly elections, vet I do not think he
has a vote for the provinee in which he
lives. That arises from the faei that he
merely pays board.

en, C. G, Latham: He must have been
single for a long time.

Mr. WITHERS: That is so. Even with
the amendment embodied in the Bill, thai
individual will not possess the necessary
qualifications to vote for the Counecil be-
cause he will still be in the same position.
The Bill definitely does away with the ox-
dinary qualifieation, and the person who
will be entitled tn the Taﬂgitlnh"ve Cnun-
eil franchise in future will definitely be
the householder, irrespective of whether
£17 a year or less is paid in rent. That,
I think, gets down fo a more reasonable
basis. The Leader of the Opposition inter-
jeeted with regard to a Bill providing for
adult franehise. FHe possibly would wel-
come such a measure because he realises
it would meet with quicker despateh in
another place than the present Bill is eal-
culated to receive. In the South-West of
Western Australia, more than anywheve
else in Australia, there is a greater percen-
tage of residents disfranchised for the
Upper House because of the provisions of
the prineipal Act.

Mr. MeLarty: Those people do not seem
much concerned.

Mr. WITHERS: Their concern may not
he apparent, because they realise they do
not possess the neeessary qualifieations. I
do not know that we need adopt the sug-
gestion of the Leader of the Opposition
and hold demonstrations, waving the red
flag and other banners merely to empha-
sise our disagreement with the existing
Aet. In this State demonstrationz ave not
neeessary to indicate our concern. I know
the people referred to are desirous of
exercising the franchise for the Legisla-
tive Council, but they appreciate the fact
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that, as they are not qualified under the
existing legizlation, it is useless to make
any effort to be enrolled. A few vears
ago houses were vremoved from the
zoldfields beeanze there was no demand for
them. Those houses were brought cheaply,
for at that time rents were very low, In
those days it was possible to rent a house
for much less than £17 per annum and the
inhabitaut oceupier would be disqualified in
consequence.

Mr. Cross: Of course, they had te pay
more than £17 to be enrclled.

Mr, WITHERS : Yes. On account of the
progress in the goldmining industry, that
individual eould eontinne to veside in the self-
same house and ultimately be required to
pay fhree times the amount of the original
rent and then bhe qualified to cxereise the
Couneil franchise,

Mr. Rodoveda: That is the absurd part of
it.

Mr. WITHERS: The whole thing is
absurd. Ever since T have heen interested
in politics I have not been able to under-
stand Why 3wl @ Faels was ever adepied.
I cannot see any particular virtue in an
amount of £17 or £15 or any other sum as
the fair basis for enrolment for the Legis-
lative Council, I hope the House will agree
to the second reading of the Bill and allow
it to go to another piace in time o cnable
members there to accord ithe wmeasure the
fair consideration that we desire it to have
from them. We do uot wish te indulge in
demonstrations sueh” as were resorted to in
Fugland in ovder to again adult franchise
and, later, women’s suffrage. On ihe other
hand, we do desire legislation to be passed
that will provide & more equitable basis for
envolment. I support the second reading
of the Bill.

MR. NEEDHAM (Perth) [5.41]: I, too,
support the second reading of the Bill, T am
surprised at the modesty of the Govern-
nient in seeking merely to broaden the
franchise for the Legislative Council. With
the member for Kalgoorhie (Mr. Styants)
I would have gone much further. T wonld
have provided for adult Eranchise, or at
least adopted the franchise for the election
of memhers of another place on a Dbasis
similav to that which obtains for the election
of members of the Senate. The Common-
wealth Parliament has just as importani
matters to deal with as the State Parlia-
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ment.  Questions of far-reaching import
have to be discussed. It may be well to re-
member that since the days of 1914 when
the tocgin of war sounded ahroad and the
world was deluged in blood, the Common-
wealth Parliament has handled not only
matters of Australian-wide import, but
those of world-wide significance. To-day in
that Parliament questions are handled and
considered that are indeed of world-wide 1m-
portance.  Willy-nilly, whether we like it or
not, we are involved, as a young nation, in
world politics. Nevertheless, to-day we find
36 men elected fo the Senate, representing
three from each State comprising the union
known as the Commonwealth of Aushralia,
not by virtune of the properiy qualification,
but simply by persons who are 21 vears of
age, have heen six months resident in the
Commonwealth, and are of sound wind and
good character. Why then should it be
necessary in Western Australin fo have the
propevty qualification for enrolment as an
elector for the Legislative Couneil? Herein
T see inconsisteney on the part of some of
my friends on the Opposition benches,
As a Labour Party, althongh we ave glail
that there is adult franehise for the Com-
monwealth Parliament, we are not in favonr
of two Chambers, and part of our platform
js the abolition of the Senate. Buf our
friends opposite oppose us in that. They
believe in the existence of the Senate to pro-
tect the States, but they have never yet
voiced an opinion in opposition to adult
franchise for the Senale. Taking them on
their own ground, the Senate is a neeessary
institution if for no ether purpose than io
protect the interests of the States, and gnavd
the States against what might he termed the
desires of the House of Representatives, with
its greater number of members. Not only
do members opposite desire a continuanee of
the Senate, but they have never yet raised
an objeetion to the adult franchise on which
the Scnate is elected. I ask any member
opposite to say that the matters determined
in our Legislative Couneil are of greater im-
portance than those determined in the Fed-
eral Parliament, where eovery member is
elected on adult franchise. The possession
of property docs not count there; one simply
needs to possess a sane mind and intelligenes,

Again, we have evidenee in the Federal
sphore of a double dissolution, which matter
was veferred to by the member for Kalgoor-
lie (Mr. Styants). When the two Federal
Houses are at variance, a double dissolution
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can be bronght abour. Tt does not maiter in
which House the Bill originaies, be it the
Senate or the House of Representatives; if
cither Honse hus agreed to a measure and a
period of three months has elapsed and the
saute Bill is sent forward again and rejecled,
a double dissolutton ean he obtained. The
Government of the day ean ecall on the
Governor-General and secure a double disso-
Intion, and then nll the members go to the
country and the people say what shall he
done. T had the wood or bad fortune to he
a melber of the Senate when the only doubla
disselution in the historv of the Common-
weanlth took plaee. It was on the question of
preference to unionists, and the Tabour
Opposition in the Senate challenged a Biil
introduced by the Cook Government to
abolizh preference to unionists i the Com-
monwealth Public Service.  The challenge
was taken up, and the country was appealed
to at the time when the war had just begun,
The result of the appeal to the people was
that the Labonr Party was returned with a
larger majority in both Houses.

The State Labour Govermment and other
Labowr Goevernments that have preerded it
have been asked, “Why do not yeu challenze
the Legislative Counail? Why do not you
go to the people on some Bill that the Coun-
cil has rejected?’  Sinee the Premier made
his statement in the public Press regarding
the aetion of another place in again reject-
ing industrial legislation sent from this
Iouse, weo have been asked, “Why do net
you dissolve vour House and go to the coun-
try?” The people who suggest the adoption
of that ¢ourse do not appreciate the impreg-
nable position of the Legislative Couneil. 1
ventnre fo say that this Government and this
party is possessed of sufficient courage to
hring about a dissolution of this Chamler
on any industrial measure sent to auother
place and rejected. But what good wonld
result? TLet us postulate that the Govern-
ment dissolved this House to-morrow on the
question of the rejection by another place of
the Industrial Arbitration Aet Amendment
Bill. Let us postulate also that Tabom: was
again returned with a majority to this
Chamher. Would that compel another place
to pass the Bill? Not at all.

Mr. McLarty: Members of another pliee
would pass it,

My, NEEDHAM: They would not.

Mr. Cross: The member for Murray-
Wellington is not qualified to sav that.



[25 OcTonen.

Ay, NEEDHAM: Shortly after Labony
was returned in 1936, fresh from the olee-
torates and with o mandate to do certain
things—these industrial measures were in-
cluded in the policy on which the party went
to the eountrv—the very first legislation sent
to another place was rejected. T remember
attending a leetnre by a very eminent pro-
fessor of our University on this question of
the domination of the Legislative Couneil,
He suggested that the Govermnent, it game
to dissolve this Assembly. could go tn the
people.  This gentlenan is recognized as a
constitutional anthority, I was present at
his mecting, and he said he would be pre.
pared at the conclusion to answer any yues-
tions. T put to him this question, “Suppose
the Legislative Assenibly were dissolved, and
an appeal made to the people on a measure
that had been rejected by the Legislative
Conneil, and the people endorsed the
measure, would that House then be com-
pelled to aceept the verdict of the penple and
pass the measure?” His answer was, “I
cannot answer that question.”” Constitutional
.mthonty though he was, he could not answer
:l‘. Wc Kilgw Lu.u, uu.llllJCA\ \,u_ iuu)l.llk:l ylzlLL
would not change their minds; they would
still defy this Assembly,

"There 1s not the slightest doubt that the
Legislative Conncil of this State is the most
strongly entrenched second Chamber in any

part of the British Commonwealth of
Nations, There was a time in our history

when the House of Lords was eonsidered to
be the wmost strongly entrenched sccond
Chamber, but the position of the House of
Lords is not comparahle with that of our
Legislative Couneil. As was mentioned by
the member for Kalgoorlie, if the House of
Commons passes a measure three times with-
in two years, and if the Bill is then not
adopted by the House of Lords, the Govern-
ment of the day can present the measure to
His Majesty, and it becomes law. In dis-
cossing the second reading of this Bill. I
should like to refer to Queensland, whieh of
course is part of the Commonwealth. T be-
lieve that the people of Queensland are just
ag intelligent as are the people of Western
Australia, but in Queensland there is only a
single Chamber—the Legislative Assembly.
This is no new growth; Queensland has had
a single Chamber for many years. Despite
the fact that a Labour Government brought
about the abolition of the second Chamber
there and that its action was strenuounsly
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opposed by members of the same
thought as ny friends opposite

M. Patrick: Was not a referendum taken
firat?

Mr. NEEDHAM: Yes. ;

AMr. Patriek: What was the resalt of the
referendum?

AMr. XEEDHAM: Not in {avour of the
abolition of the Upper House,

My, Patrick: And the Government
against the wishes of the people.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: [ think we
are new getting bevond the scope of the Bill.

My, NEEDHAM: I can connect my re-
marks hy saving that I would have preferred
& measure (0 provide for adult franehise or
the abolition ot another place. Let me re-
mind my friends opposite that nlthough their
colleagues in Queensland have sinee heen in
power, they lave never attempted to re-
cstablish the seeond Chamber. I sometimes
think that muembers opposite speak with
their tongues in their cheeks. Though T re-
gret that this Bill does not go farther, 1 am
sare it will not pass another place. 1 sug-
vest to the people who were responsible for
seiding my colleagues and me to this Chamber
that even with the present limited franchise
for the Council, they counld alter the com-
plexion of another place. TIE the workers
of the State made up their minds to get their
names upon the Legislative Council roll and
exercise their votes on polling day, T venture
to say they eould effectively alter the com-
plexion of the sccond Chamber. To my
wind, that is the only remedy we have. We
can pass this measure, and we shall do so,
but we know it will fail in another place.
No matter what we do, we cannot eject mem-
bers of the Council from their present im-
pregnable position. My last word is that if
the workers got their names on the Counecil
roll and voted on polling day, even under the
present franchise, we would very soon have
no sccond Chamber.

potitical

acted

MR. OROSS ((Canning) [558]: This
Bill—

Myr. Marshall: Are you oppesing it?

Mr. CROSS: —affects one of the basic

prineiples of demoeracy. Our Parliament-
ary institutions will eontinue only so long
as the people can obtain a reasonable amount
of satisfaction from their aetivities.

My, Sampson: The people appear to be
satisfied,
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Mr. CROSS: Quite a lot of the old Euro-
pean institutions have within living memory
heeit swept away beeanse of the slowness
of the process of reforming them. In this
State there is a large body of public opinion
disgusted with the present system and the
prezent franchise for the Council, and con-
sequently on the day of the Legislative
Couneil elections, those people knowing the
impregnability of the position oceupied by
the Couneil take very litfle intevest in the
elections.

My, Sampson: Everybody s not pleased
with the Assembly.

My, CROSS: T believe also that the pab-
lic is disgmsted with the system of enrvol-
ment not only for the Council but for this
House, and for the Federal Parliament as
well.  The veason is that the public is con-
fused by the number of claim cards neces-
sary to be filled in—knowing full well that
the ¢ualifieations ave identical in the ease
of the State and fthe Commonwealth. Until
ten years ago, when the defeet was remedied
by a Labomr Government, it was necessary
for the claimant for State and Comnuom-
wealth enrolment fo sign hoth sides of the
eard. The reason advanced by the Flectoral
Department for this requivement was thai
it enabled a comparison to he made of the
two sirmatures of the clahnant, the depart-
mental officinls thus heing afforded an oppor-
tunity to assure themselves that the claimant
actnally was the person entitled to the vote,
The two signatuves appeared one on top of
the ofher, on either side of the card. This
matier was rectified, and claimants are now
ealled upon to sign only one side of the card.
It would he a step in advance if action were
taken to put an end to duplication hetween
State and Commonwealth in regard to enrol-
ment, eliminating the waste of time and
money involved in obtaining cards from
elaimants for hoth rolls for the same quaki-
fieation. In the case of the Tegislative
Council the people are confused becanse of
the numerous ¢ualifications for envolment. T
noticed that the Leader of the OQpposition
lid not enumerate those varied gualifieations.
Probably the reason was that the hon. gentle-
man, like most members of this Chamber
and like most members of the general publie,
iannot enumerate them. The present quali-
jeations for Couneil enrolment show rome
dtriking anomalies.  There are five main
iualifications. Ome is that of frecholder. A
serson must own £50 worth of interest in
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either a block of land or a building. The
same person, if he lhas a similar property
qualification in each of the ten provinees,
is entitled to a vote in e¢ach province—tem
votes in all.

Let me point out how stupid the present
Couneil franchise is. 1 give as an illustra-
tion an aszumed case, though until two vears
ago sueh a case actnally did exist in Vie-
torin Park. TFurthermove, a similar position
conldd exist to-day. In a street of Vietorma
Park there were fomr wooden houses builé
by the same contractor. These houses had
been sold to four different persons for £500
cach.  One house had been bought by a man
with a grown-up family. He himself was
entitled to be on the Couneil roll because he-
was a frecholder of the property. Nobody
else waz entitled to vote for the Upper
House in respect of that property. The see-
ond house was in the wife’'s name. Conse-
yuently she was entitled to be on the Coun-
vil roll as an equitable frecholder. The hus-
hand likewise was qualitied as a householder.
In the third ease the house was in the names
of two daunghters over 21 vears of age, who
suecessfully elaimed  qualifieation as joini
equitable freeholders. The father, being head
of the bousehold, was qualified as a bouse-
halder, TIn the fourth ease the house was in
the names of the wife and of two zons, and
those three persons were qualified to vote for
the Gouncil. The husband was alse qualified
being the householder. 1f that is not a
stupid state of aifairs, the number of
(Council votes in respect of identieal proper-
ties varying from one up to four, I have yet
to learn what stupidity is.

Then there is the leascholder qualification.
To bhe gualified as a leaseholder a person
must pay a rental of a clear annual value
of £17 after all rates and taxes have been
deducied. I made a note of a statement by
the Leader of the Opposition that a house-
holder ¢an qualify for the Couneil franchise
if he pays a weekly rental of 6s. 6d. That
1s wrong. The householder ¢an elaim Coun-
cil enrolment only if the place he rents is
worth £17 annually after all rates and taxes
have been paid. A leasecholder is not quali-
fied to vote for the Upper House unless he
can definitely prove that the leage bas not
Tess than one year fo yun. That is an aspect
which remaing ufterly unnknown to many
people until they apply to be enrolled for
the Legislative Council. Another qualifiea-
tion, that of ratepayer, ereates an anomaly.
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A nan ecan claim qualification as a rate-
payer only if his name appears on the rate-
payers’ list,

Hon. C. G. Latham: That is not so. If
he is struck off and is entitled to the qualifi-
cation, he can still vote.

Mr. CROSS: The Act states that it is so.
The hon. member should read it.

Hon. . G. Latham: Read it yourself.

Mr. CROSS: I have read it more often
than has the Leader of the Opposition, and
1 know more about it than he does. When
the rating is on the unimproved value basis,
a person cannot claim qualification as a
ratepayer. Suppose an investor in ihe
metropolitan area buys a property on mort-
gage and lets if. The tenant can elaim a
vote as a householder, but it is possible the
purchaser of the property may have his
nmame on the ratepavers’ list, and have an
equity of only £10 in the house. Such a
person would he qualified fo vote for the
Legislative Council because his name would
be on the ratepavers’ list, and he would be
vegarded as a ratepaver. That is distinetly
unfair. I have dealt with five qualifieations,
and thera =hll vemain five sthers,

Mr. Warner: Why not save them up?

Mr. CROSS: What T am going to say now
shouid be of interest to members opposite,
and prove the extent to which electors can
et confused. T vefer first to the joint free-
holder, A house or building may he hought
by father and son. They may live any-
where, bat, s0 long 2z they have a £50 in-
terest in the property. they are qualified ax
joint freeholders to bhe enrolled. The next
analification is a little more complicated.
Twn persons may have bonghf a place by
paving a deposit of £300, but may still owe
£300 or £400 to the vendor. Because the
vendor has an equity in the property he ean
nuaiify for a vote as the equitable freehnlder.
He can get on the voll and ean live anvywhere.
Then there are the joint leaseholders. Two
persons may lease a hotel in Fremantle and
elect to live in Kalzoorlie.  Because hoth
have an interest in the lease, they can both
vote for the Lezislative Council for the par-
ficular Province.  There is yet another
qualification that is not greatly sought after
and is not well-known. 1 refer to the joint
rent paver. For such a person to qualify
for a vote he has fo prove to the Electoral
Depariment  that he is paying his rent
separately to the Tandlord, has his own rent
boolk, and a separate entrance to the pro-
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perty. He is then qualified to vote so0 long as
he pavs a sum equal fo a clear annual value
of £17 after rates and taxes have been met.
The time is long overdue when the system
of enrolment for both the Federal and State
Parliamenis should be simplified and unified,
and adult franchise applied to the Legisla-
tive Couneil. There would then be no room
for further argument as to qualifications.
The Bill is a step in the right direction aund
will make matters more fair for the electors.
We shonld extend the franchise to the aduit
population as is done in the case of the
Senate. No one has ever railed against that
svstem. At present members of another
place, elected by a minority of the people,
can dictate to this House and control the
desires of the majority.

Hon. C. G. Latham: That is dene in this
Hounse alreadr by the majority.

Mr. CROSS: Not nearly to the same ex-
tent. In the Metropolitan-Suburban Pro-
vince 30,000 people are entitled to be en-
rolled, hut they have not one Labour rep-
resentafive in the Council.

Mr. Warner: That is bad luek for them.

Mr. CROSS: In the North Province fewer
than 1,000 people elect three members.

The Minister forr Mines: Big men too!

Mr. CROSS. The position is unfair.

Mr. Heenev: A House of fat!

Mr. CROSS: T hope the Government will
bring down a Bill to provide for adult fran-
chize. Meanwhile, T will give this Bill my
support.

Hon. C. G. Latham: Let us throw it out
and try the other.

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 pan.

ME. HEGNEY (Middle Swan) {7.30]:
The Bill confains very mild proposals for
the improvement of the franchise for an-
other place. T was rather surprised to hear
the Leader of the Opposition say he would
oppose the measure. T eannot understand
his attitude heeanse, on many oceasions, he
has pnt himself forward as the protagonist
of the workers’ interests. Here we have a
measare that will extend the Council fran-
chise to an inerensed number of electors.
The Bill does not go to the extent of em-
hedving the aduit franchise, but merely pro-
posals that will liberalise the franchise to a
slight extent. At the present time, the
Tegislative Council is constituted on the
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bazis of a very restricted franchise, and the
members of that House have power to
pullify legislation initiated in a House
eleeted on a popular franchise. The Conneil
can defy the wishes of the majoricy of the
people. The Bill will serve to elarify that
position, make the Couneil franchise a little
more libernl and ensure that those who in-
habit dwellings shall be entitled to cast a
vote for the Legislative Coungil. There are
thousands of people who are wealth pro-
ducers and are raising families and are exeel-
lent citizens, yet becanse of the vestricted
franchise based on specified qualifications pre-
seribed in the Eleatoral Act, they are denied
the right to exercise the franchise for the
election of members of the Council. Work-
ers throughout the timber areas and others
engaged in laborious oceupations who con-
tribuie much to the wealth of Western Ans-
tralin, are disfranchised heeanse they do not
pay sufficient in the forin of rent to enable
them fo be enrolled. The same applies to
the workers in mining areas and the out-
hack parts of the State. People who are
doing the essential work of the country ave
denied the right to vote for the Upper
House.  Necessarily a seeond Chamber
based on such a vestricted Franchise
tends to hecome reactionary and retrogres-
sive. Many of the members of the Upper
House are out of touech with the views of
the public or the progress of the times.
They vote against measures submitted hy
a Government elected on an aduolt fran-
chise and theveby defy the will of the
people.  Tn times of stress, the nation ap-
pealed to the workers and to those between
the ages of 18 and 45 vears to volunteer to
defend the comntrv. Thonsands left onr
shores ostensibly to defend Australia in
foreign lands. When those men returned
to their homeland. simply hecaunse thev
did not possess wealth amounting to €30,
were not inhahitant-oecupiers or did not
pay rent amounting io €17 per annum, they
were denied the right to exercise a vote
in the eleetion of members of the Legisla-
tive Council. The experience we have had
in this State with regard to opposiiion to
measures of social reform submitted by a
Government elected on the adult franchise,
is not in keeping with the trend of modern
times. If the Counneil persists in that
course of action that branch of the Legis-
- Jatarve will he swept aside. The publie will
\ﬁ{ tolerate its cxistence: they will not

N
.

contemplate its continued opposition to
legislation that i1s backed by the will of the
people. legislation that the vesult of
elections has shown the people desive, has
been peremptorily rejected in  another
vlace. The time is long overdue for the
liberalisation of the Couneil fraoechise, It
my wishes were consulted, I would abolish
the Upper House altogether. Al that the
Bill proposes is a mere liberalisation of
the franchise. The lLeader ot the Opposi-
tion, who is suppoesed to be democratie in
his views, still adheres to conservatizm and
has asserted he will not support the mea-
sure of reform outlined in the Hill. 1n
other States of Australia the reform of
the second branch of the legislature and
the extension of the franchise have en-
gaged the attention of the people and of
Parliament. Reference has been mnde to
the position in Queensland where the sec-
ond Chamber was abolished. No one can
wainsay the faet that the legislation and
the administrative Ae¢ts of the Queensland
Gfovernment compare favouvably with those
of Governments in that State when the
second Chamber was in existence. In pre-
sent cireumstances, the Queenslaud Gov-
ernment is elected by the people and car-
ries ont the people’s wishes. Speaking
frankly, I say that irrespective of whether
the Government elected on an adult fran-
chise be Labour, National, Country Party
or Communist, any such Government that
receives a mandate fram the people should
e able to carry out its policy. On the
other hand, a number of members of tie
Upper Chamber, elected by a pereentage
only of the people cun, in Western Aus-
tralia, nullify or cven defeut the legislative
proposals that emanate from this Chamber,
which is elected by a majority of (he
people. ‘

Mrs. Cardell-Oliver: But your puarty re-
presenis fewer people than the memhers
sitting on the Opposition side of the House,

My, HEGNEY : In my electorate | vepre-
sent abont 9,000 people, but there ave
members of amother place whao represent
a few hundred only. Thai demonstrates
the voting power Lhe Legislative Couneil
members possess.

My, Rodoreda: And they
memhers for each Province.

Mr. HEGNEY: A man may he ot out-
standing ability. We have such mea in the
community, men who possess knowledge of

have three
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a very high order, anil who are acquainted
with the sciences and the avts; and vet, be-
eause they are not paying rent or do not
own property to the value of £30, they are
denied the right of exercising the franchise
for the Legislative Couneil. That is a posi-
tion that should not continue. Many people
are eonfused as to their right to vote for
the Council. Every member of this Hongze
who has engaged in cauvassing has met
Ppeople who do not know whether or not they
are entitled to he enrolled as voters for the
Council, even if they are paying a rental
of £17 or over a wvear or are possessed of
property valued at €30 or over. This mea-
sure is an attempt to liberalise the fran-
chisp. Tt is not of a revolutionary charae-
ter; it iz a mild proposal.  Yet we find

members of the Opposition opposed to it.

For the life of me, T cannot understand
their attitude. They helong to a party sop-
posed to he democratic; they protest that
we ot this side of the House represent a
section only of the prople, but that they
represent all the people. Nevertheless, as
T say, we find them opposing a measore de-
signed to liperaiise the Trancmise, 1 hope
that when the fime comes the electors will
know how to deal with people who set
themselves up as democrals, as supporters
of democratic ideals, but who are narrow
and conservative in their outlook.  The
modern social and political trend is towards
the liberalising of the frauchise. In many
countries Governments are swept aside be-
eause of their reactionary political views,
and other forms of governmenti are set up
in their stead. Tf our franchise is not ex-
tended, the time is rapidly coming when the
peaple will no longer tolerate the cxisting
state of affair=, Personaily, I think the see-
ond Chamber is unnecessary. It is unneces-
sary here and unnecessary in the Common-
wealth sphere.  The Senate, though clected
on an adnlt franchise, is really bhul an echeo
of the party in power, and has been so for
the past ten vears. In our own State, where
the franchise for the second Chamber is re-
stricted, we find that Chanber not support-
tng the Government elected to carry out the
wishes of the people. That Chamber says
the Governmeni does not possess a mandaie
on this or that matter. Speaking for my-
self, I represent an industrial constitueney
:ll.‘lil hi\\'l_‘ bl?l_‘“ \'[’tu]"ﬂ(’d h’_‘l Pa\']iiil]lel\t Du
three oceasions.  The measures that have
been rejected by the Council have the sup-

pott of the electors whom I represent. Those
who arve clected to another place to repre-
sent the various provinces of the State do
not, in my opinion, carry out the wishes
of the electors of the province~ that re-
turned them. T am glad the Government
has brought down the Bill. It does not n
as far as 1 would like it to go, but at least
it will extend the franchise. T wive the mea-
sure my support and hope fhe members of
this Chamber who c¢laim to be democratic
will show, by their votes, just exacily how
much they are demoeratic. I trust the mea-
sure will puss and eventually become law.

On motion by Mr. Coverley, debate ad-
journed.

BILL—AUCTIONEERS ACT
AMENDMENT.

Second Reading
Debate resumed from the 1ldth October.

MR. SEWARD (Pingelly) [7.44]: As T
was listening to the speech of the Minister
when he introduced the Bill, T tormed the
opinion that the intenfion was io muke pro-
vision for the issue of occasional district
licenses to anybody who might be desireus of
conducting a sale ontside his own particular
distriet, regardless of whether he was an
auctioneer or not. Sonte communciations that
I have reecived from the country point to the
fact that the same impression has gained
ground in country districts, Had that been
the intention of the Bill, T would have had
fo oppose it, but if is not the intention of the
Bill at all. TUnder the Bill, it is proposed to
arant oceasional distriet licenses only to a
person who already holds a license as aue-
tioneer. 1 want to make that perfeetly
plain; beeause, as I say, the opposite opinion
ained currencx after the introduction of
the Bill, although the JMinister, when intro-
ducing it, clearty explained the intention of
the Bill.

Under the existing Aet, Four different
Kinds of lcenses are issued. One is a gencral
license, which aulhorises an auctioneer to
operate throughont the whole State, and for
which he pavs a fee of £25 a vear, subject to
deduction if the period 1s less than 12
months., Next comes the country liconse, for
whiell a fee of £13 iz charged, and which
authorises o person to operale in country
districts, excluding, of course, any part of
the metropolitan ares. The third tvpe of
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license is that which I have already men-
tioned, the district license, under whick a per-
son is authorised to aet asz an anelioneer in
a certam  magistertal  diziviel. For  this
license a fer of £5 a year 1= chargel. The
person so lieensed cannot operate outside
that area. There is a fourth type of license,
the temporary license, That can be issued
to any person who does not hold an aue-
tioneer’s license. He is granted a temporary
license to operate at a sale if the auctioneer
bhecomes 11l or is unable to officiate for any
other reason, provided he ean convinee the
magistrate thai the appliention is genuine.
Before 1 leave fthe «uestion of fem-
porary licenses, I desire to draw the Min-
ister’s aftention to a difference in  the
interpretation of Section 14 of the Aect.
Section 14 provides for the issue of a
temporary license to opernie in any plice at
any date. Country magisivates have taken
that to mean that they ean grant a license
only for one sale. In the city, magistraies
have read the plural into the singular. If
an auctioneer has been unable o operafe,
say, at Robb's Jetty in the worming and at
Midland in the afternoon, or at twe different
places on two =nceeeding days, the magis-
trate has read the plural inte the singular
and granted a license to the aunctioneer’s
nominee lo officiate. Tn conntry distriets
that is not so. When the application has
covered two days, one following the othey,
the plan has been to demand two licenses,
which is contrary te the =pivit of the Act
because the section I have mentioned indi-
cates that a temporary license is granted for
the limited period of seven davs. Thal beinz
50, the obvions intention is thal nf two sales
at which the anctianeer can operate, hiz
nominee should he entitled also to operate. 1
hope that matter will be elarified. T{ cannot
be done in this Bill, unfortunately, hecans:
there is no provision to amend that particu-
lar section.

The Minister for Justice: I think the pro-
vision applies to where the sale lasis more
than one day, and nof to two different sales.

Mr, SEWARD: Secetion 14 stipulates that
a fee of one guinea shall be paid for a temn-
porary license for seven days. I do not think
a sale wounld be found to extend over seven
days. The matter was referred to the Crown
Law authorities some years ago by the aue-
tiongers, and Mr. S8ayer gave a ruling in
which he read “places” into the word
“place.” His reading was that a license
might be granted to scll at any place or
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places on the date or dates on which the
sitles might take place. 1f a license extends
to seven days it contemplates more than one
sale. In eountry distriets the rule has been
to rewd only the singular and to demand
nore rhﬂ]] one ]iC[‘l]SP “'Il(‘]'l therg are two
stbes, | hope the Minister will be able io
clanfy this matter =0 that eountry aue-
toncers when applying for a temporary
license way not he placed at a disadvantase
compared with these in the metropolitan
irea.

The Bill makes provision for the granting
of an oeensional distriet license. Such a
license ean only be granted to one who holds
a Heense to sell in a cortain magisterial dis-
trict. Tn the particular part of the country
fiom which I eome the need for this licenze
is not so apparvent. Tn seeking a reason T
looked at the magisterial map, and I foun:
that Kalgoorlie provided a good illustration.
T do not know whether that is the district the
Minizster had in mind when he introduced the
Bill. While Kalgoorlie is situated in the
magisterial distriet hearving that name, there
are three other magisterial distriets quite
close to it. Coolgardie iz in another mams-
terial district. Other fowns that probabliy
would come under the husiness range of a
firm operating in Kalgoorlie would yet le
in another district altogether; and if an ane-
tionoey wanted to conduct a sale in that dis-
trigt, although it might come within his
ordinary business aetivities to go into the
town, he would be obliged to take out a dis-
friet license costing £5. That iz obviously
a disadvantage which the Bill seck= to over-
come by the granting of an eceeasional dis-
triet license at a cost of £1 1s.

I can see no reason for opposition to the
Bill, thongh there is one feature I hope will
he given eonsideration. 1 trust the provision
will not be used to the disadvautage of men
licensed in a particular distriet.  For in-
stanee, an auctionecr mav be licensml 1o
operate in the Kalgoorlie district, and o sale
might he advertised for Coolgardie, where
another auctioneer might be residing. 1 dn
not consider it would be fair for the Kal-
zoorlie man to he granted a license to cou-
duct a sale in Coolgardie, where another
leensed auctioneer was gperating. When an
application is made to a magistrate for a
heense, there should he some justifiable
reason why the resideni anctioneer should not
be given the right {o conduct the sale in his
own district.



[25 OcromEr, 1935.]

AMyr. Stubbs: Some auetioneers might noi
be worth twepenece,

Mr. SERVARD: Some justifiable veaxon
might be given to the magistrate For grant-
ing the application. Certainly when a man
is following the avocation of an auetioncer
in a certain town, an occasional license
should not he too easily obtained in order
to permit someone else to conduct a sale
in that town. I support the second read-
ing of the Bill. The provision is a good
one hecauze whereas at present a license
for this purpose costs £3, the Bill provides
that it shall cest a guinea,

Question put and passed,

Bill read a seeond time,

In Commitice.
Bill paszed throngh Committee without
debate, reported without amendment, and
the report adopted.

ANNUAL ESTIMATES, 1938-39.
In Committee of Supply.

Resumed from the Gth
Withers in the Chair.

October; Mr.

Vote—Crown Law Offices, £87 525

HON. C. G. LATHAM (York) [8.0]:
Since the Fstimates were infroduced the
report of the Auditor General has been
tabled, and the report eontains a reference
about which T desire to zet some informa-
tion. On page 71 the following statement
appears under the heading *‘Incorrect Ap-
propriations’’ :—

Crown Law Offices (Division 253). Ttem 1—
““Snlaries.”” A grant of €623 to Mr. A, A,
Wolff, K.C,, Crown Solicitor and Parlinmentary
Draftsman, in lieu of all leave due including
proportion of long-service leave and accumu-
lated amnual leave on resignation, which was

accepted by the Governor in Couneil us from the
10th March, 1938,

I have looked through the Esiimates and
the Public Aceounts. I ean find ne cor-
responding amount placed on the FEsti-
mates, nor ean I find any in the Public Ae-
counts. I wish to review what actually
eceurred. Mr, Wolff was Crown Solicitor
and was appointed a Roynl Commissioner
te investigate certain matters for the Gov-
ernment.  Almost immediately after con-
cluding his report, he was appointed to the
judieiary at a salary of £2,000 a year. To
allow an officer to draw £625 on taking
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over a position at £2,000 a year is a most
nnusual and, I consider, totally improper
act. Some little time age an oflicer of the
Agricultural Bank left the service to take
a position in private employment and for
a very long time payment of the amount
due to him for long-gervice leave was leld
up. Mere we have a man continuing in
the zervice of the Government. His salary
as (rown Solicitor was, speaking {from
memory, £1,000 to £1,200 a year. and he
bas moved to £2,000 a year. Yet this Gov-
cermuient has so much money that it ean
pay this olficer £623. Such a thing has
never hefove been done to my knowledze.

The Premier: He is entitled 10 he paid for
his services.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: 1t that is so, he
should have been sent on his long-service
Joave, and the appoiniment should have been
made on the expiration of his leave.

The Premier: There was urgent necessity
for his appointment.

1Ton. €. G, LATHAXM : The urgent neces-
sity has continned for at Teast fthree years.
Duving that time the Arvbitration Court has
been behiod with s woik.

The Premier: That made it the more
urgent,

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: Previously the
Government appointed Mr. T. F. Davies to
velieve the President of the Arbitration
Court while he was on long-service leave,
and there was nothing te prevent Mr. Davies
heing appointed. The action of the Govern-
nment iy ¢uite improper. If it is right that
this shonld he done for senior officers, the
practice must he extended right through the
service, When I was in the service an aeci-
dent happened, so it was said, and of course
the Government stopped payment immedi-
atelv., Tf we are going to pay one officer
for his long-service leave and allow him to
continue on salary at the same time, why not
do it for every member of the service? That
sort of thing is not done for the ordinary
rank and file and it was a verv improper
thine to do.

The Premier: It was a condition of em-
Plovment.

Hon. €. G. LATHAX: Then the Govern-
ment should have waited until his long-
servire Jeave had expired and not allowed
him to draw £2,625 for the first vear of his
serviee as a judge. That is what is hap-
pening. 17
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The Premier: He earned that money in
the Public Service and drew it on comple-
tion of his serviee.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: The fact remains
that he is being paid £2,623 for the first year
of his service as a judge. The Premier can-
not justify (hat aetion.

The Premior: He enrned it.

Hon. C. Gi. LATHAM: Then, in future,
when a man happens to leave one position
and take another, he is to be paid for his
long-serviee leave.  That has not heen the
policy of any Government.

The Premier: We have not had to fill a
position of that sort hefore.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: TFrequently the
equivalent happens. Were the officers who
recehtly received appointment to the Agency
General in London paid for their long-
service leave before they went Home? Of
course not. Wounld the Government agree
to make stuech a payment to an officer who
had left the State to take up a new position
under the Commonwealth? The trounble is
that the Government has teo mueh moncy,
but instead of dividing it amongst thuse who
are veally in need of it, the Government is
giving it to the highly-paid officials. No-
where in the Estimates or in the Publiec Ac-
counts is there any statement of this pay-
ment.

The Premier: The payment was for leave
due fo him.

Hon. €. G. LATHAM: Will the Premicer
show me any item under Crown Law Offices
dealing with this amount? There is one item
of expenditure for last vear, “Leave on re-
tirement, £1,371,” but there is no statement
-showing to whom the money was paid.

The Premier: You do not want details of
every jtem.

Hon. ¢. G. LATHAM : Details arc usually
given in the Publie Accounts, but there is
no reference to this item. I have never heard
of sueh a thing heing done before.

The Premier: Such a position has seldom
oceurred before.

Hon. €. G. LATHAM : Tf the Government
congidered Mr. Wolff the right man to ap-
point to the judieiary, it was entitled to
appoint him. but he should have taken his
long-servige Ieave hefore being appointed.
The CGlovernment has no right to pay him
£623 in addition te his salary of £2,000 a
vear,
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The Premier: We would have bad the
whole industry of the eountry held up.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM :; That cxcuse will
not he aecepted by members on this side of
the Chamber.

The Premier:
reasonable people.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: AMr. Davies acted
as President of the Arbitration Court dur-
ing the whole time the President was absent
on leave. Whether he did the work efficiently
or not, I am not in a position to sav; I
have no comments to make against him. Why
should not his services have been continued?
Why could not he have filled the position?
I do not know whether the Premier moticed
the reference in the Auditor General’s report.
Even the Auditor General does not sayv that
the payment was not a proper one.

The Premicr: No.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: Bnt the Auditor
Greneral must know the fuss that was made
by the Minister for Lands beeause an officer
drawing about £230 or £300 a year was
leaving the serviee, Payment for his leave
was held up for a long time, bnt beeaunse this
happens to be 2 man on a high salary, the
Government can pay him £625.

The Premier: This was one of the condi-
tions of employment in the Public Service.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: Every officer is
entitled to leng-service leave every seven
vears and to two weeks' leave annually.
Long-service leave should not be permitted
to accumulate. .

The Minister for Justicc: Youn know that
sometimes an officer cannot get away,

Hon. C. G LATHAM: There is not an
officer in the service or a member of this
Mounse whose place counld not be filled by
somebody else.

The Minister for Justice: Yon did not
adopt that poliey when vou were in office.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: We issued very
definite instructions on that point. Let the
Alinister inguive of the Minister for Lands
what happened about the Survevor General
when T was in office. T insisted upon his
taking long-service leave instead of allow-
ing it to accumulate. What is long-zervice
leave for if not fo allow an officer to recu-
perafe? Tf an officer does not take it, then
long-service leave hecomes a farce. Here
we have a man who has been assistant Crown
Solicitor for a short period.

The Premier: Ten years or more.

It would he accepted by
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Hon. C. G. LATHAM: Why should he
not have been made to take his long-service
leave during that period? Could he not
have been done withont? His position could
have been hmmediately filled when he went
away,

The Premier: Do yvou think a solicitor is
going to throw up g practice to take a
temporary appointment in the Service!?

Hon. C. G. LATHAM : There are men in
the Publie Serviee who could have done the
work,

The Premier: We have only four of them.

Hon, C. G. LATHAM: They could have
done the work. I admit that while Parlia-
ment is sitting a good deal of drafting has to
be done.

The Premiev: If we wanted to ceamou-
flage anything we could have given Mr.
Justice Wolft £1,000 for his work az Royal
Commissioner.

Hon, C. G. LATHAM : Tn addition to his
salary?

The Premier: Of course.
would have been justly earned.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: T wonder the
Promiar did not da that. T da not know of
any Government that has fed men on the
top salavies as the present Government has
done. A highly paid official receiving a
salary of £1.000 a vear is given £2,000 a
year hy a wave of the pen. This was done
when numbers of people were struggling to
get a full day’s work., Tn addition the Gov-
ernment gave the same officer £625. T am
surprised that members on the cross benches
should support a thing like that.

The Premier: You are quibbling about a
man who gave a report such as the Royal
Commissioner gave for nothing.

Hon. P. D. Fergnson: For nothing?

The Premier: For his ovdinary salary.

Hon, C. G. LATHAM: He was paid by
the Government for his services. Tt does
not matter what he is ealled wpon to do pro-
vided it is work he was appointed {o do.

The Premier: He was not appointed a
Royal Commissioner when he was given a
post m the Crown Law Department.

Hon C. 6. LATHAM: Why was he not
relieved of his other duties, and paid an
appropriate sum for his Royal Commission
work? Tle was not only paid, but paid for
his long-service leave,

The Premier: Beeause he preferred to do
the work in an honorary capacity.

Hon, C. G. LATHAM: Then where does
the £625 come in?

The monew

1557

The Premier: That was rightlv due tn his
pozition,

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: I have not read
the whole of the Roval Commissioner's re-
port, but a great deal of it could not pos-
zibly he put into practice in this State.

The Premier: That may be so.

Hon, C. G. LATHAM: In anothey hun-
dred vears it might be possible to earry out
many of the reecommendations of the Royal
Commissioner. I do not complain about the
appointment of Mr. Wolff to the Supreme
Court Beneh, but protest against the setting
up of a precedent by paving him an addi-
tional snlary when he was still in the em-
ployment of the Government.

My, Cross: By paving him his just due.
He was entitled to the money,

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: If the hon. mem-
her were sitting on this side of the House
and we were sitting opposite, and anything
like this oceurred the proceedings of the
Hounse wounld he held up for a week or a
fortnight, It is one of the most disgraceful
incidents that has cver come to my know-
ledge. I would not have minded if Mr.
ol had heon ofven his lonp.zorviee logve
and had been appointed to the judiciary
at the end of that term. Insfead of doing
that the CGovernment inereased his zalary
from £1,000 to £2,000 a year, and gave him
an additional £623 heeause he did not take
his leave when the vegulations provided that
he should take it.

The Premier: We did not inercase his
salary, but appointed him to a position carry-
ing the higher salary.

Hon. C, G. LATHAM: It waz an inereasc
from £1,000 to £2,000 a year,

The Premier: Anyone would think we
eould exercise our discretion as to what sal-
avy we paid,

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: It was not neces-
sary o appoint that officer a judege of the
Supreme Court,

Mr. Raphael: You lhad better not commit
a murder and be brought hefore him,

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: T feel I do not
care whether T commit murder or anything
else.  The Constitution provides for four
judees. I have no fonlt to find with the
Government for appointing Mr. Wolff to the
Supreme Court Bench if it thought he was
the proper person to appoint, hut there was
no need to appoint him a judge of the
Supreme Court so that he might assist in
arhitration work, Mr. Davies was not ap-



1558

pointed a judge when he took the place of
Mzy. President Dwyer, who was away on lobg
service leave. He acted as President of the
Arbitration Court, and was entitled to half
the difference between his salary and that of
the President,

The Premier: No. Anyone who relieves
a judge gets the salary of a judge. You
cannof get away from that.

Hon. C, G. LATHAM: That is not pro-
vided for in the regulations.

The Premier: The PPublic Service regu-
lations have nothing to do with this.

Hon. C. Gi. LATHAM: T do not mind the
Government paying him £2,000.

The Premicr: We arve paying the salary
to which he is entitled: no more and no
less.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM : There was no need
50 hurriedly to appoint Mr. Wollf to the
Bench.

The Premier: 1t was done only a little
earlier than it might have been.

Hon. €. G. LATHAM: Why were not
Mr. Davies’ services continued as Acting
President? If he was doing the work
whilst Myr. President Dwyer was away he
could have done it for a further period in
an acting eapacity. FEven to-day we can-
not have two Arbifration Courts until the
law is amended. Jr. Justice Wolff can
ouly be an assistant, a commissioner to do
the work as provided by the Aect. TUntil
the law is amended he cannot be either a
President or a Deputy President of the Ar-
bitration Court. If it had been a question
of one of the rank and file in the service,
a man entitled to long serviee leave, it
would not have been given to him in this
way. The Minister for Lands has already
demonstrated that. In that particular in-
stance I believe there was a threat that a
writ would he issued if the officer did not
get his dnes.

The Premicer: He did get his dues be-
cause he was justly entitled to them.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: He was not then
employed by the Government, but even-
tually he got what was due to him. Let
us amend the Jaw, and provide that any
officer who does not wish to take leng ser-
vice leave may receive payment in lien
thereof. That is what this amounts to.
Tf the law i z0 mnended, very few people
will take either their annual leave or their
long service leave,

[ASSEMBLY.]

The Premier: We are not going to do
that. :
Hon. C. G. LATHAM: The Premier

onght to do so because he has already estab-
lished a precedent.

The Premier: No.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: Yes. He ought
to amend the regulations so that any mem-
ber of the service who desives to forego
his annual or long service leave may be
paid in cash. Not many would take their
leave under such conditions.

Hon. P. D. Ferguson: One officer has
been turned down, anyway.

Hon. C. (i. LATHAM: The Government
has established a precedemt. Since the
regulations have been in force I doubt
whether any other ease of the kind bas
ocenryed.

The Premier: Nothing similar has oe-
curred in the past.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: Has any other
officer had his salary raised from £1,000
to £2,000 a year and been paid £625 be-
canse he negleeted to take the long service
Jeave provided by the regulations? Leave
should not be allowed to acenmulate in that
way. When we were in office we insisted
as far as we could that officers took their
annual and long serviee leave when due.

Mr. Cross: You tried to cut it ont alto-
gether,

Hon. C. G, LATHAM: When we found
onrselves in difficulties we suggested that
the teachers shonld forego their leave, and
they agreed to do so. This was done on
the understanding that they would get the
leave later. At that time there was diffi-
culty about transferring teachers.

My, Patrick: If officers do not take their
leave now they will lose it.

Hon. C. . LATHAM: It does not mat-
ter how ijwportant a man’s position may
be, we ought to sce that some one iz avail-
able to take his place. We onght not to be
left with an officer whose services cannof
be replaced. The services of Mr. Wolff in
the Crown Law Department were not in-
dispensable, otherwise he wounld not have
been appointed to the Judiciary, The Go-
vernment has established a precedent which,
if followed hy the inecoming Government,
would undoubtedly render it a very popu-
lav one.  Nevertheless the principle is
wrong, Probahly the member for Canning
would be the most voeciferons in his atfack
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upon the incoming Government if we fol-
lowed such a precedent.

MR. RAPHAEL {Vietoria Park) [8.20]:
I have always bheen opposed to the existence
of the State Licensing Court.  The eourt
was originally the State Licenses Redue-
tion Board, which was ecreated to do its
work in six years. At the end of the six
years its terin was extended by two years.
Then the tribunal ceased to function as a
Licenses Redunction Board. Now it is =
Licensing Court. The attitude of the chair-
man of the court fowards applicants for
new lieenses has always reminded me of
the attitude of a pig in a silk shirt. There
have been exhibitions of Hitlerism lately,
bat persons appearing befure the ehairmau
of the Licensing Court consider that ha puots
Hit'er in the shade. Another strange fea-
ture of the court is the nature of the sue-
ecssful applieations. I am unsable to state
vhether deeisions are given fairly a-d
justly or whether things are pre-arranwved.
Unquestionably the chairman’s attitude has
never been fair and just to applicants. One
must leck askance at the number of iotels
in which Mr. Bextie Jobhnston is interested.
Every now and then we read in the daily
Fress of Mr. Johnston or his dummy or
stool-pigeon, or however the person should
be styled, as being a suecessful applicant.

Hon. P. D. Ferguson: How did he get on
at Searborough?

Mr. RAPHAEL: T do not know.

Hon. P. D. Ferguson: Were not you the
saecessful applicant?

Mr, RAPOAEL: XNo. I do not drmk
becr, and do not want a license. However,
Mr. Bertie Johnston’s suceessful appliea-
tions have always heen a source of amaze-
ment to me.

Mr. Hughes: Nonsense! You have known
the reason for years.

Mr. RAPHAREL: Not all of us are in the
happy position of being able to find ont
things like the hon. memher interjecting
does. In passing I may mention that start-
ing-price bhookmakers are taking great
strides in an endeavour fto ascertain what
the forthecoming legislation iz to he. They
run shops in the names of dummics. TIn
my opinion Bertie Johnston has heen in the
hakit of doing the same thing, while retain-
ing a major interest in cach hotel. The
“overnment ought to have realised a cer-
tain  responsibility: the Lieensing Court
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should not have been re-established or re-
appointed, but should have been overtakm
by total extinction years ago. I have it in
wy mind {o move that the proposed amount
on these Fetimates be reduced by £2.383Y.
That will leave £1 to pay the salaries of
merabers of the court—an amount ample
for their gualifications nnd the work they
do. I notice the item shows an inerease
of £82. The reason for that T utterly £uil
{o undersiand.

Hon. P. D. Ferguson: That is because of
the increase in the basic wage!

Mr. RAPHAEL: It is neither my desive
nor Jay praetice fo invade the electorates
of other members, but T do desire to refer to
an application for a hilliard-saloon licensce
in your electorate, Mr. Withers. The ap-
plicant happened to he one of my constitu-
ents—a returned soldicr, a man who was
fore unable to do ardnons work. Ie spent
knocked about at the front and is there-
the sum of £100 in Bunbury to set up a
billiard saloon. The police did not oppose
hiz applieation in any way; hut the honour-
ahle gentleman  who is chairman of the
Licensing Court, after only a small part of
the argument in favour of the applicant
had been advanced, said that the ease was
finished and the application refused.
He told the applicanl definitelv he did not
want to hear anything more, and that the
ease was finalised. Anolther instanee re-
lated to the old Pier Hotel. I do not know
whether members know much ahonut Bun-
bury. T read with inlevest a veport in the
Press that indicated that the member for
Bunbury had given evidence in support of
an application for the transfer of the hotel
licenge. I econgratulated the hen. member
on being big enough to take that aetion and
run the risk of kicks from other publieans
in view of his suggestions for an improve-
ment in his electorate. Abhout ten years
ago I stayed at the hotel—hut for one night
onlv. T wag an extremely busy man through-
out the whole of that night.

The Minister for Mines: Who was with
vou?

Mr. RAPHAERL: What was with me
nearly carried me out of the bed. The live-
stock were there in enormous numbers, and
I assure members I was very pleased to get
away from the hotel next day.

The Minister for Minez: They were there
in their countless thousands!
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Mr. BAPHAEL: That is correet. The
years have rolled by, but no improvements
have been effected to the hotel. I do not
know about the bugs; [ refer to the onter
appearance of the hotel. I have been shrewd
enongh fo keep away from inside the pre-
mises ever since. There are two other old
hotels in that street, and a first-class hotel
is the Burlington, at which I always stay
when T go to Bunbury nowadays. An appli-
cation was submitted to the Lieensing Court
for the removal of the Pier Hotel, which
was not worth two bob and should have heen
puiled down years ago, if the Court had done
its job properly. There was an applieation
for a new hotel on which £15,200 would
have been expended, hut the Chairman of
the Licensing Court, in his wisdom, deeided
that the application eould not be granted be-
canse of the presenee of a sandhill that
would prevent the air getting to the hotel
premises. Surely to woodness people who
would reside in such a hotel would be far
more healthy with the absence of air rather
than with the presence of bugs! Another
application that the Licensing Court had to
deal with concerned one of the most up-te-
dafe hotels in Perth. YWhen the members
of the Court saw the plans, they decided
that the rooms as specified would he too
large. They cansed the plans to be alteved
to provide for a substantial reduction in the
size of {he rooms. Men with the limited
knowledge of health, huilding and loeal con-
stderations such as the three members of the
Court, possess should long ago have heen re-
moved from their positions. Would it not
be far hetter for the local magistrate, to-
gether with two justices of the peaee, who
know the localities in whieh they function
and the requirements of the distriet, to de-
eide whether an applieation for a T|otel
Jicense should he granted or refused?

Mr. Hoghes: Under those conditions there
would be some fun at Fremantle.

Mr. RAPHAEL: I do not know about the
position at Fremantle; the people there can
look after themselves. T wish to deal with
statements made by the member for Kan-
owna {Mr. Nulsen) when denling with the
Manjimup Hotel. He stated that the popu-
lation of Manjimup was 5,000, that the cost
of crection of the hotel there was £25,000,
and that the rental demanded for a period
of five years totalled £22500. Aectually
there are 1,000 inhabitants within a radivs
of one mile of the Manjimup Post Office.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Mr. Nulsen: T referred to the whole dis-
triet.

Alr. RAPHARBL: That area ineludes much
more than the present town., On the 18th
February, 1937, there were 1,206 residents
within & five-mile radius of JManjimup.

M. Nulsen: Have you an interest in that
hotel?

AMr. RAPHAEL: No, but a friend of mine
happens to bu interested, and he is not the
Hon. Bertie Johnson! I have been aszked to
present these facts and figures to the Com-
mittee because the gentleman concerned las
been attacked on two occasions and has had
no opportunity to defend himself. Tenree
my desire to make these facts puldic.

The Minister for Justice: Then 1 take it
that in this instance you agree with the
Court’s nction at Manjimuap.

AMr. RAPHAEL: No, I am not in agree-
ment with the Licensing Court; I merely
wish to corrcet the mis-statements that were
made in this House.

A Nulsen: They were true; they were
not mis-statements.

Mr. RAPHAEL: 1 am advised thai the
total cost of construction is not available,
as the hotel was built over 25 years ago hut
has sinee heen altered and enlarged from
time to tine. The eost of all the work would
advance the total expenditure much in excess
of £25,000. Last year a very high rent was
demanded, but it was nothing like as much
ns £22,500, as mentioned by the member for
Kanowna. This was done deliberately in
order to got rid of an wundesirable tenant
whose lease was drawing to a close. He had
the right to venew (he lease.

AMr. Patrick: We have heard
hefore.

Mr. RAPHAEL: As the tenant refused
to aecept the offer, the owners were able to
assime control of their hotel in June, 1937,
Only since then have they been in full ¢on-
trol of thetr premises.

Mr. Doust: Where
now?

Mr. RAPHAEL: Apart from being mn
unsatisfactory tenant, he had allowed the re-
putation of the hotel lo suffer. Fresh re-
building operations have been undertaken
since the owners assumed foll eontrol. and
they now claim that the distriet is adoguately
served by fhe hotel. T do not agree with
their views. T do not belicve in such 2
monopely.  Tlere I agree with the momber
for Kanowna (Mr. Nulsen) and the memher

that tale
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for Nelson (Mr. Doust) that if an applica-
tion were made for a new hotel for that
district, favourable consideration should he
extended to it by the Licensing Court.

Mr. Doust: What is the price of an Aus-
tralian whisky and seda at Manjimup?

Mr. RAPHAEL: I do not know, and the
hon. memher ean announce that detail to
the Committee. During last session I had
the pleasure of supporting, with other mem-
hers, an effort to seeure the reduction of this
partieular Vote to £1, which, in my opinion,
shounld he sufficient. I received the support
of a namber of members, including the mem-
bers for Nelson, Subiaco, and Albany, and
on thiz oceasion I hope I shall have not only
their support, buf that of others who voted
against the move last year. I trust mem-
bers generally will realise that the Lieensing
Court ceased to function long ago along the
lines originally intended, and that we counld
very well revert fo the stage when
magistrates conld undertake these duties,
without any additional expense to the State.
The amount of £2,808 provided for the
Licensing Court eould be utilised for a much
hetter purpose, probably in providine work
for some of the people who are now denied
it.

MR. STYANTS (Kalgoorlie} [8.40];: E
agree to a fair extent with what the Leader
of the Opposition has said with respect to
the ex-Crown Solicitor. An amount of £620
has been paid to the ex-Crown Solicitor for
long-service leave that was dne, but not
taken; he must also have received payment
for pro rata long-service leave. Such a pay-
ment is denied to public servants who are
on smaller wages and salaries. When I lefi
the service of the Railway Department, T
liwd cight vears of pro rata long-serviee
leave toward my second period of 10 years;
but the Cominissioner of Railways, backer
up by the Minister for Railways, ref1sed to
pay me for pro rata long-service leave be-
cause 1 was leaving the serviec. I was
leaving the railway service to hecome a mem-
her of this Flouse, but had I been dismissed
for nnsatisfactory conduct, T would have re-
ceived payment for the pro rata long-service
leave. T shall make some inquiries into the
pavnent made to the ex-Crown Solicitor;
and if T find he has heen paid for pro rata
long-service leave, in addition to long-
service leave aeerued, I shall have something
further o sax when we come to the Railway
Estimates.
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I now desire to deal with the Licensing
Court, about which the member for Victoria
Park spoke. I also desire to comment upon
some of the strictures passed on the Licens-
ing Court when the vote was under discus-
sion the other night. T have no axe to grind
concerning the Licensing Court, but it did
appear to me foreibly that the gentlemen
comprising the court were not in a pesition
the other night to defend themselves. I know
two of the three members of the court par-
tieniarly well, althoungh it ecannof be said
there is a friendship between us. I have
known them in the public life of this State
and helieve they are above suspicion. T do
not know the ¢hairman of the board, but the
President of the Legislative Council, when
speaking the other night, said that if anyone
told him Mick Cahill was dishonest, he would
tel! that person he was not a good judge of
character. That is the opinion of the Presi-
dent of the Legislative Council. I desire to-
night to put forward the other side of the
ense. The character of these men, their sin-
cevity and their honesty, have been impugned
by vavious speakers. First, I am not in
favour of abolishing the Lieensing Court as
it is constifuted at present. T have travelled
extensively in the back blocks of the country
during the last 25 vears and know that great
improvements have heen effected in eountry
hotel accommodation. T have in mind old
wooden and galvanised iron shacks which
were licensed and which probably were un-
able to provide sleeping accommodation for
those requiring it, The proprietors would
stare at a person asking for ledging aecom-
modation. Those hotel keepers desired to
have as patrons men who drank heavily be-
fore retiring and, when they rose in the
morning, asked for a fow hairs of the dog
that bit them. I know that of my own ex-
perience as a teetotaller travelling about in
the hack country.

Mr. Doust: Have vou in mind the Pier
Hotel at Bunbury?

Mr. STYANTS: I was born in Bunbury,
but left that town before T was old enough
to enter a hotel {o obtain a drink. There has
heen a wonderful improvement in the accom-
modation provided at country hotels. 1
know my friend the member for Murchison
will sav that that improvement is due not
to the Licensing Court, but to the Licensing
Act. Some authority is required, however,
to police the Aet.
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Mr. Patrick: The police do that and
always have done so.

Mr. STYANTS: My experience of hotels
in the back eountry a& few years ago was
that they were merely beer houses, with very
little accommodation. Most of our country
hotels now compare more than favourably
with other licensed premises throughout Aus-
tralia. My opinton is that the Licensing
Court has to a very great extent been respon-
gible for much of the improvement; at any
rate, credit must be given to the eourt for
that improvement. Not all licensees require

sepervision.  Some proprietors of hotels
keep their houses in cxcellent condi-
tion. Others are mnot quite so satis-

factory and they ave the people whom
the police and the Licensing Court must
supervise. I kanow of a number of old
buildings that were earrving licenses but
were altogether unsuitable as hotels. They
were structural monstrosities; adequate
provision was not made for lodging accom-
modation nor for the sale of liquor. With
8 Licensing Court such as we have, a uni-
form policy ean be ensured throughout the
length and breadth of the State. New
houses must be built to comply with mod-
ern requirements, and old houses have been
gradually improved. I quite agree with
the statement of hon. members opposite
that the police exercise a great deal of
supervision, but if we did not have the
police, whom should we have in substitution
for them? It has been suggested that the
Police Magistrates or the Stipendiary Magis-
trates should do this work.

Mr. Patrick: They are renewing most of
the licenses now.

Mr, STYANTS: They do not do it in
my electorate where there are more licensed
premises in a given area than in any other
portion of the State, despite the fact that
this Lieensing Court when it was a Licenses
Reduction Board delicensed 49 hotels.

Hon. C. G. Latham: All of them have to
be renmewed at the end of the year. The
court could not possibly do the work.

Mr. STYANTS: The police magistrates,
of course, could not do it. Those who sug-
gest that police magistrates can do all the
work presuppose that police magistrates
have plenty of idle time on thelr hands
and any amount of leisure, but neither Mr.
MeGinn nor Mr. Hannak, the two police
magistrates in Kalgoorlie, will agree that
they have much spare time, They tell me

[ASSEMBLY.)

that it takes them all their time to carry
out the duties allotted to them at present.
Consequently, if the Licensing Court werce
to be abolished, in order that the police
magistrates might cope with the work they
have to do and the exfra work that would
have 1o be allotted to them under the Act,
other police magistrates or stipendiary
magistrates would have to be appointed
and there would be no saving financially.
Nor would the system be as effieient as the
present one. If we do away with the
Licensing Court we shall drvift back—it
may not be suddenly, but certainly we shall
gradually drifi back to the undesirable
conditions that prevailed previous to the
appointment of the Court. One can ima-
gine the chaos that would result from hav-
ing a series of licensing eourts operating

throughout the State with no uniferm
policy and each independent of the
other. It would be most undesirable.

As has previously occurred, widely different
conditions would be established according to
the view of the different magistrates taking
on the work. No two men hold preeisely the
same ideas. It is difference of opinion
that keeps the world going. We should pro-
bably have in Kalgoorlie a certain sct of
conditions and on the Murchison or in the
South-West a totally different set of con-
ditions and chaos would reign in a very short
time.

I do not know what motives actuated those
that spoke so bitterly—there is no doubt
that they spoke very bitterly indeed about
the court—when this subjeet was being dis-
eussed the other evening, The most vindie-
tive persons and the greatest eritics
of the Parliamentary system of this State
with whom T have ever come into contact are
those that have been unsuceessful aspirants
for office as parliamentarians. I believe
that most of those who are so vindietively
disposed towards this Court—I do not refer
to members in this House but to those that
tell them tales outside of Parliament—have
made application to the Court at some time
or other for a new license or for some type
of license—a gallon license or some oiher
kind—and have been rvefused. THence thewr
bitterness towards the Conrt. In Kalgoorhe
a faw years ago an application was maide for
a, hotel license, and the Court righily decided
that there was ample provision for both
accommodation and liquor already in XKal-
goorlie and consequently refused the license.
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One of the persons concerned started to tell
me a tale. I told him I did not care whether
another license was ever granted to Kal-
goorlie, and if a license was granted I did
not eare who got if, whether it was the notor-
ious Bertie Johnston or somebody else. I
told him it did not make any difference to
me—I was not an interested party. There
are people, unfortunately both inside and
outside of this House, withont a kindly
thought for anyone. I know people who
would not agree that it was possible for any
person to have honesty and sineerity of pur-
pose, They are inberently dishonest them-
selves.

Member: Not in this House.

Mr, STYANTS: I withdraw the apph-
cation of the remark {o members of this
House, because I must not reflect on them;
but there are people who cannot understand
that anybody ecan be put in a position of
trust and confidence in which it is possible
by the sinking eof his seruples and honesty
to bring wealth to himself, and yet he pre-
pared to raise himself above pecuniary bene-
fit and steer a straight course, because they
are like the notorious Mrs. Tracey of old
who said that she judged all people by her-
self, and knew they were all rogues. Dis-
appointed applicants for licenses go to the
member for their distriet and get his ear,
and the member conscientiously thinks that
they have a good case and consequently
voices his opinion against the Liecensing
Court not only in this House but also out-
side as well. Surely it was never intended
that Parliament should he used by certain
people as a means of vilifying those in
public positions who stand out for what they
think is right and are prevented by the
nature of their position from publicly re-
plying to the charges against them,

Mr. Nulsen: Do you say that 80 per cent.
of the people should have their wishes frus-
trated?

Mr. STYANTS: Eighty per cent. of the
people? I do not know of such a case.

Mr. Nulsen: I know of one case.

Mr. STYANTS: T will deal with the
Norseman application later on.

Mr. Thorn: It would appear that zome-
body has been speaking to you.

Mr. STYANTS: It is not a matter of
anybedy having spoken to me. I looked at
the files in the office, realising there were
two sides to the story.

Mr. Thorn: I had a look at Norseman.
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Mr. STYANTS: I will tell ithe hon. mem-
ber later what bappened at Norseman, Cer-
tain members have referred fo the person-
nel of the present court as being in
the nature of political appointments. It iz
true that two of the men for certain—I do
not know about the Chairman—but two of
the men, namely, Mr. Burgess and Mr.
Barker, were at one time officials of the
trades union movement in this State. But
will members opposite assert that those were
more political appointments than was the
appeintment of the late Mr. George Taylor
to the Licensing Court or the appointment
of Colonel Lyon Johnston? We were not
uncharitable enough to say that they were-
political appoinitments; but beeause men
through sheer ability—and I assert that these
men attained their positions by sheer ability

and  experience—were appointed to this
courf, members opposite declare thai
they were Dpolitical appointments. The

Leader of the National Party—and if T am
wrong Y will stand eorrected, though this ap-
peared in the “Sunday Times”—said that the
appointments were regarded as politieal.

Mr. McDonald: T did not say that,

Mr. STYANTS: Then I am prepared to
withdraw it, but that appeared in the “Sun-
day Times.”

Mr. MeDonald: The paper should have
indicated what I said and what it was re-
sponsible for. ’

Mr. STYANTS: I know that that is a
common practice and I aceept the hon.
member’s denial. It has been said that
the members of the court had no quali-
fications for the position. I have here their
public records and propose to read them to
the Committee. One or two members have
not only questioned the ability of ihe mem-
bhers of the Licensing Court but have re-
ferred to them as ex-Trades Hall secretaries,
and questioned their competence for the
work. The first member of the court to
whom I would refer is Mr. Burgess. Counld
anyone find a more honourable or more
worthy individual, as proved by his
honorary service in most cases on be-
half of the public? Mr. Burgess has been #
justice of the peace for nearly 20 years, and.
has frequently sat on the bench of the police:
courts of Perth and Fremantlee In Fre-
mantle he was deputy coroner, and was re-
gularly called upon to aet in that capacity.
He became associated with Arbitration Court
work in 1913, and was an Arbitration Court
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advocate until he was appoinied to the
Licensing Court. He has appeared in some
of the most important arbitration cases ever
held in the State, covering almost every
branch of industry and ealling. In 1920 he
was appointed-by the Mitchell Government
as a member of the Priecs Regulation Com-
mission, and oceupied that position for two
years. This was not regarded as a politieal
appointment beeanse it was made by a
National Government, whereas it is so re-
garded when the same individual is ap-
pointed fo the Licensing Court by a Labour
Government. I have here a referenee from
Sir James Mitehell—

Mr. J. W, Burgess, of 102 ILoftus-street,
Leederville, was appointed duving the term of
my Premiership to the Prizes Regulation Com-
mission on tha lst January, 1920, which lasted
to the 31st December, 1921, He was also a
member of the Wheat Advisory Board from
March, 1922, to Angust, 1923,

In both those positions Mr, Burgess dis-
charged his duties satisfactorily nnd certainly
with eredit to himself.

In the second vear Mr. Burgess was ap-
pointed deputy chairman of the Prices
Regulation Commission, and at the conelu-
sion of the work of that body he was ap-
pointed by the Mitehell Government a
member of the Wheat Advisory Board. He
remained in that position until the com-
pulsory pool terminated about 18 months
later. In 1925, Mr. Burgess was appointed
chairman of the AMetropolitan Milk Com-
mission, the other members being Dr. Dale,
then of the Medieal Department, and Mr.
F. Roberts, a sueeessful dairyman. The
commission inquired into the whole of the
sources of supply of milk for Perth, and
inspected the majority of dairies supply-
ing whole milk to the eity. A eomprehen-
sive report and recommendations were sub-
mitted by the commission to the Govern-
nment. The present Milk Board is operat-
ing very largely on the findings of that
commission. Mr. Burgess was a1 member
of the Perth City Council for tem years,
and was appointed chairman of a special
comm’tiee tu inguire into the workings of
the City Engincer’s Depariment. As the
outcome of the committee’s report many
reforms in that department were effected.
He was also ehairman of a special commit-
tee to inquire into the City Health Depart-
ment. That eommittee was responsible for
an improvement being effected in the work-
ing of the depariment. I met My, Burgess
ahout that time, and formed a high opinion
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of his honesty and integrity, as well as of
his capacity and ability. He was a me-
ber of the Fremantle City Couneil, but re-
signed from that on being appointed n
member of the Licensing Court. My, Bur-
gess has oeeupied many public positions,
all of which have fitted him for the post
he now so well oceupies. Very few men
in this State have the outstanding experi-
ence and the ability of Mr. Burgess. Not-
withstanding all this, some members have
referred to him as an inexperienced ex-
trades union secretary. Mr., Barker, on-
other member of the court, is recognised
as onc of the most capable men in Arbitra-
tion Court matters. For years he was one
of the leading advocates there, Members
who have had experience of work in that
court know that a man must be thoronghly
capable before he can eonduet arbitration
cases. Mr. Barker’s experience, nt the time
be was appointed to the Licensing Court,
would be comparable to that of {r. Lione!
Carter, who for a number of years has heen
the Arbitration Court representative for
the Employers’ Federation. Mewnbers op-
posite would not say, if Mr. Carter was
appointed to the Licensing Counrt. that he
did not possess sufficient ability for the
work. I would not say so ecither, for my
opinion would be that the cexperience he
has had as an Arbitration Court advoeate
would fit him for the other position. I do
nnt know a great deal of the other mem-
ber of the eourt, Mr. Cahill. He seems to
be the gentleman who has eaused most of
the criticism to be levelled at the ecourt. It
is said that he is abrupt to the point of
rudeness. That may be so, but I have
never had to complain abont him on that
score. From what I know of him, I do not
think he intends to be rude. e is of the
Jack Blunt type that sometimes ecauses
offence. I prefer the man who is blunt in
expressing his opinions if, when I leave
him, I know he has given me his innermost
thoughts and true opinions, to the man who
has a suave and oily tongue, and is hypo-
eritical, so that after one has left him he
has expressed some entirvely different opin-
1on to the next person with whom he comes
in eontact. I do not think Mr. Cahill in-
tends to be rnde. His style of approach
may bring him to the brink of rndeness,
and cause offence, but I think he is innately
honest and sincere. He was appointed a
member of the court in 1925, and was re-
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appointed by the Mitehell Government in
1930, He must have given fairly good ser-
viee to he rc-appointed after cight years
of offiee. Neither his eapacity nor his ability
was (uestioned at the time, and in 1930
the appointment was ecrtainly not regarded
as political, He sat under the chairman-
ship of ex-Warden Owen and Mr, Lyon
Johnston, and was associated with all the
work of the court conneeted with the re-
duction of licenses. Possibly no man knows
more about licensed houses than does Mr.
Cahill, and his experience has proved of
great value to the court. Tt may be said
that whilst these gentlemen have had a
zeneral expericnee and earried out many
publie duties, they had no previous experi-
enee in licensing matfters. That is true,

The same ecould be said of every
member  of  this  Chnmber. Tntil a
man has been eleceted to Parliament,

he eannot have had any previous political
experience.  No member would like it to
he said now that after some vears of ser-
viee he was not eapahle of earrying out the
work which he was elected by the people to
do. The member for Murchison referred to
an unfortunate ineident whick oecurred in
connection with the Licensing Court. T do
not know whether it is a fact or not; I am
taking the hon. member’s word for it. He
referred to a man named McClintoek, at
one time a member of the Court. The alle-
eation 15 that MeClintock dummied a license
for himself, and went into possession of the
licensed premises after he had ceased to he
a memher of the court. Assuming that to
he true, it is grossly unjust that the present
court should have to enrry the burden of o
sin aseribed to the eowrt of eight years ago.

Hon. C. 3. Latham: Who is hlaming the
present court for that?

Mr. STYANTS: Right through, the in-
ference has heen that the court was ecor-
rupt; and this alleged instance dating eight
years baek has been quoted in support.

Hon. C. . Latham: That opinion was
not held hy the National-Country Party Go-
vernment of 1930.

Mr. STYANTS: T agree with that inter-
jeetion. The present Licensing Court should
not be hlamed for an alleged misdemeanour
of a man who was a member of the court
cight vears ago. A member of Parliament
was once accused by a newspaper of drug-
ging a young girl aged 16 years in what
was known as “Tiptoe Alley,” and when
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he sued 1he newspaper for defamation the
jury thonght the allegation so well cstab-
lished by the journal that it awarded him a
farthing domages.  Would it be just to
blame present members of Parliament be-
cause a former memher of Parliament had
drugged a young girl? I do not care who
gets a license. T am not interested in
licenses. I eare not whether Bertie John-
ston gets a license or any other citizen does.
T hardly care whether licenses are granted
or not,

Now lei me deal with the Norzeman ense
mentioned by the member For TIKanowna.
I have a Fair knowledgze of the town
of Norseman, having for vears driven
a locomotive hetween Kalgoorlie and Norse-
man and frequently enmped in the latter
place overnizht and the next day hefore re-
tnrbing fo Kalgonrlie. It population is
taken as the only basis, (here should be an
additional hotel license in Norseman, and
a prima facie case has heen made out. From
that aspect, T would say Norseman has room
for two hotels. But there is another side of
the case, the court’s side. I had a look at
the papers, and will nuw give o vewel his-
tory of the application. The Freemasons
Hotel was formerly eslablished in an old
wooden shed, one of those struetural mon-
strositics to which T referred earlier, not
in any way suited for liecnsed premises,
espeeially when the distriet, thanks to the
rovival of mining, began to grow. How-
ever, those who had bought into the hotel
paid a fairly substantial sum. They were
told by the Licensing Court that the pre-
miges were unsuwitable, and that the license
would not he renewed unless a modern, up-
to-date building was crected.  About £20,000
was spent to provide a hotel, really mag-
nifiecent for a mining distriet, whose tenur:
of life eannot be depended upon cntirely.
Abhout 18 months later an application was
made for a second license at Norseman.
The only justifiable complaini made to the
court veferred fo lodging accommodation.
The owners of the hotel said that if that
was all the town was short of, thev
were prepared to boild another wing. They
did this at a cost of ahout £5,000. On the
last visit of the court to Norseman, for the
purpese of hearing an applieation for an
additional license, the solicitor for the ap-
plicants excused himself for not putting up
a strong case on the ground that people
prepared to give evidenee in favour of the



1566

second license were away at races in
Kalgoorlie. It struck me as peculiar that
they shounld be at the Kalgoorlie races on
a Friday, seeing that the races would not
be run til the Saturday. If those people
were really interested in sceuring a second
license at Norseman, which is only a hun-
dred miles from Kalgoorlie, they could have
remained in Norseman to give evidence and
then gone to IKalgoorlie on Saturday
morning, arriving in plenty of time for the
races. A couple of witnesses deposed that
the bar of the existing hotel was unduly
erowded on Saturdays and over week-ends.
Can any member mention a hotel in the
anetropolitan area that is not crowded every
Saturday afternoon? That is the case in
Kalgoorlic and Boulder, where custoners
stand five and six deep at the har on Satur-
day afternoons.

Mr. Nulsen: It is not erowded on Satur-
day afternoons only.

Mr. STYANTS: No witness was produced
to testify that the bar was crowded at any
other time.

Mr. Nulsen: What did the police have to
say?

Mr. Patrick:
seeond license.

Mr. STYANTS: On what ground?

Mr. Patrick: The sergeant of police advo-
cated it.

Mr, STYANTS: But on what ground?

Mr. Patrick: That the police could better
look after two licenses than onc.

Mr. STYANTS: Not that there was any
genceral lack of accommodation either in the
bar or in the rest of the structure.

Mr. Thorn: Is &N this on the file?

Mr. STYANTS: The evidencs is on the
courf records. When I make investigations
I make them thoroughly, with both eyes open
and with the desire to get a view of hoth
sides of the ease, and not a prejudiced view.

Mr. Thorn: The file should not be avail-
able to outsiders. If you wanted the file,
you should have moved for it here.

Mr. STYANTS: I have inspected files in
scores of Government offices.

Mr. Thorn: You must be privileged.

Mr. STYANTS: I am not privileged, but
the officers know that if a matter is regarded
as confidential I treat it as such. The only
complaint against the present hotel in Norse-
man is that on two nights the lodging accom-
modation was insufficient.  That happened

The police advocated a
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when there was a big lodge night and a race
meeting in the town. The court agreed that
on the evidence the bar was overcrowded on
Saturdays, which is common to every hotel
in every goldficlds district.

Alr. Nulsen: That is wrong.

Mr. STYANTS: T will speak for my own
distriet, and say positively that that applies
there.

Myr. Nulsen: T was speaking of Norseman.
I know definitely what the position was.

Mr. STYANTS: The hon. member should
have produced the evidence to show that
what he stated was correet.  During the
course of his speech he quoted three wit-
nesses and read their testimony. Each wit-
ness referred to the over-crowding at week-
ends. I have not been in Norseman for
nearly three years and I am putting up the
case on behalf of the court in justice to men
who have done their duty conseientiously and
will not tolerate any outside or inside infln-
enee hronght to bear by members of Parlia-
ment.

Mr. Nulsen: I elaim I was quite justified
in my attitnde.

Mr. STYANTS: I have put the case for
the court, the members of which say they
compelled the two owners to pay a high priee
for the old Freemasons Hotel and required
them to spend about £20,000 on the provision
of a new hotel. The court yeguired 2 good
class of huilding to he erccted, and when,
after about 18 months, it was shown there
was a shortage of aceommodation for
lodgers, eompelled the owners to spend a
further £3,000 on the evection of another
wing to provide the neecessary additional
aecommodation. The court claims definitely
that there was not sufficient business to
justify the granting of another license, and
that as 1t had compelled the others to spend
over £25,000, the owners should be given a
reasonable time within which to get their
money back,

Mr, Nulsen: They have had a reasonable
time.

My. STYANTS: They have not.

Mr. Nulsen: Of course, they have.

Mr. STYANTS: T was there when the first
hotel was erected; I drove the “Norseman
Flver” and T also worked the shift there for
taking the frain back.

Mr. Nulsen: Bnt T have lived there.

Mr. STYANTS: The estimate given by
the member for anowna regarding the rent



{25 Ocroser, 1938.]

paid for the hotel at Norseman was hased on
mere assumption and there was not a vestige
of truth in his statement.

Mr. Nulsen: I referred to the rent for
the two places, not for the one hotel.

Mr. STYANTS: The rent that the hon.
member stated was paid for the Norseman
hotel was not correct.

Mr. Nulsen: I ineluded the rent for the
old hotel as well.

Mr. STYANTS: The hon. member should
have said so. He merely stated that a cer-
tain amount of rent was being paid for the
hotel, and I am prepared to say that his
statement was based on mere assumption and
was incorrect.

Mr. Nulsen: You are telling me something
about my own distriet?

Mr. STYANTS: I cannot tell the hon.
member anything about the hotels in his
district becanse he is interested in hotels
there, and he probably knows a lot more
than I do about the licensed premises.
Nevertheless, I do not care who the member
may be, if he submits ex-parte stalements to
the Committee in ¢onnection with any sub-
jeet, and I fappen io iind oui ihui e i
wrong, 1 propose to give members generally
the correet details.

Mr. Nulsen: What T stated was correet.

Mr. STYANTS: The rent that the hon.
member said was being paid for the new
hotel at Norseman was ineorrect,

Mr. Nulsen: I repeat that what T stated
was eorreet. ’

Mr. STYANTS: The hon. member could
not be in a position to say whether these
men had had a reasonable period within
which to secure a return of their capital ex-
penditure,

Mr. Nulsen: But they leased the hotel.
If they had wanted to get the capital back,
they eould have run the hotel themselves and
secured the return of their capital.

Mr. STYANTS: ¥f we accept the weekly
rent the hon. member mentioned, and have
regard for the lapse of time, it will he seen
that they could not have got much more than
half their capital back by now.

The CHAIRMAN : Order! Will the mem-
wer for Kalgoorlie address the Chair instead
of the member for Kanowna.

Mr. Nulsen: At £100 a week for five years,

The CHAIRMAN: QOrder! The member
for Kanowna has made his speech.

Mr. STYANTS: It is a mere matter of
arithmetie.
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Mr. Patrick: At any rate, you should nol
say that another member’s statement was
without a vestige of truth,

Mr. STYANTS: I will repeat that state-
ment.

Mr. Patrick: You should not be allowed
to do so.

Mr. STYANTS: It is all right for the
member coneerned to ask for a statement tc
be withdrawn, but he will not get mueh sup-
port when we are asked to deal with othe:
important matters.

Mr. Thorn: You will see,

The Minister for Mines: We have scen toc
often,

Mr. STYANTS: I do not doubt that there
will be plenty of sapport for opposition te
the court from both sides of the House or ix
an endeavour to put the Licensing Court om
of existence under a clond of suspicion and
innuendo—bhecause three Lahour men wer
appointed to the licensing beneh.

Mr. Patrick: They were appointed by yow
Government.

My, STYANTS: I am answering an attacl
made upon them,

Bir. Thorn: Bul lbai ailaek came Trou
yonr own side.

Mr. STYANTS: The report in “Hansard’
will prove that the attack came from bott
sides of the House.

Mr. Nulsen: I did not advocate the abolf
tion of the Licensing Gourt; T spoke agains
its policy.

Mr. STYANTS: I have endeavomred Lt
deal with the matter from the Licepsing
Court’s point of view. Krowing the
three members of the court as well as I do
I am convinced that if they refuse to grani
an application for a lcense, they wil
have very good ground for their action. Wy
should give the members of the court eredit
when they arrive at a deciston, for deing sc
conscientiously, believing they were doing
their hest for the coramunity, without mem.
bers of the Committee indulging in in.
nuendos or refleetions upon the honesty or
sincerity of purpese of the Court. If mem-
hers think the court has outlived its useful-
ness, and has achieved the object for which
it was established at the outsct, then 1
would advise them to wait until the end of
August next, when the period of the ap-
pointment of the Court terminates. The
members of the court can then go ont of
office with flying colonrs. The court is a
statatory bedy created by Parliament, and,
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in my opinion and in that of thousands of
people throughout country districts, has
done partienlarly good work. T would not
like it to go out of cxistence under a clond
of suspicion and mnuende, with reflections
upen its honesty and straight dealings, based
entirely upon suspicion.

Mr. Marshall: T will guarantee that boe-
Fore you go home to-night, T will give you
plenty of facts not based on suspicion.

Mr. STYANTS: That is all very weli, but
if the hon. member is prepared fo nake
his statements ountside, that will he the acid
test.

Mr. Marshall: Why did you not find out
about the court’s action regarding the gal-
lon license at Wilona and other matters T
mentioned ?

Mr. STYANTS: 1
them.

Mr. Marshall: You were interested enow:zh
to go down and get the files.

Mr, STYANTS: You ddid
that to me.

My, Marshall: Yes, T did, and the econrt
did not give von that information.

Mr. STYANTS: T am nol coneerned al
all as to whether the court granfed any
lieense or, in its judgment, refused o gallon
license. I am not intevested in the liquor
business, nor am I likely to he. What is
more, when the conrt goes to my distriet fo
hear an application for & new license, and
deeides for or against it, T do not approach
the members of that conrl. as some other
members do, and endeavour to get them to
alter their opinions and fheir decisions. |
lenve such matters to the infegrity namd
Ionesty of the members of (he court.

Hon. P. D. Fergnson: Do memhers of
Parliament do what you assert?

Mr. STYANTS: Yes.

Mr. Marshall: Who are they?

Mr. Patrick: Yes, name them.

am nof iwterested in

nnt  mention

Mr. STYANTS: Why shonld T name
them?

Mr. Marshall: OF course, yon ought io
name them.

Mr. Thorn: You made the chavee.

Mr. STYANTS: Thal is for me o de-
eide.

Hon. P. D. Fergusen: You talked about
innuendoes and now vou are indulzing in
them.

AMr. STYAXNTS: T am not.
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Hon. P. D. Ferguson: Of conrse vou are;
every member of the Committer iz under
suspicion.

Ar. STYANTS : T do not propose to name
them,

Mr, Marshall: Who has done what yon
suggest?

Mr. STYANTS: If the hon, member
likes, T will mention the names ouiside this
Chamber, after I have ohlained the per-
mission of the Licensing Court to do =e.
What is

more, I will not, under privi-
lege in  this House, make accusations
agninst membevs that I am  not pre-
pared to  repeat outside the House,

On another night, if any member who has
seen the Licensing Court wants his name
disclosed in the House, I shall he prepared
to give it, but at present I ecannot. That is
an undertaking, providing I get permission
from the members of the Court.

Hon. P. D. Fevguson: You need not wait
for their permission 1o disclose my name.

Mr. STYANTS: That is all I have to sav,
except to add that 1 was partieularly econ-
cetned about the statements made respecting
the memhers of the Court, whom I know to
be reputable citizens. I do noet favowr ihe
aholition of the Court, which has earried
out excellent work.

ME. HUGHES (East Perth) [9.32]: In
the diseussion on the Licensing Court one
important point has been overlooked. The
fundamental tromble with the Court is that
no appeal lies from its deeisions. When
the Licensing Court was established, it he-
came a judieial tribunal from whose deci-
sions there was no appeal; and, with such a
tribunal, there must be all sorts of ecowm-
plaints. The Court should be made subjeet
to appeal. No one would be adversely
affceted if it were, because the people in
the hotel husiness are all well off; the ob-
taining of hotels is not a poor man’s pas-
time. Therefore, if the right of appeal
against the Court's decision were given, the
poor man would not he erowded out of the
business. IFf the Court’s deeision were sub-
ject to appeal, much of the suspicion against
it wonld he removed. hecause dissatisfied
parties would be enabled to go to a higher
tribunal and obtain an authoritative judg-
ment. The higher tribunal would lay down
the law in a proper way, and that would
serve as A gnide for the Licensing Court in
future. The next thing wrong with the
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Licensing Court is thal its members are ap-
pointed for only three years. The renson
we appoint our judges for life is that they
may have notbing for which to hope from
the executive power of this State, nor any-
thing to fear. They make deeisions which
appear to them to he just. They have no
fear of losing their appointment and there
is no likelihood of their getting any reward.
They are free and unfettered in the exercise
of their judgment. The decisions of judges
are also subjeet to appeal, until we reach
the Privy Council, which is our highest tri-
bunal. In that way the integrity of our
judiciary is maintained. The public feels
every confidence in the judiciary. People
know that if a judge gives an incorrect de-
eision—and that happens very frequently—
they can appeal and get it altered by a
higher tribunal. The members of the Licens-
ing Court are appointed for three years only
and therefore are likely fo come and go with
Governments. Each member of the Licens-
ing Court must consider whether or not he
may be giving offence to the reigning powers
and so endangering his reappointment. That
is the trouble with the Licensing Court. I
hope we shall not establish a similar tribunal
to deal with starting-price hetting, because
if we do so, we shall in twelve months have
exactly the same complaints about 1t. 'L'he
real complaints about the Court were that
eertain prominent members of this House
were dummying licenses. It is most unfor-
tunate in my opinion that the member for
Victoria Park should have singled out Sena-
tor B, B. Johnston, and said that he was
duommying licenses, but should not have dis-
closed, as he well knew, who were the part-
ners of Senator Johnston.

Mr. Raphael: The partners?

Mr. HUGHES: Yes.

Mr. Raphael: He has about 40. I do not
know them all.

Mr, HUGHES: According to his speech
the hon. member did not know.

Mr. Raphael: I do not know all his part-
ners. He has 40 hotels in the State.

Mr. HUGHES: I will supply the omis-
sion. I held no brief for Senator Johnston.
He says I ruined his business, and that
he will not get another license after my
eriticism in this House of his Captain Stir-
ling Hotel. T have discnssed the position
with Senator Johnston. I have also dis-
cussed it with Mr. Cahill, the Chairman
of the Licensing Court. I was not privi-

1569

leged in seeing the eonfidential Court files;
apparently I am not in the right social
stratum to get them. The position put for-
ward by Senator Johnston was this: I do
noi know whether he told me the right
facts or not, but 1 eame to the conelusien,
after listening to his talk, that he, like most
other people who are struggling to get
hotels, was running cach of his hotels at a
loss.

The Minister for Mines: That is why
he keeps on getting them.

Mr. HCGHES: Yes. Most people in the
hotel business whom I know say the same
thing, yet they are always acquiring addi-
tional hotels. I have no hesitation in say-
ing for the edification of the member for
Kalgoorlie that the obtaining of the license
for the Captain Stirling Hotel at Nedlands
was corrupt. I have said so outside the
House repeatedly; I have put it in writing
and eireulated it throughout the State.

My, Styants: Many things yon have put
in print have not been proved.

Mr. HUGHES: Tell me some of them.

The Premier: It did not have mueh effect,
either.

Mr. HUGHES: I do not know.

The Premier: I am telling you,
say vou do not know?

Mr. HUGHES: I think it did have a con-
siderable effect. The position regarding
the Captain Stirling Hotel was this

The Premier: We have heard it before.

Mr. HUGHES : Do not you want it again?

The Premier: We do not want repeti-
tion.

Mr. HUGHES: Seeing there is mueh eri-
ticism from the opposite side of the House
I propose to give the facts about the Cap-
tain Stirling Hotel and the other hotel con-
cerned.

The Premier: Have not you done so be-
fore? '

Mr. HUGHES: Yes, and I propose to do
s¢ again,

The Premier: I thought you intended to
give us something fresh.

Mr. HUGHES: This was the pesition
with respeet to the Captaia Stirling Hotel :
the members of the Licensing Court are
reappointed every three years. It was
found that two of the Cabinet Ministers,
the late Mr. MeCallum

The Premier: Oh!

Mr. HUGHES: and Mr, Collier, who
had the appointment of the memhers of

Why
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the Court in the palms of their hands, were
secretly in partnership with Senator Jobn-
ston in the obfaining and conducting of
hotels. That is the view Senator Johnston
put forward, and from his standpeint I
think it is sound.

The Minister for Mines: Then it is about
the only viewpoint of his that is.

Mr. HUGHES: Tie declared that a Cab-
inet Minister approached him and said, “If
vour find the money to finance the hotel we
can get a license for it at the Captain Stirl-
ing,” and the condition is that Johnston has
to find all the money, and if the license is
granted the Cabinet Minister shares in half
the goodwill of the hotel withont putting in
A penny-piece.

- Mr, Lambert: Do you suggest that that
was necessary when a Cabinet Minister eould
get a license out of his own pocket?

The CHAIRMAN: Order!

Mr. HUGHES : There would be nothing to
stop any Cabinet Minister from geing to the
Licensing Court and applying for a licensc.
1 for one would not raise sny objection.
Why did not Cabinet Ministers go to the
court, and say that as Cabinet Ministers they
wanted a license for this hotel? Why did
they not do it in their own names? Why go
to Johnston and say, “If you will find all
the money to finanee the hotel, we can gei
the license” ¥

The Minister for Mines: You are taking
Johnston's word for that, of course.

Mr. HUGHES : No, I am relying on other
documentary evidence that was signed not
ouly by Johuston but by the other people.

Mr. Lambert: You know it is not neces-
sary to go to Johnston or anybedy else to
et money for a license for a pub.

Mr. HUGHES: I do not know; I have
never tried to get one. But when a Cabinet
Minister goes to Johnsion and says, “You
find the money, and if we get the license I
am to have a half share’—

Hon. P. . Ferguson: Were they paut-
ners?

Mr. HUGHES :: Johnston enfers into an
avrangement that he has to find all the monzy
amd has fo give away a half interest in the
goodwill when the license is obtained. Why
should Johnston give a Cabinet Minister——-

The Minister for Mines: That is a new
Bertie Johnston.

Mr. HUGHES: an interest in a
hotel valued at anything from £6,000 to

[ASSEMBILY.]

£10,000, for nothing
an arrangement{

The Minister for Mines interjected.

Mr. HUGHES : The hon. member ean see
the whole of the transaction set out in three
seeret documents that are secret no longer.
The documents are in existence, signed by
the parties. The hon. member need not take
anybody’s word ; he ean sce the written docu-
ments setting ont the transactions. The only
reason Johnston would give away a share in
a hotel worth anything from £6,000 to
£10,000 was beeause he thought that was the
only way he could get a license. Johnston
would not give away 6s. 1o a Cabinet Minis-
ter unless he thought he was obtaining some-
thing for it.

Mr. Raphael: Would he give it away to
anyone else?

Mr. Lambert: It must have been very cor-
rupt, when he registered all the documents
in the Supreme Conrt, so that they are avail-
able to you and anybody else!

Mr. HUGHES: That shows what state-
ments hon, members are prepared to make.
The hon. member knows verv well that not
one of those threo doeuments is registered in
the Supreme Court, and there is no provision
in the Supreme Court for registering that
type of doeument. Yet the hon. member
aomes to this House and tries to dispute
fact that is incontrovertible, and says that
these documents are registered in the court.

Mr. Lambert: T presnmed they were, be-
eause they were available to you. T do not
know; I could not say.

Mr. HUGHES : The hon. member says he
could not say; but he did say.

Mr. Lambert: T presumed they were regis-
tered when you made the statement that thev
were available. I do not know; I could not
say.

Mr. HUGHES : The hor. member does not
know! But in order to eover up and mis-
vepresent the position he makes a statement
that those doecuments are in the Supreme
Court and are available to anyone.

Mr. Lambert interjeeted.

The CHATRMAN: Order!

Mr. HUGHES: Of course it was unfor-
tunate for the hon. member that there wore
certain doecuments in the Supreme Court in
connection with manganese that I, because
of eertain training, was able to interpret.

The CHAIRMAN: I do not know what
that has to do with the question.

Why enter into such
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Mr. HCGHES: T do not know why the
hon, member was permitted to interject in
that strain.

Mr. Styants: This is one of the charges
the member for East Perth failed to prove
before the Royal Commission.

Mr. HUGHES: I am geing to show how
I failed to prove the charges hefore the
Royal Commission.

Mr. Styants: Then ran away.

Mr. HUGHES : I will show how I failed
to preve the charges.

The Premier: Let us get on to something
near the subject of the debate.

Mr, HUGHES : Johnston corrnptiy agreed
1o pay an amount up to £10,000 in order
to get a license at Nedlands where other
people had failed. There is no qoestion
about that. The wheole transaction was
covered up by three secret documents, and
it was only when death intervened and a dis-
pule arose that the public learnt the truth.
1 will show the far-reaching effects of the
corruption that has been associaled with the
Licensing Court, because whichever way we
look at that transaction, it was a corrupt
transaction. If the Cabinet Minister con-
verned was not able to use his influence
with the court, he got the money from John-

ston under false pretences, and if he
was able to use influenee, he cor-
rupted a quasi-judicial tribunal. I sug-

gest that it is either one thing or the ather;
there is no other alternative. Either the
Cabinet Minister bluffed Joknston into
thinking he could get a lieense, or he was
actunally able to influence the conrt. What is
more, the proof of the pudding is in the eat-
ing, beeause later the Minister got the
£6,000 interest in the hotel for nothing,
Johnston applied for and obtained a license
where other people had failed, and on an
inferior site. There is no one in the com-
munity who will not agree that the Captain
Stirling is on an inferior site in comparisen
with those to which the other appii-
cations applied. And it is an inferior
hotel. It was built with a ridieulously
small number of rooms for a mebro-
politan hotel. I venture to say it would not
have been passed if other people had been
interested. Here is a casc in which there
are documents to prove one act of corruption
in eonngefion with the Licensing Court.

The Premier: You cannot prove corrup-
tion againsé the Licenzing Conrt.
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Mr. HUGHES: I said in connection witl
the Licensing Court.

The Premier: You are suggesting thi
worst against the Licensing Court,

My, HGGHES : No, I am not. I say then
were two alternatives. The time has arrivec
when there should be an exhaustive inquiry
into this,

The Minister for Mines: What, another’

Mr. HUGHES: Yes, another. I do no
wish to be involved, because I am alread;
overloaded with one Royal Commission. Mr
Cabhill told me he was willing to go befor
any independent tribunal, and bhave th
whole of his private affairs examined so tha
the public might see what property he had
and whether he bad been getting graft ou
of his position. In view of the stricture
against him and his willingness to do thes
things, he should be given the opportunit;
to enlighten the publiec concerning the truth

Mr. Lambert: Let us first get over th
Heatheote nut factory business.

Mr. HUGHES : The hon. member will no
have long to wait. I wish to show the far

‘renching effects of the eorruption associate:

with the Licensing Court. Mr. Perey Har
was brought from Queensland to ingaire
amongst other things, into the correctnes

nananwminss tha Turlaman,
Hotel and the Captain Stirling Hotel. Th
member for Boulder was called as a witness
This question was put to him, “Are you in
terested in hotels.” He declined to answer
and the Commissioner, who had been brough
here at a cost of £1,000, upheld the hon
member and told him he need not mive a
answer.

Mr. Styants: He should not have had t
answer the question, except in connectio
with the Inglewood Hotel, and he answere
that.

Mr. HUGHES: He was asked this ques
tion, “Are you interested in a partnershi
with Senator E. B, Johnston?”

Mr, Styants: It was a fishing expedition

A, HUGITES: Again the hon. membe
refused to answer, and the Commiscione
upheld hini.

Mr, Styants: And justly so, too.

Mr. MICGHES: The hon. member made
general reflection upon all members, Fle i
not safficiently fair and has not encug
courage to say which member has gone t
the court, so that the rest of us may b
exonerated.  As a judge of fairness h

AR e s b mvrn o b
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hon. member’s standard is not particularly
high.

Mr. Styants: My reputation in the com-
munity is as good as yours, whether inside
or outside of Parliament.

Mr. HUGHES: Docs the hon. member
believe in fairness? There are 50 members
of this Chamber. Why does he not name
the member concerned, instead of casting a
clond over us all¥ YWhy does he not say
which member has tried to influence the
court?

The Minister for Mines: You do not know
the definition of fairness, do you?

Mr, Styants: Yon would like to know
the member or members, would you not, so
that you could bring the matter np at some
other time?

Mr. HUGHES : I do not care what mem-
bers have approached the court. Possibly
members have gone to it in connecetion with
public business.

Hon. C. . Latham: Here is one who has
never heen. I do not know the members of
the court.

Mr. HUGHES: If I felt like interview-
ing members of the court on business, T
would do so.

Mr, Lambert: Theve wounld be uvo harm
in that.

Mre. HUGHES: Of course not. The sng-
gestion the memher for Kalgoorlie wanted
to convey was that some member had gone
there to influence the court, and bad failed.

The Premier: One does not have idle eon-
versations with people. One usually fries
to influence them one way or the other.

Mr, HUGHES : A member may go to the
court for information, and with no other
object in view.

The Premier: Would the member for
Kanowna be in the wrong if he made an
effort to bave two hotels erected at Norse-
man instead of one?

My, HUGHES: I am speaking of the
member for Kalgoorlic. When the Royal
Commission inquired into the eomplaints
concerning the Licensing Court, the Com-
missioner had before him the one man in
the community who could have told him
whether or not he was interested in a part-
nership with Senator Johnston. The Com-
missioner allowed the member in question to
evade the answer. Probably the hon. mem-
ber thought he had got away with it. It
would have been better for the reputation
of Mr. Hart, and of thosc coneerned in the

[ASSEAMBLY.]

Royal Commission, if the member for
Boulder had been allowed to answer the
auestion. Legal proceedings have since been
instituted, disclosing that the member for
Boulder was and for seme time has been
partner in the hotel business with Senator
Johnston.

My. Styants: And quite honestly so. The
law does not say a member may not engage
in business with other people.

Mr. HUGHES: There is a marked diiter-
ence between heing interested with someonc
in & partnership, and being interested in a
case where one actually appoints a tribunal.
If it was such an honourable assoeiation and
there was nothing wrong with it, why was it
necessary to keep everything seeret?

Mr. Lambert: Why should a Cabinet
Minister parade all his transaetions?

Mr. HUGHES : Although the member tor
Boulder was interested with Senator John-
ston in the Pemberton Hotel, when the ap-
plication for the license was made it was
only disclosed that Senator Johnston was
inferested.  Why was the interest of the
member for Boulder not diselosed? Why
did the member for Viectoria Park atiack
Senator Johnston and declare that he was
dummying hotels, when he has known for
a long time that the senator was dummying
for  the hon. member’s own leader?
Why did he not say that both Sena-
tor Johnston and the member for
Boulder were dummying hotels? Why
did the member for Vietoria Park
concentrate on -Senator Johnston, when he
was dummy for the man who had the ap-
pointment of the eourt in the palm of his
hand ?

Mr. Lambert: How could you have the
appointment of the court in, the palm of
your hand?

The CHATRMAN: It would be better if
the memher for East Perth were allowed
to make his own speech.

The Minister for Justice: He knows all
about that sort of thing.

My, HUGHES: Public confidence in the
Licensing Court has been destroved because
of these associations.

The Premier: Because of vour innuen-
does.

Mr. HCGHES: I did not cast any in-
nuendoes.

The Premier: I do not think public eon-
fidenee in the court has been shaken.
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Mr. HUGHES: I made statements of
fact. Notwithstanding the expenditure of
public money, and the holding of a bogus
inguiry, my facts have been proved by docu-
ments from independent sources. Notwith-
standing all the efforts of that bogus in-
quiry—

The Premier: You have no right to say
that.

AMr. HUGHES : T have every right to sav
it was a hogus inguiry. It is shameful that
Mr. Hart should be sitting on the Bench in
another State, after the manner in which
he ziifled the evidenee he was paid to get.

The Minister for Justice: You are not
a judee of standarvds,

Mr. HCGHES: My standavds will com-
pare favourably with those of the Minister
for JJustice. T do not helieve in this type of
arafl, and, because I have the temerity to
mention it, members opposite become an-
noved. N was well known that these people
were interested in hotels.

The Premier: It was nof a hogus inguiry.

Mr. HUGHES: It was.

The Premier: What nonsense!

Mr. HUGHES: A man was paid £1,000
of public money to aseertsin the facts of
the case, but he would not allow to be given
the oviblenee that would have proved the
faers,

The Premier: And you were silly enough
to =ay that Sir Waltter James and he had
conspired together.

Mr. HUGHES: [ say that as Sir Walter
James was a party to these transactions, and
was solicitor for one of the parties con-
cerned in the Captain Stirling Hotel license,
he conducted himself in an unprofessional
manner in attending that inquiry and black-
guarding me for stating something that he
knew was true,

The Premier: Oh!

Mr. HUGHES: Sir Walter James, too,
got a slice of the public funds for his part
in the transaction,

The Premier: What a rotten snggestion!

Alr. HUGHES: It cannot be denied, be-
cause the people concerned have fallen out
from time to fime and in consequence the
faets have become public. - To show how
bona fide was the inguiry, how hona fide
were those who received public funds to help
the Commission, Sir Walter James, M-
Wolff—who has heen mentioned this even-
ing as the recipient of £625—and Mr. Keall,
all of them experienced lawyers possessing

1573

a knowledge of what questions to ask when
Mr. Johnston stated that ir. Rebinson held
the Caplain Stirling Hotel license in trust,
not one of them asked “In trust for whom 2"
The whole lot of them were taking publie
funds and were stifling instead of garnering
facts. That simple incident proves it. Four
of them, all trained lawyers of long experi-
cnece, when Johnston told them the licenso
was held in trust, failed to ask him for
whom it was held. 1 had before then re-
tired from the Commission as a protest
against the exclusion of evidence.

The Premier: Oh, vou had!

AMr. HUGHES: When Hart would not
allaw Collier to answer questions asked.
What a fool T would have been {o waste my
time before such u bogus inquiry! When a
man who was paid £1,000 of public funds
{o ascertain faets showed a determination to
stific facts, what a fool 1 would have been
to waste my time! T suggest it was a hogus
inguiry. The Commissioner stifled informa-
tion insicad of garnering it. I venture to
say 99 por eent. of the people of Western
Australia shaye that opimion. If it was not
a hogus inquiry, why did not the Commis-
sionet get the information available? He
came 2,000 miles to ohtain information, and
then turned it awav when the witness was
in the hox, TWhy did he adept that sourse?
Beeause he did not want the truth to come
out. All those legal gentlemen were pre-
sent, and not one of them asked a simple
question.  Sir Walter James was  solicitor
for one of the parties concerned, and knew
the facts. He was being paid public money
to assist the Commissioner. Why did he not
ask Johnston?

The Premier: T do not think you ecan
blacken Siv Walter James’s eharacter. Any-
how, it ill-hecomes anyone to do that in the
case of a man of wonderful reputation.

Mr. HUGHES: T am not eoncerned with
what the Premier thinks. The faet is that
Sir Walter James appeared before that ti-
hunal, being paid by Lthe taxpavers of West-
orn Australia  to assist {he Commissioner,
and blackeuarding me for stating what he
knew to he the trath.

My, Wilson: And vau are blackzuarding
him now.

Mr, TUGHES : I am anszwerine him now,
and T make no apaloey for doing so.

The Premier: Sir Walter James has heen
known for 80 vears as an honourable man.

Mr. HUGHES: That does not justify him
in taking pnblie fonds and  blackenarding
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people who he knew were telling the truth.
I.f he had bhad 600 years of honourable public
life, that would be all the more reason why
he should not have acted so.

The Premier; Are you asserting that he
is a crook?

Mr, HUGHES: I am asserting that he ac-
cepted public funds to do a job, and that he
knew what he was doing. Tt just goes to
show the ramifications of the liquor traffic
and what occurs in conncction with the ob-
taining of licenses. It may be that when
Mr. Jobhnston came up for licenses the
Licensing Court did not know that he was
in seecret collusion with Mr. Collier and
Mr. MeCallum.

The Premier: You said that they were
corrupt, didn’t yon?

Mr. HUGHES: No. T have said, and I
repeat, that in the circumstances now dis-
closed there is an irresistible inference that
influences were being used on the gourt.
Discussing the matter with the chairman,
I told him this myself; and he agreed that
in the circumstanees, with all these people
getting licenses, it was inevitable that sus-
picion should fall upon the court. Ie said
he was willing to have his affairs investi-
gated in order to show that he did not
receive any peecuniary refurn out of it.

The Premier: Everyone in this counlry
is satisfied as to the chairman’s personal
character, anyhow. You say the court is
corrupt.

Mr. HUGHES: I say the Capiain Stir-
ling license was a corrupt transaction.

The Premier: That means that the court
is corrupt.

Mr. HUGHES: I say £6,000 of graft
money was obtained.

The Premicr: Where does the court come
in?

Mr. HUGHES: I do not know. I know
Johnston had to pay out £6,000 of graft
money—it cannot be deseribed by any
other term,

The Premier: Was it corrupt?

Mr. HUGHES: QOf course it was a cor-
rupt transaction.

The Premier: Was the court ecorrupt?

Mr. HUGHES: Of course it was.

The Premier: Everything is corrupt.

My. HUGHES: It was a corrupt trans-
action, and the price of it was £6,000; or
perhaps it might have been £10,000.

The Premier: I do not think ten men in
the ecommunity bhelieve the eourt is cor-

(ASSEMBLY.)

rupt. If anybody in the State has a de-
served rcputation as an honest man, it is
Mer. Cakill. I do rot think we should listen
to such stuff.

Mr. HUGHES: I was surprised to hear
from the other side of the Chamber eriti-
cism of the Licensing Court far more dras-
tic and far more hostile than ever I have
uttered.

The Premier; Those eritics do not say
the eourt is corrupt.

Mr. HUGHES: The member for Mur-
chison has eriticised the Licensing Court
drastically time and again. That hon.
member once moved for an inquiry into
the Licensing Court and the granting of
licenses. Did the Premier raise any ob-
jeetion to that? Last session the hon.
member again moved swch a motion, and
I gave notice of a eomprehensive amend-
ment dealing with the specific question of
the dummying of licenses. Unfortunately—=
I say ‘‘unforiunately’’ especially in the
light of subsequent disclosures—the mem-
ber for Murchison allowed his motion teo
lapse. It is a pity that he did not
proceed with it and obtain the select
commitiee he asked for last session.
The member for Vietoria Park (M.
Raphael) launched an attack on Senator
Johnston. Did the Premier rise in protest?
Why did not be object to that hon. mem-
ber’s strietures?

The Premier: I am defending the honour
of the Licensing Court; I am not concerned
about anyone else.

Mr. HUGHES : Why did not the Premier
object to the charges levelled by the mem-
ber for Vietoria Park? On the other hand,
when another member diselosed the true
facts underlying the offers on behalf of
Johnston and the efforts demanded on be-
half of those associated with him, on account
of which he had to make payments in order
to get the license, why was that wrong?

The Premier: I am not concerned about
anyone else, only about the court. I do not
think the hon. member should impugn the
honour of the eourt. I do not think he can
prove his charges, and I do not think the
basis for those charges exists,

Mr. HUGHES: What I said earlier I
repeat for the edification of the Premier,

The Premier: I have heard it three or
four times, and it has no effeet npon me.

Mr. HUGHES: I repeat the Captain
Stirling Hotel transaction involved a pay-
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ment of £6,000 of graft money. The proper
way to deal with the question is to take the
eourt right away from the possibility of this
sort of thing, and that can be dome by giv-
ing the members of the court an appoint-
ment similar to that of judges.

The Premier: That could be considered.

Mr. HUGHES : If the Government is not
prepared to legislate for life appointments
to the court, the members of that body could
be appointed for a specified term of, say,
seven years,

The Premier: We could deal with that.

Mr. HUGHES: That eounld be done with
the additional provision that the members
of the court would not be eligible for re-
appoiniment at the end of seven years. If
that were done, they would then know that
they had a period of seven years to serve,
and would have no hope of re-appointment
for an additional term. In such ecircum-
stances there would be no ineentive for the
court fo please someone in order fo secure
re-appointment, If either of those two
alternatives was resorted to, there would not
be room for complaint against the Licensing
Court because the public would know that
the members of the hench had nothing to
hope for, that if they had not granted a
license, it was becanse they honestly believed
the liceuse was not desirable. If, 1 addi-
tion, the right of appeal against decisions
of the court were granted, that would place
the whole position on a sound footing., Such
an arrangement would be much fairer to the
Licensing Court than the present day con-
ditions under which the court is subjeet to
perennial criticism in this Chamber with re-
gard to the granting of licenses. I do not
know that there is any need for the Licens-
ing Court now; I do not see why that work
could not be done in the same way as other
judieial work.

The Premier: You were here when the
Licensing Act was dealt with,

Mr. HUGHES: I do not think I was.

Mr. Marshall: You were not in this
House when the present court was ap-
pointed.

Mr. HUGHES: Was not the licensing
authority first set up as a Licenses Reduction
Board?

Mr. Marshall: That was in 1922,

e, HUGHES: At the outset its funetion
was to reduce the number of licenses. Then
I wunderstand that it became a licensing
authority in 1927.
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Mr. Marshall: No, in 1928.

The Premier: It acted both as the
Licenses Reduction Board and the Licensing
Court. The major part of its work related
to the reduction of licenses at the outset.

Mr, HUGHES: At first the licensing
authorities were required to reduce the num-
ber of licenses and to grant compensation in
respect of properties that were delicensed.

The Premier: That was the main part of
its work at the outset.

Hon. C. G. Latham: It confinued as a
Licenses Reduction Board for six years.

The CHAIRMAN: If the member for
East Perth were permitted to make his
speech, we would understand his meaning.
Al the interjections will get us nowhere and
must cease.

Mr. HUGHES: As far as I know the lic-
ensing body at some stage changed over from
being a Licenses Reduction Board to a
licenses establishing board.  Instead of re-
dueing licenses, it has been mainly concerned
in Tecent years with the granting of leenses.

The Premier: The redmction of licenses
continued until there were no more to he
dealt with.

Mr. HUGHES: In the last seven or eight
years the court may have delicensed one or
fwa premizes, bul there Liave nol been many
reductions in recent years.

The Premier: That is so.

Mr. HUGHES: So in reeent years the
Licensing Court has been funetioning mainly
for the granting of licenses.

Hon. C. G. Latham: The court does not
reduce licenses pow.

Mr. HUGHES: And to that extent it has
ceased to function as was originally intended.

Mr. Patrick: There is no compensation
available now,

Mr. HUGHES: The person who applies
for a license should make a complete dis-
closure to the court of all that are interested
with him in the application. He should tell
the court whether he was applying in his
own right or whether he was merely the
nominee of someone else. The court shonld
take a stand on that point. If I were a
member of the Licensing Court, I would be
inelined to say to the man who had eleven
hotels, “You will not get another license;
why not let somecone clse have a chance.”
Whv should the same man get one license
after another? Would it not be better if
every licensee were responsible for his parti-
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cular license, thereby enabling one man fo
make his living by virtue of the license
granted him for the control of onc hotel?
Surely that would he preferable to a sysiem
that permits one person to hold 10 or 15
hotels that are controlled by managers whose
conditious of employment are very often not
at all safisfactory. I do not drink, and do
not care whether hotels are lieensed or not.
Tt is no material concern of mine. I believe
we would be muech hetter off if instead of
certain people controlling the monopoly re-
garding the selling of liquor, the grocers
were permitted to sell a bottle of beer to any
person who wanted one.  What virtue is
there in making a man buy six hottles of
beer when he  requires oulv one ov  two?

There is another aspect of the liguor
business that should receive elose attention.
Tt someone gets the iden that a certain bloek
of land is a suitable site for an hotel, the
mowment that becomes known the value of
the block increases 300 or 400 per cent.
That means that the owner of the land
benefits by the enhanced value of the land by
virtue of the suggestion that a monopoly may
be granted in respect of hotel premises
proposed to he crected on his property. Thus
the landlord seeures a rake-off from the out-
set.  As soon as the provisional license is
granted, the premium paid lo the State is
ridienlously low, Ligenses are granted with
premiums of £1,300 whereas frequently the
capital valoe of the license runs up to as
much as £10,000. The State that is sup-
posed to get the premium based on the value
of the lieense scenves a return of about vne-
fifth. The moment the Licensing Court e-
cides that a site is suitable for a new hotel,
the State should ercet that hotel in compli-
ance with the requirements of the lieensing
authoritics.' When the premises are enmn-
pleted, the State should then eall for tenders
for the leasing of the premiscs for periods
of five, seven or ten years, giving evervene
an equal eopportunity to tender. Soch a
practice would get rid of all the complaints
about the Lieensing Court and the struggle
to secure licenses. LUnder those conditions,
in probahly 15 vears the State would secure
the vefund of the eapital ountlay and then
wonld have possession of valuable assets in
the intercsts of the people generally. Then
again, instead of an individual sceuring the
profits arising from the liquor monopoly, the
State itself would derive the henefit.  Where
monopolies arve granted (e private indivi-
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duals, and where those monopolies are valn-
able, then graft inevitably follows in theiv

wake, beeause the people who want the
monopoly rights will pay for them. If we
would put the liquor traltte on a sound

basis, we must overcome the present system
whereby the value of some person’s land is
increased three or four times, and when an
hotel is ereeted upon it, the owner ecan
charge an exeessive rent. JMembers would
he astonished if they had a statement show-
ing the rentals charged for licensed pre-
mises, as licensed premises, and the rental
that would be obtained if the license were

absent,  That would be the true cconomic
rent. Buildings are being leased at present

at rentals of £30 and £100 a week simply
beeause attached to them ave licenses. Those
same premises, unlicensed, would not yield
more than £15 or £20 a week., The differ-
ence hetween the economic rent and the
monopoly rent goes to the private indivi-
dual. When we grant a landholder a license,
we make him a gift of perhaps £20,000 or
£50,000 of public funds, beenuse we say to
the people, “If you want fiquor, you wiil
get it only from this source.” Tmmediately
we inerease the value of the premises. As
a matter of fact, we are doing the same
thing to-day in giving persons the right to
sell lottery tickets. The moment a person
sceures a lieense to sell lottery tickets, the
rent of his premises increases. I suggest
that what we need is a remodelling of our
licensing laws, with o different outlook as
to who owns the rents of licensed premises.

Hon, P. D. Ferguson: The State hotels
supply only about 5 per cent. of the require-
ments of the people.

Mr. HUGHES: I do not know why a
State hotel should supply only 5 per eenl.
of the vequirements,

Hon. P, D. Ferguson: The State hotels,
will not provide any more.

My, HUGHES: That is only a matter of
administration, not of principle.

The Premier: It is a matter of eold cash.

Mr. HUGHES: To get money to extend
the Siate hotels should not be difficult, if
we had a system by which the State hotols
could borrow money on bonds or dehentures
seeured by the hotels themsclves. People
would veadily subseribe for such bonds or
debentures, beeause they wonld receive a
higher rate of interest than is ordinarily
paid.  People would be glad to have such
securities, becanse of an assured veturn. I
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have heard complaints from time fo time
ahout the eonduct of the chairman of the
Licensing Courf. The statement has been
made that he has heen rude to people who
appear before him. I do not think there
is much in the ecomplaint. If he is rude or
offensive to people appearing before him,
their remedy is to answer him in his own
coin. That would hring him to his senses.
The faect that he is the chairman of the
court gives him no right to be offensive to
witnesses and counsel, who would be quite
within their rights in answering him back.
If, however, they do not stand up to him,
what ean they expect? Suppose he did
say something a little offensive on the spur
of the moment, and eonnsel answered lhim
baek in his own coin, what conld he do?
He could not refuse to hear counsel.

Mr. Patrick: He has done so.

Mr. Marshall: That is so.

Mr. HUGHES: The chairman has not re-
fused to hear comnsel.

AMr, Marshall: He said he would not listen
to counsel.

Mr. HUGHES: Counsel should have
stayed and demanded to he heard. When a
judge in South Ausiralia acted in that way,
he was removed from his office. The mere
arenmatinn of o dndicial nosition does net
gonfer upon a person the right to bhe of-
fensive with impunity. If counsel had
stood up to the chairman, I venture to say
he would have come to heel. Althongh I
am a man of peace, if Mr. Cahill is rude
to me, I ecan assure members that I will
answer him in his own coin; I feel sure
T will get a hearing.

Mr. Patrick: You might not get the
Jicense.

Mr, HUGHES: That behaviour is not
peentiar to Mr. Cahill. - Counsel in the
lower courts frequently have rude remarks
made to them from the hench. In a book
entitled “Justice in England,” recenily ecir-
culated, bitter complaints are made about
the rudeness to barristers in the petty courts
in England. Some sensitive men are driven
from the har by this bebaviour, and prac-
tize in other branches of the law. I do not
think Mr. Cahill is such a tiger as some
people imagine. OQOceasionally when deal-
ing with a ease he might get annoyed, and
have his say, but I do not think that does
much harm. If, on the spur of the moment,
he said he would not hear counsel, I do not
think he would persist in that attitude if
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counsel insisted upon being heard. Even
in the superior courts during the last six
or seven months counsel has walked out of
court bevause he was not satisfied with the
way the judge treated him; the judge there-
upon adjourned the court and returned in
half an hour, when the business proceeded
as though nothing had taken place. I am
sorry the member for Murchison did not
proeecd with his inguiries to ascertain the
true facts relating to the Licensing Court.
I do not think there is need for him to do
50 now, becausc the latest legal proeced-
ings have made a eomplete diselosure and
amply justified what I said both in and
out of Parliament regarding the granting
of licenses. Those proceedings completely
justify the wise policy of Mr. Hart, from
Queensland, in not allowing evidence to be
adduced when he did not want to find out
that my statements were true, I make no
apology for the statement I have made
conccrning Mr, Hart and the way he eon-
ducted the inquiry, I make no apology for
what T said concerning the failure of other
people who were getting away with public
funds, to answer questions. I think we
ought (o aholish the Licensing Court as if
is at present constituted. We ought to
put an end tn nne nrosont systom of leens-
ing. If we have to establish another tri-
bunal, let us establish it on sound judicial
lines. Let us give the members of the
court a better appointment, one that will
make them free from fear and favour. Let
their decisions be subject to appeal in the
ordinary way, and then we shall have a
licensing system on a proper judicial basis,
and the need of these perennial complaints
in Parlizment will he obviated.

MR. RODOREDA (Rochbourne) [10.30]:
This matter has aroused quite a lot of in-
terest, perhaps almost as mueh as is taken
in s.p. betting. I wish to say a few words
about the attitude of the chairman of the
Licensing Court. The member for East
Perth (Mr. Flughes) made apologies for
the attitude of the chairman, and men-
tioned that connsel were able to look after
themselves when they came into conflict
with him. I nuite appreciate that point,
but the member for East Perth must re-
member that it is not only counsel who
appear before the Licensing Court. In the
outback parts of the State ordinary eiti-
zeng are often compelled to appear and
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state their own cases before the chairman,
and they are the people who apparently
get a very rough spin. I was asked last
year to make a protest against the attitude
of the chairman as the cutcome of a case
that was heard in Roebourne. I did not
do so because I desired to ascertain the
facts. On my last visit to Roebourne T
obfained all the evidence available from
those who were in the court at the time.
In every instanee the evidence agreed with
the written complaint that had been for-
warded io me, namely, that the chairman
had adopted a blustering, hectoring atti-
tude toward the witnesses who, in this ease,
were appearing against the granting of a
gallon license in Roebourne,

By the way, I should have thought it
would be quite unnceessary for the chair-
man of the court to make a trip all the
way to Rocbournc—he went without any
other member of the court—to investigate
the question of granting an extra paltry
gallon license. Two or three licensees of
hotels in the distriet attended the court
and objected to the granting of the license,
and they were the people who complained
of the attitude of the chairman. Not only
did they complain that he had treated them
with seant eourtesy, but they said he had
actually refused to allow them to put in
their principal points of evidence. That
was their chief complaint. As the com-
plainants remarked, ‘‘We are scared to
stick up for our rights in front of this
chairman because he has unlimited powers
over us.”” That is the point. They are
afraid to assert their rights because he, as
a result, might compel them to make £100
or £200 worth of improvemenis to their
premises, and he has the right to do that
without question.

Mr. Hughes: Is not the right of appeal
the remedy?

Mr. RODOREDA : Of course it is. The
member for East Perth has suggested the
one method fhat should be adopted to make
the court effective, that is, presupposing
the court is necessary. I do not think the
court is neeessary; I believe the expendi-
ture on it is a waste of money. If it is
necessary, however, very different eondi-
tions should apply to the appointment of
the members of the court. It is quite
wrong and quite unfair to them, as well
as to the publie, that they should be ap-
pointed for only three years at a miserable
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salary as compared with what we pay the
Judiciary. We have to bear in mind that
the Licensing Court has far greater antho-
rity than has any other judicial court in
Australia, if not in the world. I consider
that the members of the court should be
appointed for at least seven years, subject
to Parliament and not to the Government,
and that the salaries of the members should
be increased to the extent at least of those
paid to judges. Then we eould reasenably
say that the members of the court would
be above suspicion. To do that, I consider,
is the duty of this Parliament. We must,
to the greatest extent possible, make the
jundiciary free from even the suspicion of
graft. There has never been the slightest
indication of suspicion against ouvr jJudi-
cial courts, but none of us can ignore the
faect that there is an air of suspicion when-
ever the Licensing Court is mentioned. I
have no faunlt to find with any of the
licenses granted by the court. I do not
know the circumstances under which they
were granted, and do not pretend to, and
I have no desire to touch upon that aspect
at all, When we consider the faects that
have been brought to light during the last
two or three years, and when we consider
that the three members of the court evm-
bined receive only a little more salary than
is paid to one judge, I am inclined to think
that we could not blame them too much
if they did listen o reason. Men who are
appointed with only a threc-years tenure
of office and at a comparatively iaiserable
salary:

Mr. Seward:
decent salary?

Mr. RODOREDA: We pay judges £2,000
i year.

Mr. Patrick: What do we pay magis-
trates?

Mr. RODOREDA : The three members of
the Licensing Court receive only £2,300 or
£2,400 between them. A judge, in addition
to receiving almost as much, is appointed for
life., Further, the activities of the Licensing
Court concern the general publiec much -more
than do the activities of most of our judges.
The Ydcensing Court deals with aspects of
life with which the publie is closely econ-
cerned.

Mr. Needham: Are the conditions ecom-
parable?

Mr. RODOREDA : T should say they are.
If we want a court to look after the licens-

What would you eall a
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ing of hotels, we should see that the members
are appointed for a reasorable term to carry
out their policy, and we should pay them
salaries that would place them above suspi-
cion. I do not propose to vote for any re-
duction of the vote if such an amendment is
moved. That is the wrong way to set about
securing an improvement. I would prefer
to have the Licensing Aet amended in the
direetion either of aholishing the court or of
putting it on a more satisfactory basis than
exists at present. There is nothing personal
in my view of the gquestion. Ever since 1
have been in the House I have sapported the
member for Murchison (Mr. Marshall) in
his endeavour to get some more satisfactory
method adopted. I am not personmally ac-
guainted with any of the moembers of the
court; I would not know any onc of them
if T met htm in the streef. AN I ean say
is that after a very lengthy consideration of
this malter extending over three or four
vears, I consider that the Government is to
blame in that, in spite of all the eriticism
that has been voiced in this Chamber during
that period, it has not taken up the matter
and introdunced a Bill to amend the Licensing
Aect.

MR. PATRICK ((ircenough) [10.38]: I
shonid like to draw the RMinisier's aitention
to a matter that is eausing a considerable
amount of concern in the country districts.
1 have received from the Dalwallinu Road
Board a copy of a resolution as follows:—

That membhers of the Legislative Assembly

of this read distriet (Dalwallinu) bring before
the Minister for Employment that this board
strongly protests against the work being given
in lien of punishment when convicted persons
will take work in the country and no rcfercnee
has heen given to employers on engagement of
suelh persons.
I do not know whether this is a matter for
the Minister for Employment or for the
Minister for Justice. Let me give an in-
stanee to show how this praeticc operates,
A lad wa=s convicted in Perth of stealing,
and in lien of serving time in gaol, was
given the option of taking work in the
conntrv. He natarally took the work in the
country. While working at a certain per-
son’s place at Buntine, this lad, after being
there a couple of months, made a complete
raid on the owner’s house and farm mates’
quarters, and removed a  hicyele, bedding,
and any available cash and disappeared. He
was eventually eanght and convieted on this
charge.
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The Minister for Justice: That matter does
not come under this department.

Mr. PATRICK: It has been raised on
various oceasions, by the member for Irwin-
Moore, I think, and it is certainly one of
which the Minister should take notice. There
would be far more justice in a eountry
magistrate’s giving a convieted youth the
option of going to the cily, where there are
more poliee, than in sending such a youth
from the eity to the country where there are
probably no police available to proteet em-
ployers. If this matier does not come under
the department of the Minister for Justice,
I hope the Minister for Employment will
take notice of it.

I propose to make a few remarks regard-
ing the Licensing Court. I do not intend to
make any charges against that conri. I am
not in the habit of making charges or innu-
endoes against anyone. I simply take the
stand that it is not a judieial body. Mem-
bers may reeall that last year I asked a
question of the Minister for Justice as to
whether he had noted the extraordinary pro-
cedure of the chairman of the Licensing
Court (Mr. M. J. Cahill} at a sitting held
at Geraldton, and whether he would not eon-
sider asking for Mr. Cahill's resignation and
the appointment of a chairman with the
necessary judicial temperament. The case in
Geraldton conecrned a hotel at Perenjori in
my eclectorate that had neither accommoda-
tion nor anything else. The residents of the
distriet had beeome so ineensed over a period
of vears that they had & petition signed re-
questing the road board to take up the mat-
ter with the Lieensing Court in Geraldton,
with the objeet of a renewal of the license
being refused until certain improvements
were made.  Legal opinion was obtained
with regard to this petition, which bore 164
signatures, 150 of residents of the distriet
and 14 of travellers. The ruling given was
that the petition could not be reeeived by the
court until proof was supplied that the sig-
natories had actvally signed the petition and
were resident in the licensing distriet.  So
the chairman and seeretary of the board pro-
ceeded to Ceraldton and took with them the
manager of the co-operative store in Peren-
jori o ecertify that the people had aetually
signed the petition, When they reached Ger-
aldton—and T may say thai they employed
a lawyer—the chairman of the eourt stated
that a telegram had been received from the
seevetary of the Perenjori Progres: Asso-
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ciation saying that the association disavowed
the petition and therefore he had no inten-
tion of hearing the evidence from the road
board. That was an extraordinary attitude
to adopt because, after ail, a telegram was
no evidence. There were the chairman of the
road board and the secretary, with their
petifion, prepared to give evidence in regard
to the condition of the hotel; yet the chair-
man contemptuously waived them gside and
refused to bear them. The member for East
Perth said that any lawyer could insist on
being heard, but the road board was repre-
sented by counsel and the chairman refused
fo hear counsel. In those circumstabee I de
not know what they were to do  After the
cas¢ was heard, I received a letter from the
geeretary of the progress association, Mr.
A. R, Piper, who is the son of a late dis-
tinguished judge in South Anstralia and a
brother of the gentleman who was recently
the chairman of an important Royal Com-
mission. The letter was as follows :—

At a well represented meeting of my associa-
tion held on the 10th December last, I was in-
structed to forward for your information a
copy of a motion whick was the unanimous
opinion of those present:—

“*That this association desircs to place on
record its strong disapproval of the hostile
and diseourteous treatment accorded the re-
presentatives of the road board by the
chairman of the Licensing Court at the re-
newal court held at Geraldton om the 4th
November last and wishes these sentiments
to be conveyed to members of Parliament
representing the distriet in protest thereof.’’
My complaint is that this is nol a judicial

body at all. One could not imagine any
chairman of a court with legal or judicial
knowledge absolutely refusing to hear wit-
nesses who had travelled 200 miles to give
evidence. This complaint is horne out by
the statement of the member for Kanowna,
concerning the ease of Norseman, where the
chairman of the court said he placed no
reliance on evidence given by the police.

Hon. C. G. Latham: Was not a serceant
of police removed on account of it?

Mr. PATRICK: If he places no relianee
on the evidence of the police, T do not know
how he can carry on his duties, hecause the
court depends on the evidence of the police
with regard to the renewal of licenses. The
court eould not possibly inspect every hotel
in the State; it depends on police evidence.
I can amplify the statement of the member
for Kanowna to some cxtent because there
was one thing he did not mention, and that

[ASSEMBLY.]

was that the ehairman of the Licensing Court
gzave the reason why police evidence was not
reliable. He said, “The police come to this
eourf on some oceasions and oppose the
license and on other oceasions they support
it. YWhat reliance ¢an be placed on evidenee
ot that character?”

Hon. C. G. Latham.
balaneed judgment.

Mr. PATRICK: It is the duty of the
police to support licenses if they are con-
sidered necessary and to oppose them if they
are considered unnccessary. That is all 1
have to say on the matter, but I should fike
to add that I agree with the member for
Murchison that this court is ahsolutely un-
necessary. The member for Roebourne (Mr.
Rodoreda) made reference to the miserable
salaries paid to the members of the eourt,
but the work of the court does not take very
many days of the year, beecause the matters
of renewals are attended te by stipendiary
magistrates. The members of the court are
far better paid than are ordinary stipendiary
magistrates, and there is no doubt that this
work could he done quite well by our magis-
trates in the country. As the member for
Murchison has pointed out, magistrates were
at one time hampered by an imperfect Act,
hut now there is a very good Act and there
should be no difficulty either in the renewing
of licenses or in the granting of new ones.
I repeat that in my opinion there is obso-
lutely no neeessity for this eourt, and there-
fore, if only as a protest, I intend to sup-
port the amendment that the member for
Victorin Park proposes fo move.

That shows un-

MR. WATTS (Katanning) [10.48]: My
ideas about the Licensing Court are cntirely
non-personal. To me it is purely a question
whether the court in its present form is re-
quired, and if not what should be substituted.
The bench as at present constituted does not
seem fo be the one we should have, T have
long contended that the gentlemen who have
sat on the beneh—however valuable they may
have been in their previous oceupations, and
however useful they may have been as mem-
hers of the court on some oeeasions—have nok
been entirely fitted for the job. Some mem-
bers have suggested we should go back to the
days when a resident magistrate, with two
justices of the peace, constituted a distriet
liecensing court, but I trust that system will
not he reverted to. That was not a satisfac-
tory bench at all. There were times, I dara
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say, when the system worked quite well, but
it was that type of bench, notwithstanding
that the law has greatly been improved sinec
that rime, which was very largely responsible
in some districts for the varying practices
that existed in regavd to licensed premises.
In =ome places no doubt it worked well, but
not <o in the majority of instances. To go
hack to that stage would be a retrograde
step. There is an alternafive to asking dis-
trict magistrates, restdent or stipendiary
mavistrates, to take over the job themselves,
1 agree with the member for Kalgoorlie that
there are several centves where resident mag-
istrates could not have these additionai
duties superimposed on the work they already
do. No doubt fhere are places where magis-
trates have not foo much work to do, and
where it would not be difficult for them to
assmme responsibility for other jobs; but in
the larger centres the magistrates would find
groat diffieuify in carrying out additional
duties. My suggestion is that a stipendiary
magistrate should be appointed in exactly
the same way as others are appointed under
the Stipendiary Magistrates Aect, but that
such magistrate should be appointed spe-
cially to deal with the issue of licenses and
the renewal of licenses for premises for the
sale of linuor and other matters eovered by
the Aet. He wonld he the partienlar person
responsible for all questions conneeted with
the Licensing Aet. If such a man were ap-
pointed we would have the advantage we
are supposed to get from a sepavate Licens-
ing Court, namely, that there would he con-
tinuity of effort, and State wide methods
adopted so that the loeal option which pre-
vionsly cxisted would no longer he noticeable.
In this man we would also have one who
wonld be trained in a jndieial manner, as
stipendiary magistrates must be, and he
wonld be capable of dealing with all ques-
tions that came before him. 1If he required
loeal assistance it should be within his pro-
vinee to eo-opt the loeal resident magistrate.
T believe that a system worked on those lines,
hy the appointment of one stipendiary mag-
istrate as the licensing magisteate for
W.A.. with power to co-opt the good offices
of a lacal magistrate if he vequired them,
would result in a greatly improved state of
affairs. I do not think the Tieensing Court
is required in its present form.

Fhere then arises another question. If the
reduction of the item sugeested by the mem-
her for Vietoria Park is moved. would it be
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worth our while v suppori it at this junc-
tore! The hon. member proposes to strike
out £2,808 [rom the amount of the Vote. It
seems to me that to vote for sueh a propesal
would be unreazenable for {wo reasons. The
first is that approximately enc-thinl of the
vear will have gone, and sccondly there
would remain a liability against the Crown
for the paxwent of not less than two-thirdg

of the amount covering the unexpired
period of the appointments. Whilst it
may he s=aid  that whatever amount we

strike out there remains only the moral
oMigation of the Covernment to pay
any  more, 1 submit there is a legal
obligation to pax at least one-third of the
amount  invelved,  Thus the hon, member
would make thingz more difficult il his pro-
posal were eavried, By reducing the amount
substanfially he wounld be  instructing  the
Govornment to aholish the Tarensing Court.
1 should say it would he unreasonnble to
veduce the amonnt so greatly that it would
be impossible for the Government to honour
the legal obligation it has alveady incurred.
So far as the law stands it is necessary for
the Government, I understand, to have a
Licensing Court constituted as is this one.
It secmss to me the proper way {o wo about
the husiness iz for the Governmenl to amend
the law.  Any amendment would receive
ready support from me, particulavly if it
were on the lines that I believe would he
most satisfactory. 1 =ee no reason for sup-
porting the suggesled reduction. 1t is, how.
cver, within the provinee of a member io
move that the Vole he redured hy o sub-
stantinl amonnt, to indieate to the Govern-
ment the desive of the Commitiee, | under-
stand the expressed intention ol the mem-
ber for Vietoria Park iz to move tor n re-
duetion in the Vote of £2,808. Expressed
in such terms I think the proposal wonld
be somewhat unreasonable.

T should like also to rvefer fo the Transter
of Tand Act. That contains no provision
for trusts 1o he entered upon any title deeds
or similar documents.  The HReetstrar of
Titles will accept the depesit of documents
that declare the existence of a trust, hut the
record of the trust does not appear on the
title. Tt is extremely diffieult to vegizter o
document such os n mortgage or other secup-
ity that makes a reference to the faet that
the moneys referred to are held hy a mort-
gagee as frustee. It is unneecssary to con-
tinue the present pozition. T undersfand that
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the inability to register a declaration of a
trust on the certificate of title or other title
deeds dates hack to the time when the Tor-
rens legislation was first introdueced. I hare
never been able to diseover why it was put
into its present form, but apparently at the
time there was some good reason for it.

The Premier: It has been coensidered to
be too complicated to alter in the ordinary
way.

Mr. WATTS: An opportunity should be
afforded for a trust that has been declared
to be noted on the title deeds or other
seeurities concerned. As members of the
select committee we have had an opportunity
to study the Legal Practitioners’ Act. Some
inquiries were made into the position. We
found that in one instance a solicitor, who
made default some years ago, was the actual
registered proprietor of a mortgage. There
was no notification on the register that he
held the mortgage as trustec, and he was
aceordingly able to go to one of the associ-
ated banks and there obtain an advance on
the security of the mortgage, use the money
for bis own purpose, and deprive of his
rights the person for whom he held the pro-
perty in trust. That position should not
have arisen, in that the bank would never
have made the advanee if there had been
compulsorily noted on the register {he eir-
cumstances of the frust. Whilst there may
be reasons why an amendment of the Trans-
fer of Land Aect in this direction could nof
be permitted, if there arec such rveasons I
shall be glad if the Minister for Justice will
look into the matter and let us know what
the position really is.

The Premier: The Act will have to he
amended.

. Mr. WATTS: I know that.
it not be amended?

The Premier: There is no reason unless
the House refuses to deal with it.

Mr. WATTS: I think an amecuodment
shonld be hrought down at an carly date.

Why should

THE MINISTER FOR JUSTICE (Hon.
¥, C. L. Smith—Brown Hill-Tvanhoe—in
reply)} [10.58]: To take first things first, I
will refer to the complaint of the Leader of
the Opposition as to the payment of £625 to
Mr. Justice Wolff. I understood his com-
paint was not so much concerning the pay-
ment, for he desired to do justice to the
officer concerned as a member of the Publie
Service, but that he objected fo the long ser-
viee leave being allowed to accumulate.
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Hon. C. G. Latham: I objected to both.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: He ob-
Jjected to the payment thus becoming neces-
SHI'_Y.

Hon. C. G. Latham: 1 do not think the
payment should have been made,

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: The
hon. member thinks we should have dernied
the officer the money in guestion.

Hon. C. G. Latham: Yes, whilst he was in
the employment of the Government.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: This
Government is opposed to accumulation of
long service leave—very definitely opposed
to it. But notwithstanding that opposition
we are from time to time faced with the
necessity for denying some offiecrs, who
actually want to go on long service leave, the
right to go. Circumstanees arise that com-
pel us to continue the services of officers in
the departments, and oblige us to refuse them
the opportunity to take long serviee leave.
I cannot say from memory what are the
eircumstances associated with the case of
Mr. Wolff. T do know that he was appointed
Crown Solicitor in August, 1926; and I as-
sume that his long service leave would be-
come due in August, 1933, just when a ses-
sion was beginning, nand just when a new
Government eame into office. Therefore it
may be that cireumstances were such as to
necessitate our refusing Mr. Wolff long ser-
vice leave at that partienlar time.

Hon. C. ¢. Latham: What did you do
when he was away sick for so long?

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE:
was not away very long.

Hon. C. G. Latham: A good while.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: I have
often had it said to me, “What would you
do if you woke up in the morning and found
a man’s name in the death notices?”’

Hon. €. G. Latham: OFf course a man can
be done without.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: We
cannot always do without a man, because we
have to do our best in the circumstances, the
best for the State in the pesition we hold
under the State. Irequently that compels
us to retain the services of a man to deal
with matters ariging at a particular time.
In faet, there is something going on at the
moment in conneetion with which it might
be much better for the Government and for
the State if an officer now on long serviee
leave were here. The probability is that if
he had nof gone away when he did go, he
wonld not have been able to leave the State.

He
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Such are circumstances which arise. As re-
gards Mr. Wolff, who displayed a great
deal of assiduity and energy in his position,
and had eonstantly been called upon to do
a considerable amount of extra work con-
nected with Royal Commissions and inquiries,
I may particularly mention his last ap-
pointment as a Royal Commissioner, in
which he did wonderful work. In fact,
the Premicer has already indieated that we
would be quite jostified in awarding him
some extra remuneration for his serviees
rendered in connection with the problem of
youth employment, and the vast amount of
overtime work he did in gathering evidence
and in subsequent compilation of the report.
I am, of course, aware that usually it is
highly placed oflicers who are subject to
this particular condition, officers who are
not easily replaced. Their services at
times cannot be done without, and their
positions eannot he satisfactorily filled by
substitutes at certain periods. Thus it
often happens, as the Leader of the Oppo-
sition knows, that the Ciovernment has to
say to an officer, ‘“You eannot have your
]ong gorvies leave nnw whan it ig duo ta
you; you will have to wait three or four
months.””  The officer may have o wait
three or four years.

Hon. C. (. Latham: Is it better to say,
““Wea will pay wvou for youwr long service
leave’’?

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: I do
not think we did say that.

Hon. C. . Latham: You did it.

The MINISTER IFOR JUSTICE: We
did it in cireumstances which implied that
Mr. Wolff might have had his long service
leave if he had not eondueted the inquiry
into youth employment.

Mr. Styants: Long service leave is given
for the purpose of recuperation.

Hon. C. (¢, Latham; The fact of its not
being taken shows Lhat it is not needed.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: I would
ot say that. I acknowledge that many
public servants do not know what to do
with it when they get it, particularly those
on the lower range of salavies. But the
Leader of the Opposition knows just as
well as I do that there ave circumstanees
in which long service leave has to be post-
poned. Eventually it accumulates, and the
facts of this particular case are not unique.
There was that important investigation re-
lating to youth employment, and we re-
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quired Mr. Wolff’s services for it. I was
impersative to get a man well fitted for the
task. Moreover the congestion in the Ar-
bitration Court was developing all the time.
In that connection demands were being
made upon us, and those demands were
supported by the Opposition. So the neces-
sity arose for making an appointment.

fHon. C. G. Latham: Mr. Davies could
have done that work.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: There
1s no satisfaction in making a temporary
appointment, either as regards the ap-
pointment itself or as regards the indivi-
dual appointed.

Hon, C. G. Latham: You Lknow that the
appointment of Mr. Davies in connection
with the Arbitration Court was merely
temporary.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: It was
made only because the President of the
Arbitration Court went away on a holi-
day.

Hon. C. G. Latham: And Mr. Wolfl’s is

a temporary appointment to-day, as regards
the Arbitration Court.
MIWISTER TOR JUSTICE: He
acts as chairman of industrial boards, and
he is an addition to the judiciary of the
State; a very neecessary appointment, too.
No one can refute that confention.

Hon. C. G. Latham: The other man is in
permanent employment as Master of the
Supreme Court.

The MINISTER ¥OR JUSTICE: We
effected fwo purposes by one move in ap-
pointing Mr. Wolff to the Supreme Court
bench, for which he is well gualified, and
as chairman of industrial boards. That is
a compliment which could be paid to very
few men in Western Australia. It is
highly difficult to find a man so well quali-
fied to fill the two positions, We were for-
tunate in having Mr, Wolff at our dispe-
sal to fill them.

Hon. C. G. Latham: That bas nothing
to do with the payment of £625.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: The
question raised by the member for Katan-
ning in relation to trusts appearing on
title deeds I know nothing about, but I
shall have inquiries made and ascertain the
position. Now as rezards the vexed ques-
tion of the Licensing Court, T do not feel
myself called upon to justify any of the
decisions of that court. The tribunal has
been vested with certain powers under the

mi.
4lie
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Licensing Act, and is charged with the re-
sponzibility ol making deecisions on evi-
dence placed hefore it at inguiries asso-
ciated with applications made to the court.
In thig respect the Licensing Court is much
the same ag any other court, Tt functions
as a judicial hody.

Ar. Patrick: The court pefuses to hear
cvidence,

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: The
members of the court have dischavged their
duty without fear or favour. The sugges-
tion by the member for Kanowna (Mr. Nul-
sen) that the eounrt acted without discre-
tion was ahsurd.  Other members passed
uncomplimentary remarks about the eourt
and endeavoured to justify their statements
by ex-parte assertions. The members of
the Licensing Court are responsible for ar-
riving at deeisions on applieations referred
to them. ’

Mr. Patrick: Buat in aceordance with the
evidence.

The MINTISTER FOR JUSTICE: In ar-
riving at decisions the court is hound to
disappoint someone, and is certain to ereate
enemies amongst disappointed applicants, T
submit that if the eourt makes ecnemies, that
is more an indieation that it is doing its job

than otherwise. No eourt, however con-
stituted, in considering applications and

evidence on the issues raised, ean deal with
matters so clear and well defined that its
decisions can remove all possibility of dis-
sension.

Me. Marshall: But when the eonrt will
not listen te evidence, what then?

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: That
15 another question.

Mr. Pafrick: Aml a very important ques-
tion.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: The
whole process of legal disputation—in-
cluding issucs that require for their settle-
ment the appointment of an arhitrator, or
in conncetion with such matters as are dealf
with by the Licensing Court where deci-
sions must emerge ultimately from a variety
of factors and circumstances and in their
determination must he the outeome of the
exereise of mental processes that eannot he
reduced to a matter of mechanical aceuracy
—must of necessity lead to some dispute
or difference of opinion as to the wisdom or
justification of the decisions arrived at. A
little while hack the member for Aurehi-
son {Mr. Marshall) drew attention to the
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fact that many of the decisions of the Full
Court were upset by a higher tribunal. The
member for West Perth (Mr. McDonald)
sprang to the defence of the Full Court
and pointed out that such cases involved
issues that were highly contentious and that
it was not unusnal for the court having the
last ouess to settle the issve. What gives
vise to such contentions in conncction with
those issues? Ts it not that the weight of
argument or evidence on both sides is such
that it is hard to distinguish where the
areater weight lies, and so the verdiet hangs
in the balance! That happens in every type
of eourt, whether it be a lower court, +he
Supreme Court, the Full Court or the High
Cowrt.  Always there are eases requiring
attention in which it is diffienlt to arrive
at a decision based upon the evidenee ad-
dueed.

My, Patrick: Tt s very difficult il the
court does not nccept evidence.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: In
sueh iustances there are bound to be dif-
ferences of opinion. The Lieensing Court
ts not different from any other tribunal in
that respect.  From time to time it is faeced
with issues upon which it is diffieult to ar-
rive at a decision. Whatever the deeision,
there is hound to be disappointment, Those
in favour of the license consider they have
put up a good ease to warrant the granfing
of the application, whereas those opposing
the application consider they have made
cqually good submissions. The eourt has {o
arrive at its decision. I know of no court,
the decisions of which are nof questioned
at times.  During the debate the statement
was made that one member of the Licensing
Court had granted a license in which he
was interested. T presume the reference
was to Mr. A, 8. MeClintoek, because a
newspaper published in Perth levelled that
charge against him with regard to a hotel
at Denmark. It was asserted that he was
a member of the Licensing Bench, and was
at the same time associated with a hotel
when a provisional license for the premises
was granted. In justice to 3Ir. MeClintock,
at any rate in connection with that license,
I wish to state the faets. Mr. MeClintock
was appointed to the Licensing Bench in
Augnst, 1926, The provisional ecertificate for
the new license and erection of a hotel at
Denmark was granfed on the 26th March,
1926, or about four or five months prior
to Mr. MeClinfoek’s appointment to the
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Ticensing Court. ¥ have known two mem-
bers of the present Licensing Court for at
least 15 years, and the chairman for the
past 23 years. No member of this House
ts 50 entitled to wear the white flower of
a blameless life that he ean point the finger
of seorn at any memher of the present court.

AMr. Raphael : “Let him that is without sin
cast the first stone.”

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: If
those who have so readily ecast aspersions
had their own sins written on- their fore-
heads, they would probably be found pull-
ing their eaps well down over their eves,

Mr. Marshall: Don’t be in too much of a
hurry to eondemn yourself.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: I am
probably in that position as mueh as other
people, but [ suggest our attitude towards
one another should be one of sympathy and
toleration, which woulld at least he an
aeknowledgment of oy own defeels and
falhings.

Hen. €. G. LATHAM: Even although
vou know wvou have been doing wrong?

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: When
T oo T oam doing wrong, that e angther
matter altogether. When we do wrong, we
lnow it, as the hon. member is well awave,
I have a high regard for ithe integrity and
honesiy of purpose of the present members
of the Licensing Court.

Mr. Cross: You are not alone in that.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: I am
in a position to say that, beeause T have
known them for so many years. We usnally
rive references ta people whom we know,
beeause we have the opporlunity of judg-
ing their character and honesty. The hon-
esty of the three members of the licensing
Lench cannot be inpugned. An attempt was
made to discredit them. Mention was made
of the attitude of the chairman, 1t was said
lie could speak the Enghsh language cor-
reetly. [ sinecrvely trust we shall not he con-
demned hecanse we cannat speak the English
language correctly., Very few people indeed
ean avoid the many pitfalls on the road to
correet speech, One hon. member said that

these gentlemen were blunt and direct. The
chairman may be blunt.

Mr, Marshall: He is not bunt; he is
ignorant.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: Oa the
other hand, we were talking here the other
cvening about a man whe is supposed to
have ruined the geldmining industry of
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He is not blunt or
He is highly polished, suave and

Western Australia.
direet.
polite.

Mr. Patrick: The two extremes!

The JMINISTER TFOR JUSTICE: Yes,
perhaps.

AMr. Raphael: Cannot you strike a happy
medium ?

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: I
would rather have a man plain, direct and
honest than o man with excellent manners
but dishonest. The duty devolves upon these
gentlemen of testing the evidence placed be-
fore them. The applicant may have repre-
sentation, but no person is appearing on be-
half of the Licensing Court, so the members
must make inguiries and test the evidence.
No doubt a similar duly devolves upon
judges in other eourts, hut not exaectly in
the same way, heeause those judges have
some assistance.  The Crown Prosecutor
elicits evidence and tests it, so the necessity
in the ordinary eourse for making inquiries
i3 nof so great as it is in the Licensing Court,
[n the course of testing evidence, the mem-
bers of the Licensing Court must ask many
anpctinne, :

Mr, Patrick: You admit they onght to
near the evidenee?

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: I am
not referring to the particular eirenmstances
mentioned by the member for Greenongh,
about which T know nothing.

Mr. Styants: It would be interesting to
hear the other side of that case.

Mr. Patrick: Tt is correet,

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: I am
not here to justify the decision of the Licens-
ing Court on anyv matter, because the mem-
bers of the court arve vested with certain
powers and must accept responsibility for
their decisions. They hear the witnesses and
are mueh better fitted to arrive at a decision
upon any applieation than is any member
of this Housc upon ex-parte statements of
interested persons.

Our present licensing system arose out of
a Bill that was introduced in this Flouse in
1521 by the Mitehell Government. During
the diseussion on that Bill, sp many amend-
ments were snggested and submitted that the
Government eventually appointed a seleet
eommittee to inguire into the ramifications
of the liguor trade nnd make suggestions for
the amendment of the Licensing Aet. That
committee was afterwards—on the 11th Feb-
roary, 1922—appointed an honorary Royal
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Commisston and examined 151 witnesses.
Two of the members of that Royal Commis-
sion visited the Eastern States to secure data
about licensing matters. At that time, 919
licenses of various kinds were in force in
Western Australin, The State was divided
into licensing districts; a police magistrate
and twe justices of the prace presided
over the Licensing Court in each distriet.
We all know how unsatisfactory that system
was. Before the Act was amended, we had
local option every three years. The result was
that in those districts where licenses were
more numerous than the population requived,
the people voted for eontinumance; bul in
those districts where the number of licenses
was fewer than the population warranted,
the prople voted for reduction. Tocal option
proved to be both ineffective and illogieal.
Prior to 1911, however, we had much the
same system as we would have if we reverted
to the system of a court comprised of a police
magistrate and two justices of the peace, who
were empowered to hear applications for new
licenses. Most of the evils associated with the
liquor traflic in this State were duc to the
fact that we had too many hotels in many
districts throughout the State. The licenses
for those hotels had in most instances becn
granted previous to 1911. Under that system,
the Licensing Court was comprised of a
police magistrate and two justices of the
peace. There was no uniformity in the busi-
ness at all. The greatest evil associated with
1t was that there were too many licenses in
many districts. All sections of the commun-
ity in Kalgoorlie gave evidence that the
licenses in that district ecould be reduced
by at least 50 per cent. That is a slight
indieation of some of the evils that existed
under that system. Some members of the
Commission went to the Eastern States to
make inquiries. In reporting the Commis-
sion referred to the valuable data brought
back for consideration by the members who
bhad made those inguiries. They found that
the system of a licensing eourt for the
whole of the State had heen in operation
in New South Wales since 1906 and that
it was subsequently copied by Vietoria in
1916, and that in hoth States it had oper-
ated very successfully and satisfactorily,
as T may say it has operated in Western
Australia, 8o the Royal Commission re-
commended the appointment of a licensing
court to deal with the whole of the licens-
ing business in the State, the court to have
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certain anthorvity to delegate to local magis-
trates powers in connection with renewals.
and transfers because of the impractica-
bility of one anthority dealing with all those
matters. The members of the court, hawever-
do deal with those matters in every part of
the State at some time or other, and s0 are
afforded an opportunity to get to know the
people in the trade, while the people in the
trade have an opportunity to get to know
the members of the conurt. That was one of
the strong points made by the Royal Com-
mission. It was copied from Victoria hecause
the Commission felt that a great amount of
good had acerued from the licensing author-
ity travelling all over the State and dealing
with the whole of the ramifications of the
lignor trade. Thus uniformity was secured,
and the result was, as the member for Kui-
goorlic has pointed ont, a great improvement
in the licensed premises throughout the coun-
try distriets. From my experience of travel-
ling throngh the eountry I know how dif-
ferent are the hotels now from those of years
ago.

AMr. Cross: A vast improvement.

Member: That would be natural under
any administration.

The MINTSTER FOR JUSTICE: If that
15 natural under any administration, why
was it not so before 1911 and why was it
not o hefore 19222

Hon. C. G. Latham: Because the law was
amended in 1922, V¢ tightened up the law
tremendounsly.

The MINISTER QI JUSTICE: Tt was
not tightened up to that extent,

M. Marvshall: The Minister does not know
a thing about it or he would not be talking
like that.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE : T know
the conditions.

Hon. C. G. Latham: The member for
Murchison will he keeping us here tifl 2
o’clock.

Mv. Aarshall: [ am not concerned abont.
that.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: The
new Aect was passed after a very exhaustive
inquiry into the whole matter by a Royal
Commission. Let me give some indication
of the attitude of people towards those who
were charged with making decisions under
the licensing Act. When the Bill was before
the House in 1922 an amendment was moved,
and supported by many members, seeking
to prevent any memher of the then Perth
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Licensing Beneh from being appointed to
the new court. That attitude was adopted
because of the decisions that the Perth
Licensing Bench had made in connection
with the reduction of several hotels in the
metropolitan area arising cut of a loeal op-
tion vote. Members ean have it as they like.
If they feel that the members, who then
voted to cxeclude from the new eourt any
member of the old Perth Licensing Beneh
hocause of the decisions given in consequence
of the loeal option poll, were justified, it is
an indication how those bodies might ope-
rate if they were rvestored wunder some
amending lemislation. On the other hand if
it is felt that those members were not justi-
fied in questioning the decision of that tmi-
bunal—I do not know anything of the cir-
cumstances—well, I fecl that a body charged
with making decisions does its hest on the
evidence available and that the decisions
should not be gquestioned. We have all sorts
of crities of those placed in positions where
they must make decisions. Members have
onily to go to the Subiaco Football Ground
to get evidence of that. The Faothall Leagnn
experienced  great  diffienlty  in  gefting
umpires, and vet around the ground is o host
of crities, every one of them posing as an
umpire.

My, Cross: And all of them are right.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: They
presume to have a knowledge of the game
and infer that the man charged with the
responsibility of controlling the game knows
nothing about it.  Similarly with the
Lieensing Court; the members of the
ceurt are the umpires who have to make
the deeisions on the evidence placed before
them, and 1 fecl that the condition of
the trade in this State and the honesty of
purpose that has characterised the present
members of the Licensing Court justify
their continuance in office.

Item, salaries and allowanees, cte.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: Under this item
two amounts are shown, leave on retirement
£470, and extra  remuneration £291. On
looking at the Estimates for last year I find
that the amounts were £336 and £250. Those
were the amounts authorised by Parliament.
I wish to protest against those votes being
excessed withoul Parliament having an op-
portunity to know why they were excessed
and the purpose for which the money was
used. Generally the details are set out in
the statement of aceounts, hut on this oeea-

B
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sion ne details arec given. If we are
going to pass for payment eertain sums of
money, and then permit exeess over those
amonnts, the Committee should he informed
of what is heing done.

The Minister for Justice: They are only
estimates.

Hon, C. G. LATHAM: That is what we
pass. When they are exeessed, we should
know the reason. If the Minister is going
to put up that argument, the sooner we
close down the hetter. The Committee would
never have known anything about the item
T have referred to—the money paid to Mr.
Wolff—if it had not heen for the Auditor
General’s saying it was charged against the
wrong Vote. By Aet of Parliament we
transfer the powers of this House to dif-
ferent authorities, and the very little con-
trol we now have we are simply handing
over to the Minister, and we might as well
close down altogether. The day must come
when Parliament must secure hetter control
of the finances of the State. TIf not, we shall
geb into the same trouble as many countries
in Buprane ava in, Demannracins are f'm'“ng:
and failing fast; let members make no mis-
take about that. Ministers of the Crown,
irrespeetive of party, are becoming auto-
crats and dictators.

The PPremier: Sometimes they are slaves
to the system.

Hou. C. ¢. LATHAM: That may be so.
They have not the bhackbone to stand up
against it.

The Premier: Oh, yes!

Hon, C. G. LATHAM : The Auditor
General is our servant and not the Min-
ister’s, and in future when these Vaotes are
excessed he should give us the reason. On
this oceasion he has not done so.

Mr, Lambert: It might be a matter of
policy, The Auditor General iz not there
to deal with matters of poliey.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: He is there to
show what beeomes of the money. The
aceountant who makes up the statement, or
the Under Treasurer, or whaoever it is, should
show us the position. The Committee will
not oppose anything reasonable. As a mem-
her of the Chamber, I propose to tell the
Auditor General that in future T expect to
know from him the reason for excesses.

Vote put and passed.
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Vote—Licensing, £3,090:

Item, Salaries and Allowanees, £2,840.

Mr. RAPHAEL: I move an amendment—

That the item be reduced by £2,839.
There is no need to reiterate what I have
already =aid regarding my opinion of the
conduet of the court and my estimate of its
usefulness to the community. In assessing
the calary of the three members at £1 T am
being more than generous,

Mr. MARSHALL: T tried to peint
ouf, when speaking on the Estimates a

few evenings ago, that such a move
is  utterly impossible inasmuch as  the
court exists as the vesult of an Aet

of Parliament, and the only way to get
over the difficulty is to amend the law. The
hon. member eould have moved to reduce
the item to £1 as a protest. That is as far
as we ean go in that regard. In order to
get over the job I have in front of me as
quickly as possible I may as well say what
I have to say on this matter in speaking to
the amendment. There is an adage, “There
is none so blind as those that will not see.”
The Minister can safely be placed in that
category.

The Minister for Justice: There is also
another which says, “Wise men make pro-
verbs and fools qnote them,”

My, MARSHALL: Now we may got on
with the disenssion. The Minister's defence
was probably justified, having regard to the
very little knowledge the Minister has of
the licensing laws. I assumed that the Min-
ister knew something abont the old and the
new licensing laws, but after having listened
to him T have come to the conclusion that
he is not too conversant with either. Let
ma deal with the licensing laws as they are
to-day. T will deal with the investigation
to which he referred. The recommendation
of the Royal Commission—and 1 was in the
Chamber when the Lieensing Bill was
being discussed — whiech  Parliament  sup-
ported was the appointment of a licenses
reduetion board. Seemingly the Minister
did not know that. As a mafter of
fact, the Licenses Reduction Board did
ttle  but  reduce  licenses during  the
six  years it was in existence.  The
Licenses Reduction Board had no rela-
tionship to the present Licensing Court. The
argument advanced at the time the board was
created was that too many hotels had come
into existence, and this Chamber clung to the
suggestion that a licenses reduction hoard
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possessing  unlimited powers would be the
proper tribunal to eope with the situation.

The Minister for Justice: A licensing eourt
was also appointed under the same Aet.

Mr. MARSHALL: There was a court for
each distriet. The Minister inferred that the
present court wos the outeome of the inquiry
held at the time the Licenses Reduetion Board
was appointed, That is wrong. The Parlia-
ment of 1921-22 was inftuenced by (he posi-
tion that existed then, and felt the nceessity
for appointing a board to effect the necessary
reductions in lieenses, From what the Min-
ister said, members may think that Parhia-
ment agreed af that time to the appointment
of the present eourt. That is not the ease.

The Minister for Justice: Members of the
Commission supported the proposal to ap-
point a licensing bench.

My, MARSHALL: To bring ahout a ve.
duction of licenses. T do not want the Minis-
ter to mislead members who were naot in this
Chamber at the time.

‘Phe Minister for Justice: 1 wonld be mis-
leading myself if T did.

Mr, MARSHALL: My impression was e
wizhed the Chamber to believe that Parlia-
ment was influenced in ereating the court us
we know it to-day, wherens we were in-
fluenced hy the necessity for reducing the
number of licenses. The Minister and (he
memher for Kalgoorlic have used the same
old arguments that have heen used for years,
namely, that the Licensine Court has im-
proved the standard of our hotels.

Alr, Stvants: T can give yon prouf of that.

AMr, MARSHALL: Has the court improved
the standard of the United Serviee Hotel in
the heart of the ¢ity ?

My, Styants: One swallow does not make a
summenr.

Mr. Raphael: Has the dive in Barrack-
strect been improved?

Mr. MARSHATL: The Palace Tlotel, the
Savoy Hotel, the Esplanade Fote), the Fed-
eral Flotel, and others I eould mention were
built long before the Licenses Reduetion
Board was ereated, and they appear to he
modern hotcls, TIs not the Palnee THotel
thoromghtly up-to-date, and suitable in every
way for the purpose for which it was de-
sig;lcd? No hoard was required to bring that
into existence.

Mr. Styants: How counld the hoard have
created it when it had not heen hrought into
existence ?
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Mr. MARSHALL: The hoard could not
have improved the standard of our hotels at
that time hod it not been for the Aet that
was passed when the board was created.
Under the old Aet no magistrate had power
to eompel a licensee to add more rooms than
were required by the staft.

Hon. P. D. Fergunson: The public demand
brought about many improvements.

Mr, MARSHALL: Yes. I want members
to he fair and to refrain from giving the
court mote credit than helongs to it. The
Minister referved to hotels on the goldfields.
We know the standard that existed there
some years ago.

Hon. C. G. Latham: The court is eausing
people to erect more cxpensive buildings than
circumstances justify.

Mr. MARSHALTL: The Leader of the
Opposition should be careful. That is not
altogether due to the action of the court. So
many people are trying to get licenses be-
cause of the monopoly that goes with them,
that when tendering for a license they are
inclined to submnit plans and specifieations
for buildings quteide the reguiremeonte of the
district. Under the old Act every magistvate
who adjudieated upon the npplieation for a
license was no doubt influeneed by the fact
that each new license brought further revenne
1o the Staic.

My, Patrick: Did not ane warden actunally
say so?

Mr. MARSHALL: A specific figure was
charged for each type of license in the old
days. Magistrates naturally decided it did
not matter how many hotels came into exist-
ence, that men would not drink more because
greater facilities were offered to them, and
that every new license would hring £30 or
£60 to the Treasury, Hotel keepers could not
be eompelled to provide ecrtain accommoda-
tion and other requisites such as must he pro-
vided to-day. Prohably the conrt has en-
forced the Act fairlv fully, but a magistrate
could do se in the same way. There
would be quite a different picture un-
der the rule of magistrates to-day as
compared with their jurisdiction under the
old Act. If the magistrates took over the
work of the Licensing Court, they would,
it is said, have far more work than they
could cope with. I eannot speak for the
city, but anywhere on the goldfields magis-
trates do the bulk of the Licensing Court’s
work—all the renewals and all the polie-
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ing. That work would not be greatly in-
creased by their hearing applications for
new lieenses.

The Minister for Justice: The Licensing
Court hears some of those applications on
the Murchison.

Mr. MARSHALL: When the court fails
to delegate its powers fo magistrates. 1
do not know that any of our magistrafes
arve so overworked that the little extra duty
imposed apon them in hearing applications
for new licenses would be beyond their
capaeity. The Minister said there was
bound to he criticism of the Licensing
Court by friends of disappointed appli-
cants. I do not take that remark to my-
solf, for T have no friends who are dis-
appointed applicants for licenses. My eri-
ticism of the court is not inspired by any
feeling of that kind. But I have sat in
the court on two occasions at Wiluna and
Meekatharra listening to the chairman tak-
ing evidenee. All I have said about the
chairman I adhere to, as it springs from
my personal attendance at the sittings of
the court. After my last specch on the
suiyject of the Lsicensing Cuuri I received
cven telegrams of congratulation, in addi-
tion to letters. One letter accused me of
not attacking the chairman of the Licens-
ing Court vigorously enough. No applicant
has a kind word to say of the chairman.
According to the Premier, the board de-
cides on the evidence; but how ean it do
so 1f the chairman will not let an appli-
cant state his case? One applicant had a
prominent Perth lawyer appearing for him.
Presently that lawyer said, “Your Wor-
ships, as T am not permitted to present my
case, 1 will leave the court.”” The case
was never presented. Can a court adjudi-
cate fairly upon evidence if the court will
not hear the evidence?

Mr. Styants: Solicitors often walk ont
of court when they know they eannot win
a case.

My, MARSHALL: There is no foree in
that observation. The hon. memb~r inter-
jecting, in an apologetic way, defended the
chairman of the court, calling him an
abrupt man. The chairman refers to people
as “‘lHars”’ and tells them to ‘‘shut up.”’
That is typieal behaviour of the chairman
towards wiinesses. Another practice not
uncommon with him is to go inio hotels at
Meekatharra and Wiluna and tell fhe licen-
sees to hunt out every permanent boarder
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and ledger on the premises. He says the

law does not provide for permanent boar-

ders or lodgers, but only for travellers.
Mr. Lambert: That is true.

Mr. MARSHALL: I know it is the law.
Apparently Murchison miners must become
human camels in order to provide lodgings
for travellers. The miners have to main-
tain the bar by drinking. The chrirman of
the court shounld not go about telling land-
lords to hunt boarders and lodgers out.
When the Act was reviewed, we were careful
to sec that travellers were catered for, and
we finished up that work by providing for
travellers only. I resent the attitude adopted
by the Chairman of the Licensing Court and
I would certainly like fo see the member for
East Perth (Mr. Hughes) present a case
before him. I disagrec with the member for
Kalgoorlie (Mr. Styants) regarding the uni-
form poliey that would be carried out if we
had the old methods of administration under
the terms of the existing Aet. In my
opinion, a local magistrate would know much
more about the requirements of his district
than members of the Licensing Court who,
for instance, are never seen in the Murchi-
son unless there is an application for a
license. In those cireumstances, what ecan
the members of the licensing bench know
about lJoeal requirements there, more par-
ticularly as the chairman refuses to listen
to evidence when it is available? The mem-
ber for Kalgoorlie aceused members of lis-
tening to the complaints of people who had
grievances against the Licensing Court, and
suggested we were disappointed because our
friends had not succeeded in sceuring
licenses.

Mr. Hughes: And that some members had
approached the court!

Mr. Styants: Yes, and T stand by that
statement,

Mr. MARSHALL: The hon. member
shonld disclose their names here. Mine will
not be found among them. He attacks other
members who have atfempted to see that
justice is done to the taxpayers who have
had to go to.espense in conneetion with
applications made to the court. He can go
to the department, and go through files n
order to present the views of the cowmt and,
of course, he can do no wrong! He is justi-
fied in listening to the court’s tale of woe
and desires to do the court justice.

Mr. Styants: Who launched the attack
first, you or the eourt?
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My. MARSHALL: I am not dealing with
ex-parte statements or with what I have been
told, but am eriticising the court on the basis
of my personal knowledge of what has hap-
pened.

Mr, Styants: A most biased, lop-sided and
unjust attael!

Mr. MARSHALL: The hon. member did
not give ug the court's explanation regarding
the gallon license at Wiluna. He has access
to the files, hut he did not deal with that.

Mr., Styants: I will look into that matter
and get the explanation.

Mr, MARSHALL: Wiluna has a popula-
tion of 7,000 whe arc resident in four towns.

Mr. Styants: And it has four hotels.

Mr. MARSHALL: I do not know whether
the fourth hotel was establishal when the
application for the transfer of the gallon
license was lodged.

Mr. Patrick: There is a town in my clee-
torate with 500 inhabitants and there ave
thrae hotels and a couple of gallon licenses
ag well,

Mr. MARSHALL: The storekeeper at
Wiluna delivers goods to eustomers miles out
of Wilona. Although there is only one
gallon license there, the court refused an
application for the transfer. XNo doubt the
court can advance some explanation in justl-
fication of its attitude, just as any magis-
trate or judge can do so with regard to his
decisions. I have stated the facts, We have
heard talk of the honesty and integrity of
the members of the conrt. T will assume that
they are honest. Who appointed the eourt?

Mr. Btyants: Sir James Mitehell reap-
pointed the ehairman in 1930.

Mr. MARSHALL: I have no argument to
raise against any member of Parliament in-
vesting his money in any way le chooses,
buf I do take exception to the fact that any
man who has power to appoint the members
of the Licensing Court, has at the same time
invested his money in the liquor trade. I
take strong exeeption to thal.

Mr. Hughes: Some have shares in hotels
without having made any investment at all.

Mr. Styants: IHow many membhers of
Parliament ave in that eategory?

Mr. MARSHALL: I take strong execep-
tion to that, and I do not think I need go
any further, as members understand what is
behind my statement. There is only one
man who appointed that court, and I need
not say any more, If individuals who are
dependent upon a person for appointment
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or reappointment to such a court, later find
that that person has made an application for
a ligquor license, seeing that it does not
matter to the court or to the community
who seenres the license, whoe is likely to get
that license? Without casting any asper-
sions, I respectfully suggest that it is merely
human nature if the members of the court
are inclined to reciprocate. I frankly con-
fess thab if I were a member of the court,
I would be inelined to act accordingly in
similar eircumstances.

Mr. Styants: And you measure every one's
corn by your own bushel.

Mr. MARSHALL: I attribute to every
one just ordimary human nature.

My, Styants: You could not understand it
not being done.

Mr. MARSHALL: I have held respon-
sible positions and if I had cared to be dis-
honest, I eonld now he a millionaire. That
is more than the member for Kalgoorlie can
say. I have handled vast quantities of gold
and have nof lost a gramme. T have lived
an honest life and I cannot understand that
what is wrong for one person ean be right
far anather. Palities  is rotben from that
standpoint, and I eannot agrce with it. I
do not care whether it be a Labour or an
anti-Labour man, I deplore such an attitude.
I cannot help it. My disposition gets me
into bother because of that fact. If it is
wrong for the Leader of the Opposition fo
do something, it is wrong for me to do it. I
take up that attitude, and I do not care
where it leads me. T am just as honest as
has been any member for Kalgoorlie, in-
cluding the present member.

Mr. Styants: You said you were more
honest than T.

My, MARSHALL: No.

My. Styants: Yes, you did.

Mr. MARSHALL: The honr. member in-
fers that T am dishonest.

The Minister for Employment: No.

Mr, MARSHALL: I would not be here
to-day if I had been dishonest. My only
regret is that I ever darkened the doors of
the House.

Mr. LAMBERT: The outburst hy the
member for Murchison was remarkable.

Mr. Hughes: XNot as remarkable as the
one we shall get.

Mr. LAMBERT: It reminds me of my
veading of French philosophy. A French
philosopher said that he sinned to remain
pure, and if to sin is to remain pure, the
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member for Murchizon is pure. T think his
very useful contribution to the debate could
have been directed to the personnel and
possibly to the reconstruction of the Licens-
ing Court. In the discussion he showed,
sometintes in a vindielive way, that he has
a little knowledge of the licensing laws of
the State.

My, Marshall: You ounght to be an aunthe-
rity upon them.

Mpy. LAMBERT: I would rather he an
anthovity upon them than be an anthority on
nmany things upon which the hon. member is
an authority.

The CHAIRMAX: Order!

Member: The member for Murchizon is not
vindictive.

Mr. LAMBERT: Some 25 years ago, our
Licensing Aet provided that a local
magistrate, sitting with one, two or three
justices of the peace, should have authority
to grant licenses; and licenses were granted
indiseriminately, particularly on the gold-
fields, and some, of course, in the metro-
politan area. A Royal Commission was
appointed in 1921 or 1922 to inaguire into
the liquor traffie. I think the then member
for Perth (Mr. Mann) was chairman. T do
not know whether the present member for
Bunbury was a member of the Commission.

Ale. Marvshall: I will say e was not. He
was not even a member of Parliament then.

Mr. LAMBERT: The commission made
an exhaustive examination of the licensing
laws of Australia. Tt was found that the
licensing laws in foree in Victoria at that
time came nearest to what we considered
necessary Lo regulate the liquor trade in this
Stale. The Bill that was passed ab the time
has given a considerable amount of =atis-
faction, notwithstanding that the member for
Murchison finds much fanlt with it.  The
Licensing Court, even with iis defects, must
he given eredit for having done a job that
no magistrate could do. If the member for
Muarehison knew the anomalies that existed
under our licensing Jaws belore thex were
amended in 1921 or 3922—T1 do nof want
to go back

My, Marshall: Go back. I want to know,

Me. LAMBERT: If the hon. member were
to mo back, he would discover how many
anomalics existed at that time. I epuld stand
here for a week and speak about them.

The Minister for Employment: Oh!

Mr. Cross: Do not carry out that threat.
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My, LAMBERT: 1| had a motion dvafted
that the Government be vequested to review
the personnel of the court. I think that
possibly a very small part indeed of the
shocking exaggeration of the member for
Murehison is frue; but that is no reason why
we should revert to the old system. No
member of the House has made out a more
foreible case in favour of the Licensing
Court and our present system than has the
Minister. There is no question abont that.
Because some disappointed applicant for a
hotel license has made a complaint, that is
not to say the court is corrnpt. 1 know
nothing about the Licensing Court. anil
abouf those who make applieations for
Heenses. 1 do know, however, that the pre-
sent system is infinitely better than, I shall
not say the corrupt, hut wrong svstem that
prevailed previously.

My, NULSEX: T am sorry to
speak at this hour.

Mr. Marshall: YWe have often heen here
later,

Mr. NULSEN: But I cannot refrain from
speaking on the matter. 1 spoke the other
night on the policy of the court—nothing
else. I did not eriticise the integrity of the
members of the conrt; T eriticised what thev
were doing. T most emphatically vepeat.
on behalf of 80 per cent. of the people of
Norseman, that they object to a one-hotel
monopoly. The member for Kalgoorlie
doubted my statement about the vent.

Mr. Styants; One hundred pounds a weck.

Mr. NULSEN: Abont £100 a week. T
repeat what T satd the other nmight, that the
rent of the old hotel and the shop amounts
to about £100 a week. The hotel and shop
are connected, because the license was frans-
ferred from the Freemasons’ Fotel, T think
in 1934; and the lessce rented the old pre-
mises as well as the shop, and both natur-
ally come nnder the one heading. The renial,
as I say, is £100 a week, and if a ealeula-
fion be made, it will bhe found that the
owners have neavly reecouped their capital
expenditure. In any ease, would not the
hotel earry o capifalisation of half the
amount cxpended upon it?  Why should
these people have all their money returned
to them bhefore another hotel is erected? On
the other hand, I say emphatically that if
consideration is to be shown to the owners
to the extent of giving fthem the right to
recoup their eapital expenditure, they should
eonduct. the hotel themselves instead of Iot-

have to
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ting it, beeause the leszec is probably mak-
ing twice as mueh. Therefore, the eapital
wonld he returned in three vears at the ont-
side it the hotel were condueted on a pro-
per hasis.

I repeat that I have nothing af all to say
azainst the owners and the lessee of the
hotel. T candidly admit that the hotel eould
not he conducted hetter. At the same time
80 per cent. of the people want a second
hotel, and some consideration should he
given to their requesi. The whole of the
nunionists in Norseman have asked for a sec-
ond hotel, and have asked me to do my hesi
to get it granted. Against the B0 per cent.
who want the second hotel, not one of the
ministers of religion has objected, although
the hotel husiness is against their principles,
They agree that a sceond hotel should he
granted. T was speaking to Sergeant Archi-
buld in the street the other day, and he
oxpressed vegret that he had not seen me
hofore T spoke previously on the Licensing
Court. He said, “You conld have empha-
sised what vou said about the e¢hairman, who
was insnlting to me and cast a slur on the
integrity of the police of Western Austra-
Ha. You can say that from me for what
it is worth.” Some members are acquainted
with Sergeant Avchibald and know that he
is an outstanding man, eavnest in his work,
fair and just in every way, and by no
means a huily, Yet we have the chairman
of the Licensing Court abusing him and
chareing him with corruption. It is im-
possible to refute those faets. Is it right
that when an application is made for a
second hotel, the owners of the existing
hote] should apply to make additions for
one purpose only, namely, to block the
building of the seeand hotel? Does not that
indieate an  understanding Ybetween the
Licensing Court and the owners, namely,
that if dhey spend so mueh money in mak-
ing additions, whether those additions are
necesssary or otherwise, they will keep out
a sccondd hotel?

Mr. Styants: If the accommedation is
sufficient, what is fhe virtue in having a
seeond hotel?

Mr. NULSEN: Why should ihe residents
have to tolerate the inconvenience of a hav
crowied to the extent that this one is? Why
should all nationalities he forced to mix
in the one hotel? Why deprive the police
of the eontrol that could be exercised if
a sceond hotel were granted?
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AMr. Styants: Do not those men mix at
work?

Alr. NULSEN: Yes.

AMr. Raphael: But it is a different matter
mixing in liquor.

Mr. NULSEN: Quite different.

Hon. C. G. Latham: And there are other
matters, the size of the glass, the brands
of liquor, courtesy to customers, and all
those considerations.

Mr. NULSEN: That is so. It is not nice
for patrons to have to stand back and have
a pot of beer handed past four or five
peeple. No wonder fromhle occurs. Fur-
ther, the bar cannot be kept clean when it
is so overcrowded. T have seen over 400
people in the bars and adjoining rooms.
Such overerowding is not desirable. The
overerowding is not confined to Saturdays.
It oceurs on sports days, pay days——

Hon. C. G. Latham: And Sundays?

Mr. NULSEN: I would not deny that.
There are two sessions on Sunday-—one of
two hours in the morning, and one of two
hours in the afterncen, but unless a man
1s very thirsty it is almost impossible for
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to get a drink, but was unsuccessful, as the
bar was so erowded.

The Minister for Mines: Did not we lay
the water on fo Norseman a while ago?

Mr. NULSEN: The Licensing Court is
not consistent. The population of Norse-
man is about 2,500. The member for Mur-
chison said that the population of Wiluna
is 7,000. There arve four hotels at Wilupa,
but there is only one at Norseman. I would
not feel concerned if we had a second hotel
at Norseman so that a man would have the
option of patronising ene or the other.

Mr. Styants: Ave there 2,500 adults in
Norseman?

Mr. NULSEN: No, that is the total
population. If the court were ecounsistent
it would grant a second license at Norse-
man, seeing that it granted a fourth license
at Wiluna for a population of 7,000.
Greenbushes, with a  population of 900,
has two hotels. Bridgetown has a popu-
Iation of 2,000 odd, and has
four hotels. The court should be
consistent. I have no interest whatever in
the matter, except that I am speaking on
behalf of the people. I have not even a
friend desirous of applying for 2 hotel,
and have no connection whatever with any
one interested in getting a hotel there. The
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other day I received a letter from the Pros-
peetors’ Association signed by the chair-
man, stating that there were 50 members
of the association and the 50 wanted an-
other hotel at Norseman. Those people
are entitled to fair treatment, and I cannot
see any reason why it should not he
granted. We have only one hotel for a
fair-sized population, but when an appli-
cation was made by a well-known store-
keeper for a gallon license—his integrity
could not be doubtecd—the application was
refused. As the member for Murchisen
mentioned  these storekeepers travel 20
or 30 miles and deliver their goods, but
the Lieensing Court would not grant a
gallou lieense. There is only one billiard
saloon in Norseman. Some men on the
goldficlds are apt to be rough in manner,
though they ave good within, but there
are others who prefer a quiet game of hil-
liards and prefer to play with their own
friends. The Licensing Court, however, de-
clined to allow a second saloon. Evidently
the court considers that people can well
wait for their game. The existing saloon

pannast wansible poter for ol wh
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play. 1 repeat that the court is injudi-
cions and devoid of diseretion. 1 have
seen the evidence placed before the court,
and I maintain that on the evidence an-
other hotel is justified. The only opposi-
tion to the granting of a second license was
that of the owners and licensee of the
present hotel. I do not blame them for
their opposition; I do not blame them a
serap. The member for Kalgoorlie inferred
that there had heen contact with the
Licensing Court. T did go to the Licensing
Court. I took the seeretary of the A W.U.
in Norseman and we discussed the position
with Mr. Burgess and Mr. Barker. The
chairman was not present. We expressed
the opinion that Norseman warrvanted a
second hotel. If T had a chance again to
do that, I wonld do it, because 1 represent
people that want to be ireated fairly and
T consider I was justified in doing what I
did. T am quite prepared to accept the
responsibility for my aection and to tell
members of the Chamber exactly what 1 did.

My, Styants: Confession is good for the
soul.

Mr. NULSEN: Perhaps, if one were
guilty of a misdeed and wanted to eseape
the consequences, bnt I am not guilty of
dishonesty. What I did was honourable.

wich e
wigdl wil
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T certainly consider that Norseman was en-
titled to a hotel in preference to the grant-
ing of a license for the Captain Stivling
Hotel. People at Dalkeith do not have to
travel very far to Claremont, or a little
further down to Nediands, in order to ob-
tain the accommodation they need. But
at Norseman there is congestion and if a
man does not feel like pushing his way in
and getting splashed with beer, he munst
remain dry.

Hen. P. D. TFerguson: e coull go lo
Ralgoorlic,

My, NULSEX: Yes, or to Salmon Gums!
I do not advocate the abolition of the court
but I have spoken against its policy and I
ask the Minister to give consideration to
amending the Aet. Members of ihe court
have mentioned that they funetion only in
accordance with the Act and if that were
altered, they could review the position
from a different angle. Sinee the court
was ercafed the hotels have heen raised to
higher standard. I have had quite a lot
of experience in hotels, having travelled a
good deal. The fact that people have de-
manded better accommodation has had
something to do with the improvement. [
have no eompiaint against the accommoda-
tion. The improvement is probably largely
due to the introduction of the couwrt. If the
member for Ialgoorlie comes to my distriet,
he is going to play a lone hand.

My, Styants: T am not going down there.

My, NULSEN: I know the feeling of the
people and T am very sympathetic fowards
them. I give the hon, member an invitation
to discuss the position with me at Norseman
next Saturday. Then he will understand
the frue psychology prevailing therve. It i3
my intention fo represent my eonstifuents
and if more than 30 per eent. want some-
thing, T intend to do my best to obtain it
for them. I defy the member for Kal-
goorlie, or any other member, to deny that
not less than 80 per eent. of the people at
Norseman have asked for a second license,
to which T consider they are entifled. T
cannot support the memher for Vieloria
Park. T hepe the Minister will not he so
traditional and orthodox in his views but
will allow his menta] faculties to expand. I
hope he will not get inte a groove and take
notice only of what the eourt tells him. The
evidence the court has gob is only a precis,
It does nob take complete evidence. If the
Minister looked at the evidence available,
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he would sce that there was not much op-
position, When the police and the churches
are in favour of a second license, there can-
not be too mueh wrong,

Mr. MeDONALD: T was pleased to hear
fhe member for Kalgoorlic make a speech
in whiekk he put forward something of a»
answer on  hehalf of the Licensing Court.
Members are sometimes eoncerned abount
the fact that people who ocenpy offices
in the Civil Service, and partienlarly high
offices, can he the subject of abtack in this
Chamber and have no opportunity of reply-
ing. I do not eare what is said by one mem-
ber of the Chamber to another hecause he
is here aud has an opportunity of answor-
ing the eharges, but it is by no means desir-
able thai our eivil servants should feel that
they might be the subjeet of severe attacks
in this Chamber and not have an opportunity
of presenting theirv case and probably »
ecomplete answer to what has been said. I
do unt eare whether the member for Kal-
goorlie is right or wrong; he has done
something which is only natural and proper
juztice. T have intervened ab this late hour
chieflv to suggest that it would be a good
thing if we had a clearer conception of how
matters stand. Year after year we
have listened fo attacks on members of ihe
Ticensing Court, who have no memns of
replying. They cannot attend at the Bar of
this House and eannot put forward what

might he in some  instances  a
zood answer  fo  the attacks made.
A principle is involved in this matter. The

member who makes charges of this kind
should follow them up by a demand for a
Proper inquiry, which the people econeerned
should have an opportunity to attend. T
do not refer fo matters of poliey, for thev
can he ventilated in the House. All matfers
involving a suggestion of incompetence or
abuse of office are personal matters affecting
{he holders of the offices. One of two things
should happen. The Minister in  charze
should investigate the facts and hear what
is said by thoze who are attacked, and then
defend them in the ITouse. If the House
aceepts the Minister's reply on behall of the
officors eoncerned, that will he an end of
the mailer. Tf the HMouse does not aecept
the reply. some opportunity shouid be
afforded fo the people conecrned to prezent
their views. This business has gone on for
a long time. With the exception of the mem-
liey for Kalgoorlie, no one has yet spoken
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for the officers eoncerned, and Lhey have had
ne opportunity to deal with the points
raised. The Minister himself has not gone
into the matter. He has very properly de-
fended the people concerned, as he is head
of the department, but has done so only in
general terms. Apart from what the mem-
ber for Kalgoorlie has said, no opportunity
has been aifforded to the members of the
court to present their side of the case.

Mr. Raphael: The Bertie Johnston inei-
dents will take a lot of explaining.

Mr. MeDOXNALD: I am dealing only with
those who, hy the passing of the proposed
motion, will be deprived of their offices. I
do not intend to support the amendment,
for T do not think that is a right way to go
about it. The officers concerned were
appointed as a vesalt of the passing of an
Act of Parliament. That Aet we can deal
with,

Mr. Hughes: Then why go through the
farce of passing the Esiimates?

Mvr. MeDONALD: Whilst eofficers fill sueh

offices, certain  sums of money wust
ha  anvvonriated by meosng of the
Estimates. The way in which members
express their opinions coneerning  the
Estimates is by moving for shight re-

ductions which do not affect the amounts to
he paid to the oificers concerned, but serve
to mark the disapproval of the Committee
on matters of policy for which the Govern-
ment or the Minister may be held respon.
sible. T do not think the wiping out of a
vote or the making of a substantial vedue-
tion would be in accordance with English
constitutional practice as a means of declar-
ing that the occupants of a eertain office
were ineompetent and that the office itself
should be abolished.

The Minister for Mines: This is not 2
matter of policv, but a matfer of an Aet
that was passed by Parliament.

Mr. MeDONALD: We should deal not so
much with the offices held hy these people
as with the question of amending the Act.
To redure the vote in the way suggested
would indieate that the Commitiee accepts
as proved the statement that the officers
eoncerned have done something to warrant
the termination of their positions. I am
not prepared fo accept the situation in that
way. I do place every reliance upon the
good faith of those members who have
spoken, but T am not prepared to agree fo
the proposal of {he member for Vie-
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toria Park before the ocecupants of the
office have had an opportunity to be heard.
The member for Walgoorlie referred to
Press statements, and attributed something
to me I did not say. What I did say was
that in my opinion the time had arrived to
review the Licensing Act and that I held
the view that the work could be carried out
by a stipendiary magistrate without the as-
sistanee of a justice of the peace. Any
other Press statements printed in juxtaposi-
tion to my statement have nothing to do with
me, and I knew nothing about them until X
had read them. We might well adopt a
different method of dealing with this ques-
tion than we have adopted year after year.
Tt may be extremely painful to important
members of the civil service, and may cause
them pain that they do not deserve. I do
not propose to support the amendment for
the reduction of the item. I regret that the
member for East Perh should have weakened
any case he put forward by referring to Sir
Walter James and Mr. H. C. F, Keall.
Those two members of the profession to
which he and I belong have been too long
huuwa liets lo Do wssucialed with any ach
of conscious wreng-doing, even though they
may have committed some error of judg-
ment, such as any one of ns is likely to com-
mit at any time.

Mr. Hughes: You think they did not know
what questions to ask?

My, MeDONALD: Thosc gentlemen should
not have bheen brought into the matter,

Mr. Hughes: Why not?

Mr. MeDONALD: Tt has served no good
purpose, and it could not he helieved that
they would he guilty of any wrong.dotnz. T
oppose the amendment and if it is desired
to deal with the Lieensing Court, T hope that
will he done by some other means.

My, STYANTS: I wish to clear up one
or two matters. It appears that the mem-
her for Murchison is under the impression
that I sald he was dishonest. I speak
fairly plainly, and I leave it to members
to say whether I even inferred, let alone
said, that the hon. memher was dishonest.
The hon. member himself said that had T
heen placed in the positions of trust that

he had held in the community, he
would doubt my  honesty. That s
what he said about me. He also said

that if he were in the position of being
able to make something under the lap,
such as the position in which members of
the Licensing Court are placed, he was not
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too certain he would not have strayed off
the straight and narrow path,

Hon. P. D. Ferguson: 1 wounld not mind
taking a ticket on both.

Mr. STYANTS: The hon. member would
be right, too. I wish also to refer o a re-
mark made by the member for Kanowna.
I have a distinet recollection that in ans-
wer to an interjection in the nature of a
question by the member for East Perth,
the member for Kanowna said, ‘*They were
paying about £100 & week in reni for this
particular hotel.”> T have refreshed my
memory on the point, and ean say there is
no reference in the hon, member’s speech
to any vent being received for any build-
ing except the hotel in question.

Mr. Nulsen: I thought it was undersiood
that this was eonnected with the hotel.

Mr. 8TYANTS: My sole objeet in speak-
ing on this question was that I might take
up the cudgels on hehalf of those who,
because of their offieial position, were not
able to defend themselves, and to place the
other side of the case Lefore members. I
also made it quite elear that from my
knowledge of Nowseman I would say, off-
hand, that a second license was necessary
beeause of the population. But whether a
second license ts granted or not, I assure
the member for Kanowna, it does not con-
ecern me one iota. If the Norseman people
want a second license, they ean have it so
far as I am eoncerned. But eertainly I
shall not aecept the hon. member’s mvita-
tion to go to Norseman to convinee the
people there that a second license is un-
necessary. I am not wedded to the present
Licensing Court, or the system under which
it has operated for years. If anyone ean

show me some system that T consider bet--

ter, I might he inclined to vote for it, as
it is desirable to have something that
wil give more wiversal satisfaction than
apparently is the case with the preseni
system, Still, it seems that no matter what
board or court or method may be adopted
to decide on the granting of licenses, those
whose applications fail wiil impute ecor-
rupt practices to the eourt or board or
person as the case may be. 1 have cor-
reeted the misapprehensions in the minds
of certain members. The member for
Kanowna was quite fair in his critieism,
He did not impute dishonest motives to
the court, nor did he eriticise its person-
nel. He did eriticise the policy, whieh he
was perfectly entitled to do.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Mr. SAMPSON: I wish to indicate my
feelings and my impressions, and what I
have aseertained eoncerning the work of
the Licensing Court. I do not know the
members of the Court, and 1 do not think
I have ever spoken to one of them. However,
I do know the condition of Western Austra-
lian hotels, and am quite eonvineed that nnder
the present svstem of licensing, our hotels
are much better than was the ease hefore
thai system eame inte forece. Many of our
hotels were models of the way in which these
establishments should be condueted, hbuat
others agnin were not, and the work of the
Licensing Court has done a great deal to
put those cstablishments on a far hetfter foot-
ing. Hoteis have heeu greatly improved in
the bar, in the dining room partienlarly,
and in the sanitary arrangements, as well as
by the provision of rumnning water in the
rooms and of better linen. Beeause of those
facts ¥ feel that I could not conseientiously
sapport the amendment.

Amendment put and negatived.

Mr. JIVGHES: T move—

Thut the item he reduced by £1.

Mr. Raphael: I ealled for a division on
my amendment.

The CHATRMAXN: There was ouly one
voiee.

Amencdment  (Mr. Hughes’) put and o
divigion taken with the following result:—

;\\'(\g .. .. .. s 15
Noes .. .. . .. 20
AMajority against .. . D
AVES,
Mrs, Cardell-Oliver Mr. North
Mr. Doust Mr. Patrick
Mr. Ferguson Mr. Seward
AMr. Hill Mr. Walts
Mr. Hughes Mr. Welsn
Mr. Latham Mr. Willmott
Mr. Marsball Mr. Raphael
Mr. McLarty {Teller.)
Nous,
Mr. Coverley Mr. Nulsen
Mr. Croas Mr. Panton
Ar. Fox Mr. Rodereda
Mr. Hawke Mr, Spmpson
Mr. Hegney Mr. F. Q. L. Smith
Mr., Lambert Mr. Styants
Ar. Aann Mr. Tonkin
Mr. MeDonald Mr. Willcack
Mr. Millingten Mr. Wise
Mr. Needham Mr. Wilsoen
{Teller.)
PAIRS,
AvEs. NoEs.
Alr. Doney Me. Johnson
Mr. Keenan Mr, Collier
Mr, Stubba Mr. Troy

Amendment thus negatived.
Vote put and passed.

House udjourned al 1.11 a.m. (Wednesday).



