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was to fill the place of any Minister who
might go abroad. Somebody suggested that
it was going to be an annual affair, that one
of the Ministers would go away every year.
I should like to know from the Chief See-
retary whether that is really so, and if so,
which of the Ministers is to be the next lo
take a trip abroad.

The PRESIDENT: The proper plece to
ask for information regarding details of the
Bill is in Committee,

Hon. E. H. HARRIS: My idea was
merely to save time by asking the direet
question here and now. It is quite unimper-
tant to me whether we get the information
on the second reading or in Committee.

THE CHIEF SECRETARY (Hon. J. M.
Drew—Ceniral—in reply)} [12.32 am.]: In
answer to the hon. member, all I can say is
that Mr. MeCallum while away attended to
a great deal of the husiness of the State.

Hon. E. H. Harris: I want to know
whether we got value for the money, and
whether it is to be an annual affair.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: The hon.
member can determine that for himself jnst
as well as I can.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time.

In Committee, etc.

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

Read a third time and passed.

House adjonrned at 12.37 a.m.
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4,30

QUESTION—CHIET ELECTORAL
OFFICER, RETIREMENT

Mr. LATHAM asked the Minister fov
Justice: Is it his intention fo lay on the
Table of the House eopies of all papers
relating to the retirement of the State
Chief Electoral Qfficer.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE replied:
It is not the practice to place papers deal-
ing with the refirement of officers of the
Public Service on the Table of the House.
If the honourable memher will move for the
papers in the ordinary way I will be pleased
to agree to the motion.

QUESTIONS (2)—AGRICULTURAL
WATER SUPPLIES.

East Yorkrakine, Kodj Kodjin.

Mr. GRIFFITHS asked the Minister for
Agricultural Water Supplies: 1, Has h2
decided to do anything in regard to provid-
ing a water supply scheme for the East
Vorkrakine, the Kodj Kodjin, and near-by
areas? 2, Have noi surveys already been
made and plans prepared?

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURAL
WATER SUPPLIES replied: 1, A scheme
providing for reticulation from the Gold-
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fields Water Supply main, and which neeces-
gitated a charge of 1s. per acre, was sub-
mitted to the settlers who would be served,
but the required majority in favour was
not forthcoming. In any eveni it is con-
gidered that the eost per thousand aeres is
probably too heavy a charge for the set-
tlers to meet. 2, Surveys have been made,
Plang have not been prepared.

Norpa Area.

Mr. GRIFFITHS asked the Minister for
Agricultural Water Supplies: 1, At what
cost can settlers proeure a boring plant to
enable them to loeate waler supplies in the
Norpa area? 2, Can the department supply
men capable of directing the operations for
horing, and, if so, at what cost? 3, Seeing
that the conditions offered for the Belka
extension were altogether too expensive,
will he see what can be done in regard to
the proposals indicated in my previous
question of 4th December, 19287

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURAL
WATER SUPPLIES replied: 1, Hand bor-
ing plants are hired out upon receipt of £35.
The minimum charge for a period of three
months is £3 and £2 is held as a deposit for
the proper ohservation of the regulations
under whieh hand boring plants are loaned.
2, The department ean recommend to the
borrower of any plant a suitable man wha
could direct operations. 3, T have already
promised to give consideration to the pro-
posals referred to.

QUESTIONS (2)—RAILWAYS,
Survey of 4ft. 8Yain. Gauge.

Mr. GRTFFITHS asked the Minister for
Works: 1, What section has been surveyed
between Xalgoorlie and Perth of the pro-
posed 4ft. 8lhin. gauge railway line. 2,
TWhat routes do these surveys follow? 3.
Where can members inspect the survey
plans? 4, No any of these surveys follow
the surveved propnsed ronte of the Yarra-
monv Eastward railway?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS replied:
1 to 4. No further information is available
to the answers that were given to similar
question= that were asked by the hon. mem-
ber on 22nd November last.

TPrucking Yards, Boddalin.

Mr. GRIFFITHS asked the Minister for
Raijiways: Will he hear in mind the neces-
sity for trueking yards at Bodallin when
allocating the available funds for such pur-
poses?

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS re-
plied: Yes.

HOUSE COMMITTEE.
Appointment of New Member.

THE PREMIER (Hon. P. Collier—
Boulder} [4.34]: I move—

That the member for Wagin (Mr. Stubbs)
Le appointed to serve on the House Committee
in place of the member feor Katanning (Mr.

Thomson} diseharged from service on that Com-
mittee,

Question put and passed.

MOTION—STATE FOREST
REVOCATION.

THE PREMIER (Hon. P. Collier—
Boulder) [4.33]: T move—

That the proposals for the partial revoea-
tion of State Forest No. 4, Collie, laid on
the Table of the TLegislative Assembly, by
command of His Exeellency the Governor, on
the 12th day of Deeember, 1928, be ecarried
nut,

These proposals involve a small area in the
(‘ollic distriet known us the No. 4 State
forest. It ecomprises 47,220 acres of that
forest. The area that is involved in the
revocation is 80 aeres and it affects three
different sites, Tn the first place there is
a smell area of 1 rond 27 perches in Collie
an which has heen erected the Collie Road
Board offive. This office was on the site
when the forest was dedicated, bui was
overlonked. It is desired to excise this
small area on which the office stands from
this portion of the State Forest. The second
proposal embraees about 47 acres, near the
new Stockton coal mine. There was a mine
known as the Premier, which was closad
down, and a new one called the Stoekton has
now been opened. It is desirable that there
should be a townsite near this new mine,
so that those who are engaged in mining
operations may bave an opportunity to build
their homes adjacent to the mine.
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Hon. G. Taylor: How far is the Stockion
mine from Collie?

Mr. Wilson: [t is six or seven miles away.

The PREMIER: Theee is no land upon
which those who are working the mine ean
erect homes. Tt 18 desired to excise the 47
acres from the forvest reserve, It wil] then
revert to the Crown, and wili he disposed
of by the Lands Department as Crown land
in the ordinary way.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: Tt will revert
to the control of the Lands Department?

The PREMIER: Yes, and will he dis-
posed of in the ordinary way. The third
area congists of 33 acres. This will en-
able the Lands Department to extend the
boundaries of the Collie town site, and wilt
also cover land upon which a power station
may be erected. The Collie Munieipal
Counneil desires to extend its townsite, and
it is for this purpose that portion of the
area will be exeised.

Hon. G. Taylor: How many nacres alto-
gether?

The PREMIER: There will be about 18
acres for the extension of the town site
and ahout 15 acres for the area on which it
is proposed to erect a power station.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell : Erected by the
Government?

The PREMIER : Erected by someone else.
It will make the land available if a power
station ia erected. I do not know that this
will be done. Such a proposal is mooted,
and if it should he deeided fo go on with
the erection of a power station by anyone
clse, this area of 15 neres will be available,

Hon. G. Taylor: That will join on fo the
present town site.

The PREMIER : Yes, to the new area of
the town site, and next to that will be the 15
aeres. The whole area ir only 80 acres out
of approximately 47,000 acres,

Hon. 8ir James Mitchell: Tt is the first
time we have had a motion of this kind,

The PREMIER: Yes, hut there is pro-
vision in the Aet for it. Tt is probahle we
shall have a motion of this kind every vear.
As new areas are dedicated from year to
vear it i bound to be discovered that there
is need for the excision of some portions
for some particular reason. This is there-
fore likely to be an anneal event. Every-
thing is not foreseen when the whele aren
comprising a State forest is dedicated.

| ASSEMBLY.]

1lon. G.
area?

The PREMIER: It is dedieated for forest
purposes under the Aet. It was foreseen
that it might be necessary to revoke some
small area because there is provision
for doing so in the Aet, though it ean oniy
be done by a motion of this kind.

Taylor: This is in the limber

HON. SIR JAMES MITCHELL (Nor-
tham) [4.42]: T am sorry the Premier did
not bring down a map showing the land to
be cxcised from the Stante fovest.

The Premier: T thoueht there was one.

Mr. Wilson: I have a map here.

Hon., Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The
area is a small one, and no doubt it ix neces-
sary we should agree to this proposil. We
liave to reserve large areas of land for
forests, and within those areas there will
oceasionally be land that is needed for
settlement. We shall have to exeise some
portion of these reserves from time to time.

The Premier: TProhably for agricultural
purposes.

Hon., Sir JAMES MITCHELL : Yes.
Preserving as we are doing millions of aeres
of timber land, it is not likely that we shall
not inctude some that is wanted for other
purposes, and possihly some that is not
earrying mueh timher. T hope in future
that plans will he sunnlicd so that emhbers
may know exactly wlhere the land iz, Tt is
necessary to extend the Collie town site, and
to give the road board the right to the land
on which the office stands. When a new
mine is diseovered people must be allowed
to live somewhere close by and must have
land that is convenient to their work.
There is not much objection to the exeision
of 80 acres from the millions of aeres that
are held for timber purposes. I have no
ohjection to the motion.

Question put and passed.
On motion by the Premier, resolution

transmitted by messnge to the Legislative
Couneil for its conenrrence.

BILL—LICENSING ACT AMENDMENT.
(No. 2).

Second Reading.

MRE. MANN (Perth) [4.45] in moving
the second reading said: From time to time
as eirenmstances have required amendments
have been made to the Lieensing Aet. Tn 1922
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an amending Bill was introduced, the effect
of which was to tighten up the liquor laws
and to provide for the better control of the
trade. A Licenses Reduction Board was
consfitufed with power to deal with the
reduction of licenses and to do the work of
the licensing bench, A special police de-
partment was set up to administer and con-
trol the licensing laws. Both the Licenses
Reduction Board and the liguor inspection
braneh of the Police Department have done
excellent work. As the resuit of the opera-
tions of the hoard, the licensed hounses have
been veduced in number by 117. The poliee
have done splendid work in tightening up
the liquor laws and in securing better eon-
trol of lieensed premises. Inspector O’Hal-
loran and his staff have done excellently.
Twenty-five years ago when our population
totatled 226,000, there were 467 hotels and
96 wayside licenses. There was little change
in the number of licenses up to 1925, At
that time there were 457 hotels, a reduetion
of 10 in 17 years, and there were 91 way-
side houses, The licenses granted for the
latter type of premises arve practically the
same as those pranted to ordinary hotels,
except that there is a smaller licensing fee.
The number of hotels has been reduced,
and while there are probably suificient
licensed premises to supply the liquor por-
tion of the trade, there is no suggestion that
there are enough hotels fo ineet ihe con-
venience of the travelling publiecc. As a
matter of faet, there is not sufficient aceom-
modation for the publie and so acute did
the licensing hench find the position a few
years ago, that they i<sued instructions to
licensees that they were not to keep any
permanent hoarders so that there would be
adequate accommodation for the travelling
public. That has not proved effective be-
cause althouch licensees have refrsed to
take in permanent boarders, there is not
sufficient accommodation for the travelling
public either in the city or in the country
districts. In view of that position, the
licensing bench have wisely «tarted out on
a re-building and additional accommodation
campaign. They have instrveted the owners
of many hotels both in the vity and in the
country, that they will have to re-buil?® their
properties. T will eite the Imperial Hotel
in Perth, which is apparently well condueted,
the owner of which bhas been notified that
he must re-build the premises at once.
Tenders have been called for a sevei-storey
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building to cost over £65,000, The
position is that while some owners are
financially able to carry out the instruetions
of the bench, others are not in a position
to do so. They are not Snancially sound
enough themselves to undertake the work,
and they camnot secure reasonable finance
to enable them to do so because of the short
tenure between the dates of referenda. T
do not suggest that the referenda sheuld be
postponed for all time, but the object of
the Bill is to have the next referendum de-
ferred for five yenrs in order that the re-
building campaign of the licensing bhench
may be given effect to. The object also is
to give the owners an opportunity to seenre
reasonable financial assistanee that will en-
able them to carry out the instructions of
the bench. They cannot get it at present,
gither to re-bunild their premises or to pro-
vide the additions that the licensing beneh
have ordered.

Mr, Marshall: The security upon which
a licensee can raise money is the tenure of
the lease. ’

Mr. MANN: Of course it is. [ven
though the licensee may have a five years’
lease or the owner of the premises may have
leased it for that period, the financial insii-
tutions say that they will not advance
£30,000 or £40,000 to enable hotel premises
to be re-bmilt because the period between
referenda does not afford sufficient seeurity
regarding tenures, That is the position to-dav.
The public regnire additional aceommodation
boih in the e¢ity and in the country: the
licensing heneh Lave ordered it to be pro-
vided; the owners are not in a position
to vomply with those orders. For those reas-
ons 1 have brought forward the Bill with
the object of having the referendum post-
poned from 1930 fo 1933 so that the pro-
gramine of the licensing beneh may be car-
ried ount, subsequent to which the referenda
will be carried on in the ordinary course.

Mr. Sleeman: Where did this proposal
originate?

Mr. MANN: I do not know exaetly what
the hon. member means.

Mr. Sleeman: ‘Where did the proposal
to defer the referendum come from?

Mr. MAXNN:
hotels.

Hon. @. Taylor: Perhaps the temperance
people bad something to do with it!

From the owners' of the
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© Mr. MANN: There is no outstanding evi-
dence that there should be any objection to
the proposal, becausc at the latest referen-
dum taken in Western Australia in 19253,
those voting for prohibition totalled 41,000,
while those who voted against prohibition
numbered 77,000. A recent poll in New
South Wales showed thut those in favour of
prohibition numbered 356,000, while those
aguinst totalled 884,000. Another receut
poll was taken in Canberra where it was
found that those who favoured prohibition
numbered 223; those against prohibition,
3,000; and those in favour of the continu-
ance of the present law, 141. TIn 1925 a
prohibition poll was taken in New Zealand
and that showed a inajority against pro-
hibition of 36,000, while another taken more
recently there showed o majority against pro-
hihition of 132,000, Those results demon-
strate that the feelinygs of the peop'e are
not in favour of prolibition, but against it.
The figures I have quoted are undeniable, It
is considered, in view of those re=ults and of
the necessity to provide more adequate ae-
commodation for the travelling public, there
ean be no reasonable opposition to the Bill.
When the amended Act eame into force, it
was said that if the hotels were closed.
there would be a suflicient number of hoard.
ing houses and ecoffee palaces built to take
the places of the hotels that went out of busi-
ness, That has not heen the result, Since
those hotels were closed, no hostels or coffee
nalaces have been bnilt to take their places
So it is that there is a demand for incrensed
accommodation for the travelling publie, Tt
vannot be suggested, should the Bill be
agreed to, that there will be any inerease in
the comsumption of liquor or that it will
make for any pgreater sale of liquor. On
the other hand, it will make for hetter houses
and better conduet of those honses. The re-
venue from the liquor trade in 1923
amounted to £54,000, whereas in 1923.24,
subsequent to the passing of the amended
Act, it Tose to £G8,000. From that date un-
til the present day there has not been an
inereased revenue Pramm Hguor in proporti m
to our increased population. This has been
due to the excellent control that the police
have exercised over the liquor trade. I say
emphatically that the liquor laws are better
conducted in this State than in any other
part of the Commonwealth. Not only are
tlie hotels beiter condueted, but we have a

“
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better class of hotel than is to be found iu
any of the other States. It is our de-
sire that our hotels shall be still further iwn-
proved and 1hat is the object of the Bill. If
there was any evidence at all thai pro-
hibition was desired by the people, or if the
latest referendum had been carried by a
uarrow majority or even if recent prohibition
polls in the Eastern States had indicated,
merely by narrow majorities, the people’s
desire to retain lquor, it might be urged
that the people of Australia were in favour
of prohibition now. Ou the other hand, all
the availuble evidence goes to show that the
people of Australia are not in favour of
prohibition.  Coming down to more recen:
experiences in Western Australia, we have
it on record that the licensing bench have
ordered petitions to be prepared from time
to time showing the majority of electors in a
given area in respect of whieh there has
heen au applieation for & new license. Every
stich petition ordered by the licensing bench
has contained the signatures of between 80
and 90 per cent. of the people within the
given areas, and they have signified their
views in favour of hotel accommodation he
ing made available, Tn not one instance has
the applicant failed to secure the reguired
unmber of signatures to such a petition,
Tn view of those eirenmstances. T suemest
it is reasonable lo ask for a postponement
of the next referendum from 1930 to 1935
for the legitimate purposes T have indi.
cated. Such a postponement will enable the
trade to be further harnessed and tight-
ened un, better eatering arrangements to
be made, and more adequate accommoda-
tion made available to the travelling pub-
lie. Tt will not tend towards further con-
snmption of liquor, but, on the other hand.
in all probability will make for a lessened
sale of liquor because the people will use
hotels more for the purpose of acecommoda-
tion. The Bill is a non-party one, and is
introdueed by me as in my private capacity.
I have not committed anv members sittingr
on the Opposition side of the House to it,
and I put the measnre forward as reason-
able and one that is required. T want io
give some further figures showing how the
Act has operated since it was amended in

1922, Since that time there have been
closed 97 general licenses, 20 wayside
licenses, nine Australian wine and beer

licenses, three .MAustralian wine licenses,
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one Australian bottle license, two refresl:-
ment rooms, four spivit licenses, and 21
wallon licenses. At the end of this month
there will be closed a further instalment
of 10 general licen<es, one wine and beer
livense, and one Australian wine licenss,
Whilst we agree with the closing of a
large number of these places which wer:
not really hotels and did not provide ar-
commodation—many of them were just
drinking houses, and therefore it was quite
rizht that they should be closed—yet it is
now neeessary to provide greater accom-
modation, and for that reason I have intro-
duced the Bill, I move—

That the Bill he now read a gecond time.

MR, LATHAM (York) [52]: The worl
‘‘astonishment’’ scarcely describes the feel-
ing T have at the legislation introduced by
the hon. member. Only a little while ago
that hon. member presented to the Chamber
a petition carrying 14,000 names askino
that we should give effect to the early elos-
ing of licensed houses. For the hon. mem-
ber now to bring down legislation asking us
to amend Section 98 of the principal Aect,
and at this late stage of the session, ia to
spring rather a surprise on the Chamber.

Mr, Sleeman: Well, that is ffty-fifty.

Mr. Mann: Did vou object to the peti-
tion?

Mr. LATHAM: No. I do not know that
any objection at all was raised to it. Still,
one would have thonght that after the pres-
entation of that petition the legislation, if
any, introduced hy the hon. member would
have been in accordance with the desires of
the petitioners. Tnstead of that, this pro-
posed legislation will have no material
effeet on the petition, but it will take away
what the law has provided for those peo-
ple. namely the privileze of a referendum.

Mr. Mann: Not take it away, but merelv
defer it.

Mr. LATHAM: Yes, that is so. Tt may
be advantagzeons to the orzanisations
anxious to have a referendum. for it will
afford them time in which to strencthen
their finances, whieh appears to be essential
in the interests of this work. The hon.
member has given certain veasons for
hrincine down the Bill. He says it is in
order that the lecitimate purpose of th-
trade. namely acenmmodation for the pub-
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lie, shall be carried out and improved. Also
he says that the Bill will have the result ¢!
tightening up the system. Having lived
for many years in Western .Australia, one
might feel inelited to believe that the
question of necommodation was entively
bound up with the licensing laws of the
State. But when one travels abroad, es-
pecially in Canada, one realises that that
is of very little significance. T suggest, in
fact 1 am ecertain, that as good acecommo-
dation is provided in hotels in Canada and
probably nlso in America, as is to be found
in any part of Australia, including West-
ern Australia. To my knowledge none of
those houses in .America nor even in

Canada  ha< any Dars to speak of.
S0 T do not think we need worry
ahout the effect the Bill will have on

hotel aceommodation. Tf we had no liquor
licenses in this State, we would stili find
accommodation suitable for the travelling
publie. And if we had it not, this House
could make laws compelling hotels to pro-
vide proper accommodation. Thev eould
still he licensed, just as we lieense hoarding
houses to-day. So I do not know that the
argument advanced by the hon. member has
any great strength, As for tightening np
the system, the referendum will not make
any difference. This House appointed the
Licensing Board to deal with these ques-
tions, and that board can take every credit
for laving tightened uwp the system and
brounght about a hetter elass of hotel.

M, Mann: Thiz
nieasure.

Mr. LATHAM : And I think it would he
very unwise to tamper with that measure.
The hon. member has made out a very good
case for the spending of a lot of publie
money for the purpose of getting an expres-
ston of opinion from the people of the State.
I have never been able to understand why
we should have selected the ligmor question,
and that only, for submission to a referen-
dum of the people. If it is desirable that
we should have a referendum, in my view
the people demanding it should pay the
cost. 1 do not care who they may be, Al-
ternatively we could say that if there is not
a given number of voles passed in favour
of the proposals submitted at the referen-
dum, the people demanding the referendum
should then pay for it. It seems to me
wholly unfair that the taxpaver should he

House npassed that
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put to the expense of a costly referendum
when the facts are =0 overwhelmingly
ageinst the proposals to be submitted to the
electors. I shonld like to say a word upon
the rebuilding of the leotels. If it is the
intention of the Licensing Board to force
the rebuilding of so many hotels, either there
must be a tremendous revenue received hy
the licensees or else the policy of the board
will foree them into the hands of the brew-
eries, which is not desirable, or into the
hands of the money-lenders, which egually
is not desirable. To say the very least of
it, the board ought to go steadily when
foreing people to rebuild such premises as
those mentioned by the hon. member—I re-
fer particularly to the Imperial Hotel. Tt
seems to me an utter waste of money to in-
sist upon (be pulting down of that build-
ing and ask the owners to spend an addi-
tional £60,000. Either the trade must he
very remunerative or alternatively that
polisy will force the owners into the hands
of the money-lenders or of the breweries.
I agree thai much can be said for and
against the proposal contained in the Bill.
My reason for rising was to express my as-
tonishment that the form of legislation
brought down by the hon. member should
have been on the lines he has presented to
the House to-night; particularly in view of
the faet that a short while ago he presented
to the House a petition, an aetion that led
one to believe he was about to introduce
legislation ealculated to give effeet to that
petition. I do not know that we have any
right at this stage to go into the pros and
cons of prohibtion. When I was travelling
through America I found it was nearly as
easy to get whisky:

Hon, G. Taylor: What they eall whisky.

Mr. LATHAM: No, whisky of good
hrands,

Mr. Sleeman: As it was to get afternoon
tea.

Mr. LATHAM: T should point out to
the hon. member that usually the people
there drink coffee and ieed water instead
of afternoon tea; so he is just about quite
right when he suggests it was as easy to
aet rood whisky there as it was to get after-
noon tea. Only the other day T read in the
newspaper that some member of the
Senate in America had induced the House
to vote 550,000,000 to enforce prohibition.
It shows how ecostly it i3 to maintain pro-
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hibition even when you bave it. When I
was there, the presidential election was oc-
cupying everybody’s thoughts, I was
amnsed fo find that two sections of the
community, the prohibitionists and the hoot-
leggers, were both supporting the President-
elect. Both were ngreed as to who should
be the man to be elected.

The Premier: In this State we bave had
instances of opposing sections of the com-
munity entering into just such an unholy
alliance.

My, LATHAM: In Ameriea the bootleg-
wers and the prohibitionists were joined
together to get the man who seemed to me
to be totally averse to the one section
and warmly in favour of the other. I am
sorry the hon. member should have intro-
duced this legislation so late in the ses-
sion, for it is a matter to which very grave
consgideration should be given. The hon.
member said that when the Bill was before
the House two years ago we passed the
best legislation on the subject in Australia,
[n that I agree with him, Owr licensed
houses are just as well eonducied as ave
licensed houses in any other part of Ans-
tralia.

Mr. Mann: You must realise that there
is not sufficient aceommodation.

Mr. LATHAM: I am not going to say
that. T am not in a position to express an
opinion on that. For my part, I have al.
ways sueceeded in getting aceommodation,
and T have never yet heard any serious
complaints against the extent of the ac-
comnadntion available at present. The
hon. memher made a very serious statement
when he said the Licensing Board were
compelling people to put up houses of a
value that, to my mind, is unwarranted, If in
the future this State decides to try the
esperiment of prohibition, it will take o
very great deal to maintain those build-
ings erected at so great a cost. I propose
to listen attentively to what other mem-
hers may have to sav, but at present I do
not think the hon. member is justified in
bringing down this measare at so late an
honr in the session. He has not persnaded
me that there is any necessity for it, and T
do not know that T have heard the public
express anv desire for it. The hon. mem-
her might ask us to take into eonsideration
the drain on the finances of the State. For
I suppose the cost of running a referendwun
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would he nothing less than £12,000 or
£15,000, Certainly it is a fairly costly pro-
I am speaking now from the State
point of view, Then if we take the two
directly interested parties, numely the Pro-
hibition League and the Tirensed Vietual-
ler<” Association, all will agree that there
must be a tremendous lot of money spenr
hy these two bodies, moner that probably
could be used to considerable advantage in
helping the development of the State. Wheon
we passed the prineipal Aet, fixing the time
for n referendum, it was a distinet pledge
to the people that in five yvears' time they
would have another opportunity to express
their opinions. .As T have said, T have never
vet been able to understand why we should
pick out the liguor question alone for sub-
mission to a referendutn of the people. But
Parliament has decided that it is the right
thing to do, and so we should honour that
pledge. T should like to hear other mem-
hers on the subject of the Bill, because [
am not convinced that it would be a wise
thing to pass this legislation. Tt would be
a hreach of faith and, in any ecase, we
ought not to he considering it at this late
hour of the session. It should have been
introduced. if at all, at a mueh earlier date.
T rvegard it as a verv serious matter, and
T think the people asking that the law
should be given effect to have a right to
demand that we should honour our pledges.

LS

THE PREMIER (Hon. P. Collier—Boul-
der) [3151: WNo doubt the member for
Perth will reply to some of the points made
by the member for York, but whatever
our views on the merits of the Bill may
be, there is certainly no inconsisteney on
the part of the member for Perth. It is
the duty of everv member of this Hounse
to present a petition desired by his con-
stituents, and that does not in any way
bind him to support it.

Myr. Latham: T agree with that.

The PREMIER: On two occasions the
member for York expressed astonishment
that the member for Perth shonld present
a petition in favour of 6 o’cleck closinz
and then bring in a Bill to extend the
period for tsking the poll. There is no
inconsisteney in sueh aetion. One is nor
in anv way eommitted to support the pro-
posals contained in any petition presented
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to the House. The member for York said
he was not able to understand why this
partienlar question had been singled out
for a reterendum of the people as against
other important (uestions. It has been the
result of long years of organisation and
agitation by the temperance bodies of Aus-
tralia. Tt is contended, and I think rightly,
that this question, which has such far-
reaching effects upon the whole soeial and
econowmie life of the people, is ome that
should nat be decided by Parliament but
should be left to the people to decide. That
is the main point advanced in support of
the poll, and it has gained almost unani-
mous approval in all the States of the Com-
monwealth., T thoronghly endorse that
view., Tt is a people's question. It goes
right down to the root of great principles,
and if there is any question on which the
people should have a direct vote or veto, it
is the question of the continuance or other-
wise of the liqunor trade. When the meas-
ure was going through Parliament six years
ago, it will be remembered, it occupied
many weeks and every possible phase of
the temperance and trade points of view—
Mr. Mann: And the public point of view,
The PREMIER: Yes—and after all the
publie are the grent bulk of the people that
come lobween-—every point of view, I say,
was represented, T helieve that on the whole
an exeellent measure was passed. I should
like to support the view that the Licenses
Reduction Board have done good work,
Mr. Mann: And also the police.
Mr. Latham: They always do.

The PREMIER: It has heen contended
in some quarters that the hotels closed by
the board would have closed themselves
automatically, To some limited extent that
is a fact, but not entirely. Many of those
hotels would have lingered on for vears
longer. 'Those of ns who have had exper-
tence of distriets where the population ia
declining know that, when trade is declin-
ing, the worst evils become associated with
the liguor trade because of the desperate
straits in whieh licensees are placed in order
to make a living, There is no need to resoxt
to questionable methods of carrying en
while trade is flourishing and licensees are
doing well, but as has been the case on the
ooldfelds, when trade is de¢lining, it is most
difficult, if not impossible, even with the
most rigid police inspection, to make the
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licensees conform to the Licensing Act. The
board have donme good work in closing a
large number of those hotels many years
earlier than would otherwise have been the
case, The point made by the hon. member
regarding accommodation is an important
one. There is no doubt whatever that
whilst most of the country distriets of any
size have excellent houses of accommoda-
tion to cater for them, in the eity the pop-
ulation has altogether vut-grown the accom-
modation. At the time of the Royal Show,
during the Christmas holidays, and when-
ever there is a slight influx of people from
the country to the city, they have not only
to go to the onter snburbs but often they
cannot get accommodation in a licensed
house of any deseription, In order to get
accommodation they have to go into some
mesner lodging house where rooms are let.

Mr. Angelo: We are not singular in that
respect. All the capitals are the same.

Mr. Latham: It is the same in London
and Canada. Tn faet, it is the same the
world over.

The PREMIER: I do not know whether
it iz. Because there is ample aecommo-
dation in Canada apart from licensed houses,
that does not meet the situation in this
State. Our experience is that there is a
lack of accommodation where there are no
Jieensed homnses. I do not know whether it
is becanse non-licenzed premises do not
yield a sufficient return to induce people
to invest capital in them, but the fact re-
mains that without a license people seem
disinelined to invest any cousiderable
amount of money in the erection of coffee
palaces, hostels or other houses of aecom-
modation. That is nnquestionably the ex-
perience in this State and particularly in
Perth. I cannot understand what the hou.
member had in mind when he said that, even
if there were no licenses, we could compel
people to provide accommodation. Whem
could we compel to provide accornmodation?
No one. We cannot compel people to in-
vest money in the erection of buildings to
provide accommodation for other people.
The only eompulsion we c¢an bring to bear is
when we say to an individual, “If you get a
license to sell liquor, we shall insist as a
condition of that license on your providing
a certain amount of accommodation.” Take
away the license and what power have we o
compel anyone to provide sceommeodation?
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Hon, G. Taylor: None at all,

Mr. Latham: In other paris of the world
they do.

Mr. North: And you have to pay through
the nose for sucl acecommodation,

My. Latham: In Toronto there is a hostel
of a thousand rooms and no bar trade.

The Minister for Works: The people
would provide that on their own, not under
the law.

The PREMIER: That has not been the
expericnee in Australia, We eannot compel
anybody to ereet a building. The only in-
ducement to expend money in the ereclion
of buildings would be a belief on the part
of the builders that the business would give
them a suflicient return on the capital out-
lay.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: There is a large
temperance hotel in Adelaide,

The PREMIER: Nearly every city bas
some, but not sufficient.

Mr. Latham: The accommodation would
be much dearer as compared with accom-
modation in licensed houses.

The PREMIER: Probably it would be.
I do unot know that it is any deaver in the
coffee palaces of Perth than in hotels. I
think the tariff is about the same.

Mr. Latham: It is lower in the coffee
Palaces.

Mr. Mann: But would you hike to stay at
a coffee palaca?

The PREMIER: I have not bad much
experience of either. It is important that
the people should be permitted to have a
voice on this questioon. When the Aect was
passed in 1922 Parliament considered that a
five-year period was a fair one, Previous to
that we had had no experience of a State-
wide poll though we had had some experience
of loeal option polls. Hence it was thought
that the poll should be taken every five
vears. We had experience in 1925 when the
first State-wide poll was taken, and the re-
sult wags overwhelmingly against prohibition.
Having in view the result of the poll in
1925, are we justilied in postponing the eon-
sideration of thix ¢uestion for another five
vears? The majority against prohibition in
1925 was 35000. TIs there any ground to
suppose that tha! result would be materially
altered? Personally T do not think there
is. Our experience in the last three years
and our every-dav fudument do not justify
us in assuming that the resnlt is likely to
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differ very muech, if’ at all, from that of three
yeurs ago. 1f that is the case, as I believe it
is, 1 think we are justified in postponing the
poll tor another five years.

Mr. Ferguson: What is the cost of taking
the poll?

The vREMIER: A fairly considerable
sum. If the result were likely to be changed,
or even very mnch altered, the question of
cost should not be an important considera-
tion. The people would be entitled {0 be con-
silted even though it cost a lot of money.
But when it is going to cost u lot of money
and we feel confident there is not likely to
be any different result, we are justified in
postponing the poll. I know that temperance
people are keen on having the poll, and:
laving it perhaps oftener, but I am not in-
timately acquainted with fheir point of view.
1t seems to me that the temperance people,
or thosz who desire prohibition, will not
bring their goal nearer by trequent polls at
which they suffer overwhelming defeats.
Even in the political avenn, it a party get
a very severe defeat at an election, it takes
them years to recover from it. If the de-
feat is not so severe, they may recover
quiekly.

Mp, Latham: We shall have 1o see to that.

The PREMIER: I am speeking from ex-
perience. We suffered a severe defeat on
twu oceastons and as a result were in op-
pusition for long vears. Tt seems to mo
that if the poll is taken again in snother
two years or less and the result is somewhat
similar, it will increase the difficulties of the
people who desive prohibition rather than
assist those people. T venture to say that
those who fought on the prohibition side
three vears ago have not, even yef, re-
covered from the result of that poll. Cer-
tainly for a year or two they were knocked
clean out, so to speak. They hud not re-
vovered sufficient!y to get their organisation
geing  again.

Hon. +. Taxlor:
feat.

The PREMIER: The question of pro-
hibition or otherwise is not so much one of
a poll as one of edueation. It may be said
that the poll itself is a means of eduecating
the people, hut T do not think that is so.
Prohihition will he achieved, if we over
achieve it, only by long, persistent and eon-
{inuous education of the people. Person-
ally T was going to express the view that
prohibhition will never be achieved, mt that

Tt was a smashing de-
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might be going too far in the direction of
prophecy. I am expressing no hupe. ]
do not know the position in America: there
probhibition may he a suceess, or a partial
success. However, I can only imagive that
until there is a great change in the outlook
of the British people it will not be yiossible
to carry and enforee prohibition amongsl
them. My belief isx that if the world as a
whole ever goes dry, British countiies will
be the last to reach that possibly desirable
goal. For tho.e reasons 1 think the member
tfor Perth has made out o zood case, and 1
=npport the second reading of the Lill

HON. SIR JAMES MITCHELL (Nor-
tham) [5.32]: 1 do not propose t+ east a
silent vote on this question. I piloted the
prarent Act through the Hounse, and 1 know
the trouble I had then. I got ne heip from
anybody. I was reforming the liquos trafiic
und coming down with a beavy band on i,
but 1 received no help whatever Erom the
temperance people, who presamably id not
want reform. I got no help either from the
other people, who naturally did not want
reform.  Flon. members know the time T
had day after day for a long period piloting
the Bill through. 1 want to he porfeetls
clear on this question. 1 am no* a pro-
hibitionist. T am not inflnenced by either
the liquor people or the prohibition people.
I want to do what is right by the countey.
An hon. member said thi: House had made
A bargain with some persons nnknown that
prohihition polls should be taken from time
to time. The hon. member said sowething
that is not correct. Parliament saii thar
we should take a State-wide poll We
alveady had loeal option. In 1911 a mea-
sure was brought down by the Govemment
of which I was a member. That measurs
provided for local option. The temmeranes
people then said that there should he ne
money voted for compensation, but that the
trade might go on for ten year: longer
rather than that any compensation should
be paid for houses elosed. The trade il
o on for 10 years longer, and then « poll
was taken. Nothing happenad. Where hotels
should have been closed, not being required,
ihey were not elosed. Where it did
not matter much, they were closed. The
temperance people then asked for a State-
wide poll, and I was always in favour of
that if there was a poll at all. Aeccordingly
T introduced the State-wide poll into the
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measure. The question of prohibition was
submitfed to the people, with the resolt that
the Premier has mentioned. I believe it i-
right for the House to see that if ligyuor be
sold, it is sold under the best possible con-
ditions, The Act as it stands does provide
that no one under the age of 21 years shall
be served in hotels. It is the duty of the
police to enforee that. The Aect says that
the city of Perth shall be kept dvy from
9 o’clock on Saturday vnight until ¥ o’clock
on Monday morning. That provision was
opposed by the temperance peéople when the
Bill was being discussed, However, the pro-
vision has dome a power of good. Since
1923 the liquor trade has been effectively
controlled. I do not say that the coutrol i
perfect. Tn some places there is 3 little
laxity, and that ought to be reclified, How.
ever, except in o few places the cantrol is
very good indeed. Something has been said
about aceommodation. Under onr law, if
a license is granted, accommodati-n mus®
be provided. T do not know whether the
accommodation would or would not be pro-
vided without a license. On the other hand,
if all licenses were abolished, acecmmoda-
tion would, T suppose, be provided. ! know
that in Adelaide there is a temperance hotel,
a magnificent building. I do not know how
that establishment sueceeds.  Soull Auns-
tralians interested in the temperance ques.
tion erccted it. That seems to me a 1ob the
temperance people might do. If they would
provide accommodation, piobably Thotel:
wauld not be patronised. I have known
temperance people—men who have never
taken drink—to sign a petition in favour of
opening a hotel simply becaunse there was no
accommodation in the place and no one
would provide it. Tf anyone had provided
even a decent hoarding-house, these men
would have opposed the grantiny of A
lircenze. But hecau<e no one did it, «thone™
mony Jeople talked ahout temperanee, tha
lieense had to he granted. The memler for
Yark (Mr. Latham) said somethinx ahonr
the cost of the poll. Tt is imnortant that
monev should not be wasted, but T do not
think the cost shonld in this instanes he the
deciding factor. We ought to consider all
the circumstances connected with the fak-
ing of a poll—T repeat, all the circum-
stanees. Parliament has =aid that periodi-
cally the people shall have the right te votn
on this question. I have no objection at all
to the people having the right peri-dicallv
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to vote on tle guestion, but 1 do not see thai
there is anything to be gained by takine
polls frequently, particularly in view ol
their heavy cost. Apart from thal aspeet
a great deal of rotten feeling is engendered
whenever this question comes up. It is
tnade a political question. As I said, 1
had to work very hard indeed to secun

reform of the liguor Ilaw. T had =
very unpleasant fime with a’i  fhe
people, temperance and otherwisz, and
with the House too. After [ had

reformed the law, afier T had done my besi
to stroighten the thing wp and make people
obey the law and see that licenses were re.
duced, the next thing that happened was
that a special delegation was sent to Nor
tham te oppose me bhecauvse T had dared t¢
amend the law and dared to work a reform.
T am not a prohibitionist, but T am a re-
former, and if the Licensing Aect is not pro-
perly administered I shall have no hesita-
tion at sll in amending it so0 as to make
it more stringent. Because I am not a pro-
hibitionist I do not say that no one should
be a prohibitionist, or that a poll should not
be taken on the question periedieally: hnt
I do say that whenever the question doer
erop up we have extreme unpleacantness,
absolute unfairness, and a deal of pesitive
lying by some people about the work of
others; and this lying is sometimes in li-
ters to the Press. T have always made my
attitude on the question perfectly elear and
perfectly understood. I think I have de-
served neither the hostility of the peopl
who want the liguor trade controlled nun
the hostility of the people who want it
wiped out. I have not had hostility from
the sensible, decent rank and file, but I
have had a lot of it from the intemperate
temperance people. This is a question
on which we ought to he perfectls frank.
I believe the liquor trade will continue
for all time. T do not believe the people
will have tleir freedom taken away from
them. T do not helieve that people will
want aoyone fo say to them, “You shall not
have a glass of beer if vou want it.”’ The
freedom of the people ix dear to me; ami
since the liquor law is likely to be what it
is for a long time to come, I think all those
who are rightminded should agree that striat
administration of the law i= neeessary.
The Premier has spoken in support of the
Bill and made his position qnite clear. I
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catirely agree with him that if we took o
poll te-morrow, the result wonld not be any
difterent from that of ihe poll taken in
1925, L doubt if the vesult would be differ
ent in 10 years™ time. 1t wonld be, no doubt,
it the hotels were not properly run.  The
only advantage | see in taking the poll
lies in the fact that it holds a threat over
thuse who run hotels that if their establish
ments are not properly conducted the people
may wipe them out. But so long as hotels
are properly conducted, so long as the law
is oheyed and there is no drunkenness, |
doubt if the people will ever earry prohihi
tion, T do not know that there is need for
me to reply to the member for York, bu
that hon, member got a little off the track
ot ome or two things, If he wants to intro
dnee a Bill that will give effect to 6 o'clock
closing, there is nothing to prevent him
tron doing so.

My, Latham: I did not sugeest T was go
ing to do that.

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: There i«
nothing to prevent the hon. wmember doin
that.

My, Latham: As o matter of fact, T dis-
agrer with 6 o'clock elosing.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: |1
thought the hon. member wanted the op-
portunity to support 6 o’¢lock closing. Bud,
in any eveuf, there is nothing to prevent
any member from introducing a Bill to bring
ahout 6 o'eloek closing. Tf any hon, member
believes 6 o'elock eclozinge to he right, -
will of eourse introduee a Bill to that effect
There is every reasonm why he should

Mr. Latham: T do not advocate it.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The
member for Perth (Mr. Manu) brought »
petition here, and T hope he will hring any
other petition sirned by an important numn-
her of the eleetors of this State. TE T
thanght, with the hon. member, that au
agreement had been made with anybody that
anvthing would be done at a stated peviorn,
T would keep the agrcement.

The Premier: No agreement haz bhe-n
made.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: There
was no one to make an agreement with. |
do not believe in a referendum. Tn faet, I
think the House onght to take the full re-
<nonsibitily of doing what is right in this
neirter and in all matter.  If we believe
that Heunor iz bad, then we ought not 1o

hecitate to act acecordingly. Bui we can
muke no bargain with anybody, simply be-
envse there is no oune to make a bargain

with.. The prohibitionist of to-day
may Dbe the man whoe wants a glass
of leer to-murrow, and so how can
we make a Dbargain with bim?  The

poll is taken every five years and will
be taken periodically at stated tumes, noz
necessarily five years. [ hope it will con-
tinue to be takenm, becanse if the Govern-
ment should become inactive in the admin
istration of the law, the people would then
have o =ay, and that in itself would have
a steadying effert on the holders of license .
1 am proud of the faet that so mauv
lirensed premises have bheen closed, not
only hotels, but also wine saloons. In &
matter such as this, everyhody is perfeet’s
free to act as he thinks proper.  YWhen I
brought in my Bill, T was the only membe:
of the party actually pledged to support i-.
My Ministers were perfectly frec to vote n-
they liked.

AMr. TLatham:
Cahinet 9

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Of
course it was, but Ministers were perfectly
free to vote as thev thonght proper.

Tt was not submitted io

MR, GRIFFITHS (Avon) [547]: The
argument advanced by the member for
Perth that the holders of licenses should
be allowed more time, should not worry the
licensees very wmeh: for the reason thal
the polls that have heen taken have been
so astonishingly against prohibition an.
partieularly so in Western Awstralia, and
therefore we need have no fear of its com-
ing into force in onr time, But T object to
what the Premier and the Teader of the
Oppesition  stated. Though they declared
no promise had heen made, we cannot get
away from the fact that the law provides
that in the vear 1925, and in every fifth
vear thereafter, on a date to be fixed by
proclamation, a poll of the electors shall
he taken. Having been passed by Parlia-
ment, we cannot now say that an implied
promise was not made to the prohibition-
ists.

Hon. 4, Taylar: No.

Mr. GRTFFTTHS : Tndonbtedly a prom-
ise was made that in every fifth year »
noll wonld he taken. T do not believe m
prolihifion, bt at the same time havine
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passed a law to provide for a poll in every
tifth year, we should carry out that law.
I intend to vote against the Bill.

MR. DONEY (Williams-Narrogin)
[749]: I admit there is a great deal of
wisdom in what the member for Perth has
said in support of the Bill. I am not con-
eerned, however, with the merits or demeril
of his proposal, but I do complain of the
hurry that swerounds the introduetion of
the Bill. T think a little picee of rush
leislation like this should have no chance
of suscessfully appesling to members. A
definite undertaking has been given to the
publie. The member for Avon has made
that plain. The 1922 Aect sets out guite
clearly that in every five years the matter
shall be referred to the people. Why not
stick to that? Tt seems to me quite a
proper thing that an appeal should be so
made to the people on such an important
sneinl question, so that their views may he
pertodically ascertained. T do not see that
anything has happened recently to justify
50 radieal a change as that outlined in the
Bill. Tn any ecase, there is no veason for
the suddenness of the attempt to rush the
Bill through at the end of the session. Tt
seems to me to be altogether unfair to the
public with whom we have made a con-
traect. The Aet stands as a sort of moral
policeman to keep the trade within legal
limits and I regard it as a necessary piece
of corrective machinery. Tt has been the
habit to refer such questions to the people
and T see no reason now to depart from the
practice. Tt is quite probably the case as
many members have suggested, that if the
question is again referred to the people we
shall have practically the same result as we
had a few years ago. Still, in fairness to
those who are opposed to the liquor trafiic,
the promise that the poll should be taken
every five years should be rept. It is far
better that the people should decide in-
stead of the matter being determined by
us in Parliament. My prinecipal complaint,
as I said at the outset, is the great haste
that seems to be surrounding this business.

MR. J. MacCALLUM SMITH (North
Perth) [5.531: [ intend to oppose +he Bill
and I regret very much having to be in op-
position to the hon. member on this oceasion,
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but I really think he is acting on wrong lines
altogether. The questions of prokibition
and the evil of drink do oot enter into the
discussion at all. What we bhave {o con:
sider is, whether we shall not be committine
a breach of faith with a great section of the
community if we pass the Bill. My firs
objection to the Bill is the lateness in bring
ing it before the House. As is well known,
Parliament is about to adjourn, and conse.
quently, there is very little time to discu-
the proposal or give it the attemion i
should receive. Furthermore, the publi
have had very little opportunity to discus-
the merits of the Bill. It has been the
practice, not only in this State, but through-
out Australia, for the liguor question to h¢
left to the people to determine. <n thic
vecasion the member for Perth apparently
thinks that the Bill should be passed in the
closing hours of the session and that the
public should not have an opporturity te
deal with it.

Hon. (. Taylor: We have had some
letters, and sirong ones too.

Mr, J. MaeCallum SMITH: Some of
us have not even had time to opeu those
letters, let alone discuss them with the
electors so as to hear their views,

Hon. (. Taylor: I have had mine thres
or four days and have had time to digesl
them.

Mr. J. MaeCallun SMITH:  There
may be a few more in the hon. member’s
box, and if he read tho:e he might change
his views. At any rate, an importan:
alteration such as is suggested shonld not he
submitted to Parliament in its closing hours.
There is no need for it; we s<hall hav:
plenty of time to discuss it nexi
session.  The hon. member would Le well
advised to withdraw the Bill and sobmit it
aeain next session. In the meantime it
would be possible for us to ohtain the
opinions of various organisations in the
State. It is quite frue that the uvenera
opinion is against prohibition. I mxeelf am
not in favour of it and I think the weneral
opinion thronghout Australin is assinst it
At the last poll the people showed in no un-
certain manner how they stood, inasmuch a-
75,000 voted agzainst prohibition and 41,000
in favour of it. T am quite certnin that
when the next referendum is taken in 1930
—and I hope it will be taken in that year~
the vote will again be emphatieally againct
prohibition.



My, Mann:
point.

Mr. J. MaeCgllum SMITH: 1 am
and the hon. member has not advauced aun
argament to induee me to alter my views.
New South Wales recenily took a vote on
prohibition and voted strongly agwnst il
We know aiso that Canberra has gone wet
and New Zealand is doing likewise. Tt is a
foregone conelu~ion what onr 1930 vute will
be, One of the hon. member’s arsuments
against taking the vote in 1930 is that ithe
State will save a eonsiderable sum ol money.
I do not ihink he mentioned the amonnt,
but I have heard it said that the cost of the
poll iz something like £15,000. That is «
large sum of money, and if possible it should
be the duty of this Hounse lo frv to prevenr
that expendifure. T wonld point aat that
we could save even larger sums of money
by making alterations in our laws snd we
would not run into such eonfliet with a Jarec
section of the community, We eould extond
the life of Parlinment from threv fo five
vears., Tt is costing the country a good dea!
of money to hold elections every three veave.
The last election showed that the people
were quiie satisfied with the members who
had been serving them in the previcus Par-
ltament since all, with one or two exeeption-
only, were refurned by substantial majori-
ties. Thus we have a sufficient aronment
For extending the life of Parliament to five
vears and saving the State a econsiderabl.
stim of money. The memher for Perth
argued that the risk of prohibition heine
carried is interfering with the financing o'
hotels, and the earrying out of alicration-
suggested by the licensing benech. T have
made some inquiries and I have no? heen
able to ascertain that suneh is actnally the
ease.

Mr. Mann: Do you know that tle land
lord of the Australin Hotel lost that pre-
perty when the building was finished ?

Mr. J. MacCallum SMITH: T defv
the hon. member to quote a single instance
of a licensee having had trouble in arrans-
ing finance merely beeause of the risk of
prohibition eoming into foree.  FEveryere
rnows there is no such risk. Suappose the
on. member carries his Bill and {hat there
s not a referendum held for znother tfer
ears. Then in eight or nine years’ time the
on. member will again rise in his scat and
dvance the same argument in favoor of a
urther postponement of the poll.

You arve convineed wn that
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Mr, Panton: You are an optitmist.

Ay, J. MacCallum SMITH: . The hon.
meinber’s argument will not hold waper. My
main reasonfor oppesing the Bill is that it is
a detinite breach of contract, The section
dealing with the referendum was put into
the present Aect at the instigation of a large
section of the comuunity. I see members
shaking their heads in dlbupprcwal They
know thﬂt a great many voies in the House
were influenced by the promise that the
temsperance party and the churches would
have a rcferendum in five years.

Hon, &, Taylor: And for five years for
all time, according to you.

My, J. MaeCallum SMLITH: 1 did not say
that.

Hon. G. Taylor: That is what the Act
says, for all time, like any other legislation
nntil it is repealed.

Mr. J. MacCallum SMITH: I suggest
that the hon. member should introduce a
Rill to provide that when the referendum is
taken the question should be submitted to the
clectors, “Do yow wish to veferendum ex-
tended from five years to ten yearst?” The
people would then decide whether or not it
should he extended.

Hou. G. Taylor: They may say, *“No
more.” That is what they would say ae-
cording to the voting in the past.

Mr. J. MaeCallum SMITH:  Suppose
they did, they would be right in the eyes ol
the hon. member. This seetion was put inio
the Aet after many years of stremuous fight-
ing. Tt was a sort of compromise. We sealed
that compromise by an Act of Parliament,
whieh should be & binding contract. If the
hon. member wishes to get the referendum
extende] for another five years, the people
should be asked to decide that question. That
is the proper method to adopt. I am
strongly opposed at this late hour to a
Bill being introduced to amend an Aet of
TParliament which should be sbsolately bind-
ing upon us. Suppose we extended the re-
tferendum for another five years, we should
be giving to the trade a very fine conces-
sion, one which might be expressed in
pounds, shillings and penee. This House is
not jnstified in giving such a concession to
the Hgmor trade. 1 shall, therefore, oppose
the second reading of the Bill.

MR. ANGELO (Gascoyne) [6.3): In the
course of his remsarks, the Premier reminded
us that when the Bill was passed in 1922,
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weeks were spent in its deliberation. All
view points were taken, and members who
opposed the Bill went thoroughly into the
matter. They were the view points of all sec-
tions of the eommunity. After a long de-
liberation, we passed u measure to provide
for a poll to be taken every five years. 1
cannot ngree that that is not a definite pro-
mise to the people who want prohibition. I
am not a probibitionist, and would not vote
for it if a Bill came down to-morrow, but 1
do believe in honouring even a scrap of
paper,

Hon. G. Taylor:
gument,

Mr. ANGELO: The hon. member is ea-
titled to this opinion. Mine is that we made
a promi-e to the prople who desired prohibi-
tien. IPor that reason I intend to oppose the
second reading of this Bill. I would wel-
come a similar Bill next year when we might
have an opportunity to discuss it at greater
length, and perhaps henr further arguments
in favour of it. This afternoon the ques-
tion of the vote in New South Wales was
referred to. T do not take any notice of
that. 1t was an impossible vote. If the poll
for prohibition had heen agreed to, the Gov-
eritntent would not have been able to finance
it. They would have requived to ask Par-
liament by legislation to do away with it.
and it would have eost nearly £40,000,000
to bring into force. It allowed compensa-
tion not only to publicans but to everyonc
eonnected with the trade, down to the yard-
man. QOurs is a totally different measure. ]
am pleased to =ce a poll taken now and
again.  Statements have Leen made about
the improved condition of owr hotels. The
fact that a poll is taken every five years
has had a great deal to do with these im-
provements. So long as it is understood
that a poll will be taken every five years, our
hotels will be better conducted. This will
make the publicans and others more earve-
fal to see that they manage the hotels more
in eonformity with the desire of the people.
They get practically a monopoly in the sale
of liquor, and it is their duty to provide the
accommodation that the Act insists upon in
return for this privilege. It is said that the
taking of a poll will have an effeet upon the
tinanees of some of the hotelkeepers. There
does not seem to be much trouble over
those who have to effect eertain improve-
ments to their establishments, although it has

That is a fallacious ar-
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been known that s poll would be taken ir
L930. There is no need to take that point
into consideration. The hardship in the
eaxe of some of the city hotels has beon
referred to. It is stated that ome hotel
proprietor has to spend ahout £60,000 i«
Fulfill the requirements of the Licens.
ing Act, [f one man cannot afford tc
do this, why does he not follow the
example set in the bigger cities where large
residential hotels are reywired, and fioat bis
concern into a eompany? Nearly all the
big hote)s in Melbourne and Sydaey are in
the hands of companies. The money comes
in and the accommaodation is provided. It
the expenditure does not eome within the
range ot a single individual, it does com:
within the range of a corporation.

Mr. Mann: Would you compare the
tariffs in the Fastern States with the tar
itfs hore? Ave they not 100 per cent.
higher?

My, ANGELQ: No,

The Minister for Mines: 1r is 245, a
day for bed and breakfast in the Fastern
States.

Mr. ANGELO: There is onc thing the
visitor can get in the Fastern States that
he cannot get here; he can pay for his bed-
room and have lis ieals where he likes.
T should like to see that introduced here.

My, Maley: You can do it here.

Mr. ANGELO: When in Syduey, 1 stay
at an hotel that iz patronised by country
people. I have stayed there off and on for
seven vears and have had wno complaints bn
make, T refer to the Metropole. It has nearly
500 rooms, and one can get a room there for
is. & day, meals being extra.

Mr. Stubbs: So you can here.

Mr. ANGELO: T was not aware of thai.
Tt seems hard to have to pay a big tariff
and not be able to take advantage ol if.
Many visitors to Perth go about the town
and see their friends, and no matter if they
are ah-ent from the hotel, they pay the full
tariff. T do think we have made a definite
promise.

Hon. €i. Taylor: You are wrong.

Mr. ANGELQO: The hon. membar has
told ns that 17 times already., If he .aid
it 71 times, it would not alter my opinion.

Hon. G, Taylor: T could not help chat.

Mr. ANGELO: The hon. member cannot
help that. 1 wonder what the public would
say if he were to bring down an ainend-



ment to the Eleetoral \ct as suggested by
the member for North Perti. Thart states
definitely that we must 2v to the pull every
three years. This promise is on somewhat
similar lines. If we break oune, we can
break the other.

Hon. G. Taylor: Oh!

Mr. ANGELO: The mewber for Perth
bas been ill-advised to introduce this Bill
now. It is bad tacties. It the vole azainst
prohibition is to be carried in 1930, what
does it matter if it costs a few ithcusand
pounds?  The monev will all revert to the
pockets of those who ¢arn a few day's
wages in printing, ete. It does not go out ot
the State.

Heon. G, Taylor: That is a statesmanlike
aititude!

Mr. ANGELO: We shall not lose very
mueb by it. [ think we should stand by

the Aet, and I eannot, therefore, vote for
the Bill.

MR. DAVY (West Perth) [6.12]: 1 had
intended merely to vote in favour of the
Bill, but T cannot allow the statements of
the last two members who have spoken,
to go unchallenged. I gnther that the
member for North Perth eandidly admils
there is no chance of prohibition being car-
ried at the poll in 1930. What we have to
consider, therefore, is whether there is
some good reason for helding the poll then,
which must fail in the objeet entertained
by the people who are responsibie for the
opposition, . poll, apart from its Honucial
aspect, and the waste of time, is not a
zood thing for the community. It causes
a great deal of heat and conflict between
persons holding opposite views. Tt wastles
1 fot of human effort which could well be
directed into other channels.

Mr. J. MacCallam Smith: So it is at elee-
tions. _

Mr. DAVY: Of course. No one, least
of all 2 member of Parliament, regards an
election as an wnmixed blessing.

Mr. J. MacCallum Smith: Why have elee-
tiong? '

Mr. DAVY: T am sure if we could de-
cently do so we wonld find some means of
being elected to Parliament in another way.
Neither a poll nor an eleetion is mood for
the community as a whole. It is disturb-
E‘ng and unsettling, and bad for hosiness.

part from the laree expenditure involved.
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Now we are told that even though this poll
must resutt 1 one direction, we are bound
10 hold it because a definite promisz has
been made. It is 4 very improper thing
{o pass laws to please any organisation, or
to refuse to pass laws becuusc they wmay
displease an organisation,  Theoretieally
taws are designed to please the whole of
the people. There cannot be any guestion
of an obligation in the way of a promise to
any particular organpisation,

Mr. Latham: It is a section of the peo-
ple of the State.

Mz, J. MacCallum Smith: It is an organi-
sation.

Mr. DAYY: It was clearly shown by the
member for North Perth that he was refer-
ring to this as a promise between a certain
organisation whicl believed in probibition,
and the liquor trade.

Hon, (&, Taylor: That is right.

Mr. J. MacCallum Smith: It is not right.

Mr. DAVY : It is not my duty to take into
consideration either the opinion of the liquor
trade or that of any other organisation. It
is my duty and that of every member to
copsider what is best in the interests of the
people, and nothing elsc.

Mr, J. MacCallum Smith: Is not this Bill
in the interests of the lignor trade?

Hon. . Taylor: No.

Mr. DAVY: Suppose it is, cannot one
take an impartial view and consider the in-
terests of the people, even though a certain
action can indireetly benefit a certain sec-
tion of the community?

Mr, J. MacCallum Smith: That is where
[ differ from you.

Mr. DAVY: 1 am endeavouring to point
out the fallacy of the hon. member’s argu-
ment, and that of the member for Gasecoyne,
when they say a promise was made, and that
we cannot alter it. Let us assume it was a
promise, What was it?

The Premier: Tt is a childish argument,

Mr. DAVY : The promise was that in 1925
and in every fifth year thereafter, that is
even though it be 1,000 or 10,000 years after,
even though prohibition be earried, a poll
shall he held. That is the promise. If it
he a breach of the promise to postpone the
poll in 1930, it will be equally a breach of
the promise if we postpone it a thousand
vears hence.

Mr. J. MacCallum Smith: One swallow
daes not make a summer, You onght to be
reasonable.
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Mr. DAVY: I do not see ke serse of the
argumnent. There is a promise, 2nd tie hon.
member has told us that what we propose to
do is a breach of that promise: It wonid
enually be a breach if this poll were stopped
a thousand years hence.

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.3 pm-
Mr, DAVY: It is said that the Bl ko~
been brought in too late to receive proper
consideration. It is the shortest pizee of
legislation that I remember heing placed be-
foye Parliament since I have had. the honvur
fo be a member, and moreover it deals with
W swhjeet that is in the highest degree
fawiliar to every hon. member.
Mr. Marshall: But it i<, none the less;. very
impoxtant. )
Mr, DAVY: It is most important. DBut
what conclusion eould hon. mernhers come to
if they had a month or six months. te: think
about it? The point is an extremely simple
one, and is merely whether we shall hold a
poll in 1930, or whether we sball not. T
venture to say that every hon. member has
considered the advisability or otherwise of
holding a poll in that year, aund bas
diseussed the question with his friepds.
What harm, injustice o disadvantage
will be done to those who are op-
posed to the Bill if we agree to its
becoming law? It seems to me that the re-
sult of any debate upon the Bill would be
the same, even if the measure had been the
first infroduced during the present session.
Then again it has been argued that the
proper method of amending the legislation
was only after a poll of the people had been
taken. We ¢id not take any sueh poll he-
fore we placed this scheme of holding refer-
enda on the statute-book. 1t was not then
suggested that we should ask the opinion of
‘he people, by way of a referendnm, whether
they would agree to a poll being taken every
five years. On the other hand, it was done
by Parliament in their wisdom or otherwise.
How, then, ean it be argued that before we
undo something we onrselves have done, we
should first take a poll of the people? I
venture to say, if the result of the lafest
referendum were to be taken as an indiea-
tion, if we were to ask the people in 1930
wliether they were in favour of continning
the five-yearly referendum for ever, or were
they in favour of delaying the referendum
until such time as we might reasonably ex-
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peet an alteration in the opinion: of the
people, the citizens of this State would vote
overwheltingly in faveur of the postpone-
ment, if not of the nbelition altogether, of
the referendum.

Mr. Latham: But let ws give them the
gpportunity.

My, J. MaeCallun Sinith: We should give
4hem a reasonable trial.

Mr. DAVY : 1 eannot anderstand this
reference to a reasonable trial, Surely the
trial of the referendun begins, continues
and finishes on the one day!

Mr. J. MacCallum Smith: But we have
taken one referendum only.

Mr. DAVY: 1 know that, but what was
the objeel of that referendam? It was fo
ascertain the views of the people at that
particular time, We secured their views,
and that part of the business is finished.

My, J. MacCallum Smith: But the law
suvs we are to have another referendum.

Mr. DAVY: But not only another, but
further referenda every five years for ever.

Mr. J. MaeCallum Smith: No.

Mr. DAVY: It is no use the hon. member
saying no. ‘The Aet ssys that there shall be
a poll and that it shall be held every five
venls thereafter. ¥ venture to say that if
the result of the last poll had heen the re-
verse of what it was, the people who are
husying themselves opposing the measure—
and they are perfectly entitled to do so—
would have not asked for the referendam to
be held in 1930,

Mr. Latham: i cervtainly should have.

Mr. DAVY: 1 am not talking ahont the
hen. member, but about the organisations
that have, perfectly properly—! am not
complaining about that—cireularised nem*
bers of the House, T assert that the partien-
lar bodies that now claim that a breach of
contraet i< heing made, would not have
adopted the snme attitude had the result of
the poll four vears ago heen in favour of
prohibition.

AMr. Latham: No, the clamour wounld have
come from the other side.

Mr. DAVY: Had the result of the last
poll been in favour of prohibition, the very
people who are now designating the Bill as
it hreaeh of contraet, would have run to the
Government the next day, and asked them
to repeal the provision regarding the five.
vearly poll. I have no donht about that
at all.



(18 Deckyeer, 1928.]

Mr, ). MaeCallum Smith: Does the hon.
member not know that if prohibition had
been ecarried, there would have hren no more
referenda?

Mr. DAVY: I know the reverse.

The Premier: What a nice sort of law
that would be!

Me. DAVY: T will intorm the hon. mem-
ber on the point. Section 98 provides that
in 1925, and in every fifth year thereaflter,
there shall be taken a poll of the electors
on the propesal that prohibition shall eome
into foree in Western Australia, and there
is a proviso reading as follows:—

Provided that where on the taking of a
poli, prohibition has been previously carried
and is in force, the proposal shall be that
licenses for the sale of intoxicating liquor
shall be restored, and the voting paper shall
be in the form in the 17th sehedule.

Mr. Panton: Then the hon. member was
right! The referendum would net be on
the question of prohibition, but on that of
the restoration of the sale of intoxicating
liquor!

Mr. DAVY: But the interjection was
that if the prohibition were ecarried there
would be no more referenda. Wy ought to
be fair about this business. I am not com-
plaining of hon. members or of eitizens who
take an opposite view outside the House.
But it is not necessary for one moment to
soggest that beeause an hon, member sup-
ports the Bill, he does so beeause he wants
to make a present to the liquor trade. I
say quite candidly thot T make a small por-
tion of my income by being emploved by
persons in the liquor trade. Nevertheless
I do not eare what happens to the trade.
My eare is for the interests of the eitizens
as a whole.

The Premier: You would aet for the I’ro-
hibition League,

Mr. DAVY: T will do my best for the
Prohibition lLeague at any time they may
honour me with their patronage.

Mr. Latham: And vou would put up just
as xood a case for them?

Mr. DAVY: I would do my very best for
them in my professional capacity to put
their point of view hefore the publie, just
as I may do my best for the other side when
they employ me.

Mr. Marshall: T do not think you will be
able to vote on this question!

[e3]
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Mr. DAVY: As a matter of fact, the legal
gentleman who represents the prohibitionists
on most oceasions, has acted on behalf of a
number of publicans and ¢thers engaged in
the trade. One’s professional vocation in
life has nothing whatever to do with his
actions in this House. I am not concerned
with the trade, and I would not advoeatc
the measure because of any injustiee to that
trade. I view it simply from the stand-
point of the interests of the eitizens.

Mr, Latham: T think members have for-
gotten the trade or any other organisation
interested.

Mr. DAVY: T am glad to hear that.

Hon. G. Taylor: Then it has only been
sinee the tea adjournment!

Mr. DAVY: That argument was brought
forward

Mr. Angelo: Regarding a section of the
trade.

Mr. DAVY: I vefer to the methods
adopted by one or two organisations that
are the mouthpieces of those who desire
prohibition.

Hon. G. Tavler:
pretty well,

Mr. DAVY: Certainly, I am not com-
plaining of that, FEvery citizen is entitled
to express his views and to use every legiti-
mate effort to give effect to those views in
our legislation. The partieular problem we
are faced with is a very simple one. I have
already stated, and T will repeat, that we
were told candidly by the member for North
Perth (Mr. J. MacCallum Smith) that the
poll in 1930 has no hope of sueceeding.

Mr. J. MaeCalln Smith:
opinion,

They do their work

That is my

Mr. Monn: The Lon., member is eonvineed
of that.

AMr. DAVY: I venture to assert that that
opinion is shared by everv hon. member
in this House.

Mr, Marshall: Without any doubt.

Mr. DAVY : There is no possible chance
of the prohibition poll being suceessful,

Mr. Angelo: That view is not held hy
the whole of the eommunity. There arc
some who think differently.

Mr. DAVY: Whatever defeets we may
have, T think we ean regard ourselves as a
representative band of eitizens. Qur sys-
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tem of electing members to this House is
designed to pick average, typical men who
will truly represent the general, mental, in-
tellectual, and moral make-up of the com-
munity. [ think we succeed in that diree-
tion very well. If that is a fact, and 1
believe it is, and the 50 members of this
House cousider that the prohibition poll
must fail in 1930 from the point of view of
the prohibitionists, then we can take it that
that opioion is pretty near the truth and is
representative of the view of the vast ma-
Jority of people throughout Western Aus-
tralia. We are also told that the cost of
the referendum is admittedly a large one
to the Government themselves, quite apart
trom the cost to the people who will range
themselves as contending factions in connec-
tion with the poll. T venture to say that
the last referendum must have cost in money
to the State Government and to the contend-
ing parties, something in the neighbourhood
of £50,000,

Mr. §. MacCallom Smith: It cost £15,000.

Mr. DAVY: That was the actual depart-
mental cost to the Government.

The Premier: You were referring to the
cost to all concerned.

Mr. DAVY: Yes. Are we now lightheart-
edly to hold another poll in 1930, and spend
another £50,000%

Hon., Q. Taylor: And perhaps more,

Mr. DAVY : Yes, because the cost of such
movements keeps on growing. A lot could
be dane with that £50,000. That is the
problem that would be inveolved if we were,
with obvious stupidity, to bold a poll that
must fail of the ohjective of the people who
mainly desire it.  We are told that our
action will represent a breach of contraet.
I cannot subscribe to that view, and 1T must
conseientionsly vote in favour of the meas-
ure, It is not as though we are asking for
the poll to be abolished altogether. 1t is
merely proposed to defer it for five yeara.
Sarely in view of the very clear expression
of opinion in 1925, and of equally clear
expressions of opinion at polls held in other
Stales and dominions contajining similar
populations to our own during recent years,
it is fair, reasonable, and wise to adopt the
course sugpested. T hope that Parliament
will agree to defer the poll for five years
as suggested in the Bill,

(ASSEMBLY.]

MR, J. H, SMITH (Nelson) [743]: 1
support the Bill. I believe that the tem-
perance pecple themselves realise that there
is no possibility of prohibition being agreed
to by the people of Western Australia or
of any other State in the Commonwealth.
To my mind it wonld be a waste of publie
money to take the poll. As to the proposal
to deter the poll from 1930 to 1935, I am
not quite sure that 1 appreciate what the
mover intends, I take it, however, that if
we agreed to the Bill, the probibition poll
will be held over for tive years and will not
be taken unlil after 1935. I do not
know that that gets wus very far
I have always been an anti-prohibitionist
in all things. I believe it is unwise to in-
terfere with the freedom of the subjeet.
When on the previous occasion a debate
wag taking place in this House I said there
were existing in Western Australia greater
evils than drink. One of those, on that
occasion, I claimed to be the temptation to
young girls in vast emporinoms in this State
selling draperies and fineries, the tempta-
tion to steal. While our prohibition
friends supplied us with lists of drunken-
ness and erimes that were committed, they
were afraid to tell us of the convictions
obtained and young lives ruined through
temptation in the direction 1 have
mentioned. I do not believe it would be
serving any good purpose to hold a poll in
1930. Even the temperanee people realize
that under the present Act, providing for
a three-fifths majority, they are fighting a
forlorn hope. If prohibition were carried
we wonld have to edueate the people from
one end of the country to the other. If
drink really is an evil, it is much wiser to
hegin with the young minds and educate
them aeainst that evil, Then when they
come to mature years they will vote against
the liquor traffie. It is casting a reflection
on the people to say that drink is a curse
and leads to erime, for if so then there is
a weakness existing in Australia. If it is
not possible to resist this temptation we
must be retrogressing, and if so we are not
fit to sit in Parliament. Siill the elcetors
have their opportunity. If they elect us
as members of this Assembly and we pass
legislation that offends them, they have
their chance at the following elections. It
is not nnusual to have amendments to an
Act. Almost every week we have amend-
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ments designed to considerably aiter some
existing Aet. To my mind this Bill is n
wise amendment because, as I say, nolhing
ean be gained by holding a poll in 1450. I
will support the Bill

ME. SAMPSON (Swan) [7.48):
pose to support the Bill.

Mr. Angelo: The member for Swan
would.

Mr. SAMPSON: I have given a good
deal of consideration to the matter, and to
my mind prohibition would not be in the
best interests of the people. We shall be a
better and stronger people if reliance is
placed more on education, and if a gradual
change is brought about by influence in
teaching, rather than by an endeavour to
secure reform by the earryinz of a law.
However, T realise that the question before
the House is not whether or not prohibi-
tion shall be imposed, but whether the 1950
poll shalt be held. Sinee the amending Bill
was bronght down by the Mitchell Govern-
ment in 1922 there has been an immense
improvement in respeet of liquor reform.
The hotels have heen immeasurably im-
proved and evervthing appertaining te
them has been improved, with the excep-
tion, perhaps, of a diminution in the size
of the plasses vsed. That, of course, may
have been in deference to that section of
the people who believe in absolute prohibi-
tion, but I doubt it. T was in Canada a few
months ago. The hotels in that dominion
are wonderfully fine buildings. Canada
has a good deal to thank prohibition for.
Members may have noticed Iate in Scptem-
her a report in the local newspapers stat-
ing that the Dominion of Canada was able
to reduce its war debt by some £17,000,000
or £18,000,000. That was brought about by
the visits of United States cifizens who
went to Canada to enjov & holiday. T do
not know that it is in the interests of the
people that they should indulen in what
are colloquially known as hirthdavs. It
wonld he better if the pespla proceeded
along more quictly. If we sip the pleasures
of life we receive benefit,

Mr. Panton: Not always.

Mr. SAMPSON: The hon. member mav
enlighten the House from the other aspect.
T would appreciate hearing the other view,
and T know the hon. member conid give ns

I pro-
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some information that would be well worta
hearing.

Mr. Lambert: I think you take your
pleasures too furiomsly.

Mr. SAMPSON: To-night, perhaps for
the first time in his political life, the
member for Coolgardie has sat {ongue-tied,
and now for the first time to-night & modes'
interjection has broken bis silence. More-
over, I doubt whether we shall hesr from
him. For the first time there is no respond-
ing interjection from him, and any member
referring to the member for Cooleardie to-
night might justifiably eonsider hims<elf im-
mune from any retort of a disturbing nature.
Such a silence in the hon. member is cer-
tainly remarkable. 1 elaim to be strietly
temperate. As a matter of fact my dear
old dad signed the pledge for me when T
was three years of age.

The Premier: He avas afraid of what
you had in view.

Myr. SAMPSON: The Premier has really
provided a key, but by no means the correct
one. The best thing to ensure a temperate
life is to have a father who has a disinclina
tion to ¢xceed what is reasonable.

Hon. G. Taylor: But what is reasonable?
That is the point.

Mr. SAMPSOXN: The member for M.
Margaret in his later days is attaining a
name and fame for being reasonable, and
I daresay he can tell us something on the
subject. My dad signed the pledge tor my
good. He felt it was a good thing for me,
But in my opinion the only efforts that ean
do any good are education, infiluence and
environment, supported of course by hered-
ity. The influence about me evidenily has
been a good one. For the last seven years
I have been associating with members ot
Parliament, and without exeeption T have
found that inflnence has promoted iemper-
anee in all things. Some time uago, in
answer to an invitation from a friend cor-
nected with one of the churches, T gave an
address on prison reform. I hesitoted to
aceept the invitation, because it requires far
more pluek to stand up in a church and
zive an address than it does to stand up in
this House.

Mr. Panton: And still more to stand up
and get married.

Mr. SAMPSON: Let the hon. member
try giving an address in a church. Gne dis-
tinet disadvantage is that in a charch one
eannot look for interjections. I received



2602

this invitation to give an address on prisoun
reform, a subject in which I bhave always
been interested, and so I went and did the
best I eould. Judge of my amazement when,
following on this quite disinterested act, T
found myself pilloried in a certam tem-
perance newspaper, which stated or mmplied
that 1 had been putting up an electioneering
stunt,

Mr. Panion: Hear, hear!

Mr. SAMPSON: It was suggesred that
I bad aecepted this invitation and gone
along to the church—which by the way was
not in my own electorate—and gruen thi-
address for the purpose of influencing vot
ers. (an anything more unworthy be in-
sinnated or implied against any member?
How would you, Sir, feel if after actiner
with a desire to interest those conenened in
church work, and giving an addre:s you
found your honesty or honour impusned?

Mr. Lambert: Which eclause of the Bill
are you on mow?

Mr. SAMPSON: I am nearer the clanses
of the Bill than the hon. member has yet
been, and I am waiting to hear what he has
to say about them.

The Minister for Works: Do you think he
could get a hearing in a church in s own
clectorate?

Mr. SAMPSON: As for prohihition, I
win 2 strong believer in those lines—

I made him just and right

Sufticient to have stood, yet free to fall.
1f we are to be prevented from doing wreng.
if we are to be shut away from evil, if w:
are to be denied a drink now and then, what
virtue is there in remaining sober?

Mr. Panton: We might just as well he
dead!

Mr. SAMPSON: I will not say that, i
if there is no opportunity to do wrone,
there is no quality in remaining virtrous.

The Premier: The chance to do i!l deeds
oft make ill deeds done.

Mr. SAMPSOXN: I am with the Premier
in support of the Bill. I was in Sydney on
the 1st Septemher when the prohibition poll
was laken, and I discussed the matler witk
a voung friend of mine, a leader in one of
the churches there. He told me he knew
there was not the faintest hope of zvenrine
& win.

Mr. Lambert: Do not you think >on are
committing a breach of confldence in dis-
elosing the conversation?
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I de not think :here i;
being

Mr. SAMPSOXN:
the alightest hupe of prohibition
carried here.

Mr. Corboy: Say possibility.

Mr. SAMPSOX: 1t has frequen:ly been
urged that every possible virtue has fol-
lowed the bringing in of prohibitied in the
United States, Perhaps it has, bnt if so,
T should like an explanation of the remark-
ahle inerease of crime and the remarkable
increase of conviettons in Califernia. In
California there are two prisons, ane ut
San Quentin and one at Fulsom. The
biennial report states that th epopulation of
those two prisons inereased in two years
from 4,074 to 5,065, an increase of 991.
That fact certainly places California in not
too favourable a light.  The increase of
erime is remarkable.

Mr. Lamhbert: Where did you get those
figures?

Mr., SAMPSON: They were issued by
the Governor of the San Quentin prison.

The Minister for Works: How is the
population at Fremantle gaol?

Mr. SAMPSON: It has steadily de-
creased during the past few years.

Hon. G, Taylor: Since the hotel hours
have heen nine to nine.

Mr. Sleeman: Since the “Newsletter” has
heen published.

Mr. SAMPSON: The “Newsletter” has
given a ray of hope and introduced some-
thing of interest to the prisoners. There
are eertain elements at Fremantle that have
a retarding effect, but the “Newsletter” has
had quite a good effect. Western Anstralia
has improved under the present iicensinz
law, That cannot be disputed by anyone.
Worderful progress has been made ond we
are indebted to the then Leader of the Gov-
ernment, Sir James Mitchell, for the Bill
which he brought down azod which is now
on the statnte book. That measura, tv the
appoinfment of the Licenses Rodnetion
Board, has dome an immense amourt
of good.  Wherever we go through
the country we find that the aceo:nmoda
tion has impraved greatly. Tn most of the
hotel bedrooms running water is provided;
some of the hotels have both hot and eold
water, There is ample bathroom aceommo-
dation: cleanliness is the order of the dav
and a better quality of food is provided.
In faet. the whole standard of hotels has
heen imnroved, Cannot we trust the
Licenses Rednetion Board fo continue their



work of improving the hotels? 1 would be
second to no one if I thought that by taking
a different stand on this question I could
do something to improve the lot of the peu-
ple generally, I do not believe in prohibition
and, if the poll were taken, I do not think it
would do more than create a lot of bitter-
ness. We have a perfect right to amend the
Act. Tt has been said by some members that
if we do so, we shall be violating a pledge.
That, of course, is entirely wrong. If it
were so, neither the Premier, nor any Min-
ister nor any member would have a right
to bring down a Bill to amend any Act.
It could be argued, “No, we have a statuie
and it would be violating a pledge to amead
it-!!

Mr. Latham: This js the only question
that is referred to the people.

Mr. SAMPSON: The representatives of
the people have the responsibility of deal-
ing with the laws in such a munner as fo
them seems right. To me it appears that
the submission of this vete would be of no
use whatever. I like the suggestion of the
member for North Perth (Mr. J. MacCallum
Smith) that, if the poll were taken therc
should be submitted another question seck-
ing to ascertain whether it is the wish of
the people that the prohibition issue should
ngain be put to them. If the proposal of
the member for Perth be defeated, I hope
it will be possible for the second question
to be added, because I am strongly of
opinion that a large majority of the people
nre opposed to prohibition. 1 shall suppert
the Bill.

MR. MANN (Perth—in reply) [86]: In
replving to the faint oppositicn offered by
some members T wish first to deal with the
member for York. He put up a good case
in support of the Bill. He hegan by telling
ns he had been through America and that
prohlhlhon there was a failure. He also
¢aia the prohibitionists were conspiring with
the hootleggers to earry into effect certain
proposals.

Mr. Latham: I did not make such a state-
iment as that. I said they were co-operatine.

Hon. G. Taylor: Putting their herds to-
ether.

Mr. MAXN: The hon.
that they were co-operating.
Mr, Latham: In the election of a presi-
dent.

member admif<
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Mr, MANN: Well, the bootleggers anl
prohibitionists were co-operating. MHe re-
minded me of the cceasion when the Gov-
ernment of Vietoria were endeavouring te
pass the Totalisator Bill. On tbat vecasion
the bookmakers and churches eombined t.
oppose the measure and succeeded in de-
feating it.

Mr. Latham: They did so on ifferent
grounds.

Mr. MAKN: Of course, just as ihe boot-
leggers and prohibitionists in the nited
States were on different grounds. The hon.
member proceeded to say he was opposed
to prohibition, and he was confident that if
the poll were taken it would be a failure.
Yet he is opposed to deferring the poll.

Mr. Latham: Because I said we have left
it to the people and we should leave if to
them,

Mr. MANN: The bon. member *urther
said he was opposed to the Licensine Bench
insisting on the improvement of hotel build
ings.

Mr. Latham: Out of proportion to the
incomne,

Mr. MANN: Whether out of proportion
to the income or not, I support the aetion
of the Licensing Bench.

Mr. Latham: Forcing the hotels mto the
hands of the breweries.

Mr. MANN: 1 am supportmng the
Licensing Beneh in their endeavour io im-
prove the hotels and eontrol the t{rade.
There is not a member who will not admit
that during the last five years the trade ha.
been improved out of all knowledge, due
to the exeellent supervision of the pehice and
the excellent administration of the Act by
the Licensing Bench,

Mr. J. MacCallum Smith: The Licensing
Bench have not expressed an opinion about
the referendum.

Mr. MAXN: Of course net.

Mr. .J. MaeCallum Smith interjected.

Mr. MANN: The hon. member has made
his speech and I did not interrupt him. 1
hope he will not interrupt me. The Licensing
Bench having given instruetions that hotels
shall be re-built to provide greater accom-
nmodation for the public, I am asking for
the deferment of the poll for one term in
order that owners may carry out the in-
struetions. After that the Act ean operate
as before. The member for Williams-Nar-
vogin (Mr. Doney) said he knew nothing of
the merits of the case.
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Mr. Doney: I said I would not refer to
the merits of the case. .
Mr. MANN: I am sorry if I misunder-

stood the bon. member, but if he knew some-
thing of the merits of the case and did not
refer to them he was failing in his duty.

Mr. Doney: It was a matter of time.

Mr, MANN: I was lefting the hon, mem-
ber down lightly when I said I understood
bim to say he knew nothing of the merits.

Mr. Doney: I did not say that,

Hon. G. Taylor: He could have spoken
more eloquently had there been time.

Mr. MAXN: He said that because the
Act was on the statute-book, it shounld stand.
I cannot see the foree of that argument.
If any Aet is inoperative or defrimental to
the interests of the people, must it stand?
According to the hon. member, no Minister
or member must bring down a Bill to amend
an Act simply because it is on the statute-
book.

Hon. G. Taylor: That would not have
been the argument of the ex-member for
Williams-Narrogin. Shades of Bertie!

The Premier: It sounds strange coming
from the member for Williams-Narrogin,

Mr. MANN: The member for @asecoyne
(Mr. Angelo) wexed eloguent by referring
to a serap of paper. Tt ill becomes the hor.
member to talk in that strain. There ar-
persons who accused the hon. member of de-
stroying a serap of paper during the war.

Mr, Angelo: What is that?
Mr. MANN: We will let it go af that.
Mr. Angelo: 1 want that explained.

Mr. MANN: I was at Carnarvon dur-
ing the last election campaign, and some
people were hase enough to accuse the hor.
member of breaking an agreement he had
made. The hon. member will re¢oliect that.

Mr. Angelo: That is foreign to anything
I know. T do not like those insinuations.

Mr. MANN: It is not an insinnation. The
hon. member referred to a secrap of paper
and T reminded him that he had heen ae-
cnsed of a similar act.

Mr. Angelo: T would like to know why.
You are welcome to state the reason.

Hon. G. Taylor: I think we shall leave
it at that.

Mr. Angelo: No fear.

Hon. G. Taylor: 1 would not press it.

Mr. MANN: The hon. member compared
our botels and charges with thoge in the
Eastern States and said there was very littie

[ASSEMBLY.]

ditference between them. I shall leave to the
Judgment of members the question whether
hotel tariffs in the eastern capitals are not
S0 per eent. higher than for the same ¢luss
of hotels in this State.

Mr. Corboy: They are more than 50 pe
cent. higher.

Mr. MANYN: I know that one cannof get
reasonable accommodation in Eastern States
hotels unless he pays very much more than
he has to pay here.

The Minister for Works: We in Western
Australia have the cheapest botels in the
world.

Mr. MANN: Quite so. The Minister and
1 stayed at the same hotel in Melbourne, He
knows what we paid and I think he will agree
that we conld get equally good accommpda-
tion here for half the cost.

The Premier: The charges at a first-
class hotel here are no higher than the
charges for a third-class hotel in the east-
ern capitals.

Mr. MANYX: That is so. The member fur
North Perth was not consistent becanse he
satd he was convineed prohibition would
not be carried if the poll were taken. If
the hon. member is convinced that it would
not be earried, and if he is opposed to pro-
hibition, on what ground ean he urge that
the poll should be taken, seeing it is pro-
posed tu defer the pell for only one term
in order that the trade may be improved
as desired?

My, J. MacCallum Smith: Other people
have different opinions. At the last poll
40,000 people voted for prohibition.

Mr. MANN: And 80,000 against, near
enough. No sonnd argument has been put
up why the Bill should not be earried and
the poll deferred for one term in order
that the licensing bench may earry into
effect the desired improvements in the
trade.

" Mr. J. MacCallom Smith: If prohibition
were carried, wounld you be in favour of
extending the term for ten years?

Mr. MANN: The member for North
Perth asked me to give him one case. It
would be unfair to mention names of peo-
ple or hotels, but I can give him one case.
Tt is the case of a hotel at Guildford, where
the bhenech has ordered additions to the
building and the people concerned were
unable to carry them out.
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Mr. J. MaeCallum Smith: How long ago
was that?

Mr. MANN: The hotel was closed.

Mr. J. MacCallum Smith: That was
years ago.
Mr. MANN: I do pot ¢are whether it

was last year or yesterday; it is since the
Act came into operation. It was done un-
der the Act. The people were unable to
make the additions, and the hotel was
closed.

Mr. J. MacCallum Smith: They could
not have made them if they had had 20
years. You know that.

Mr. MANN: I do not know it.

Mr. J. MacCallum Smith: Well, it is
true.

Mr. MANN: I think I have replied to
all arguments nsed against the Bill. I
merely repeat that the object of the meas-
ure is to enable people who are having de-
mands made vpon them by the licensing
bench to carry out those demands. The re-
building required by the benech will take a
year or two. Afier that the poll can he
taken as required by the Aect,

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Commiltee, ete.

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

Read a third time, and transmitted to the
Council.

BILLS (7)—RETURNED.
1, Licensing Act Amendment (No. 1).
2, Road Distriets Act Amendment (No.1).
3, Reserves.
4, Road Closure (No. 2).
5, Texas Company (Australasia) Limited
(Private).
6, Kojonup Cemetery.
7. Agricnltural Bank Aet Amendment.

BILL—-HARBOURS AND JETTIES.

Received from the Council, and read n
first time.
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BILL—LAND AGENTS.
In Committee.

Resumed from the 12th December; Mr.
Lutey in the Chair, the Minister for Justice
in charge of the Bill

Clause 356—Contracts relating to subdi-
vided land voidable in certain cases (partly
considered) :

The CHAIRMAN: An amendment has
been moved to strike out Subelause 3.

My, SAMPSON: The subelavse is un-
workable. It is quite impraecticable to set
up & law as expressed in it. In my opinion,
the effect of the subelause will be to reduce
the value of the Bill materially. An agent
is certainly justified in putting np reason-
able statements. This special restrictive
legislation should not be introduced for
land agents, seeing that agents who are
selling shares, for instance, are subject to
no such restrictions. At the same time I
recognise that the one thing does not make
the other right. Still, any suggestion that
a2 block offered for sale will inerease in
value to such an extent that in six months
a profit can be expected would render the
sale illegal. T agree with what the mem-
ber for Toodyay has said on this subclanse.

My, LATHAM: The Bill was referred
to a select committee, and I have no doubt
it was carefully studied by them. I do not
know what the member for Swan has read
into the subclanse.

Mr. Davy: The select commitiee were
unanimously against the subelause. It got
in by mistake.

Mr. LATHAM : The only independent
evidence is that of My, J. P. Dhwyer, the
solicitor, who seems tn think that sewething
of the kind ought to be done. I want to
see some tightening up of legislation relat-
ing to land sales. The seleet cominittee were
giving the agents a nice close prescrve, A
man with a block of land would have t«
register himself as a land agent, or else sell
through a registered agent. The subclause
is intended to protect, not the keen V.unsiness
man, hut unsophisticated persons who are
who are heneficiaries in estates. I know of
eases where snch widows have been suceess-
fully tempted to mvest money in lard right
in the middle of =and hills on the plea, “We
will get someone to buy it from vou next
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year, and you will have a profit,” I sin-
cerely hope some protection will be given to
those people.

Mr. DAVY: The select commitice were
unanimously of the opinion that this sub-
clause should go out. 1t got in by mistake.
It is quite possible that an innocent man
might commit an offence. He might maks
those promises and might subsequertly fulfii
them, but under the subclause he wonid com-
mit an offence. The select committee felt
that it would be absurd to pick out just twa
of the ten thousand lies that could be told
by & dislonest man and make them «ffences
and leave the remainder out.  For three
reasons—the possibility of an innoeent mar
committing an offence, the absurdity of
picking out only two kinds of lies and mak-
ing them punishable, and the advisalility of
having the matter dealt with under the
Criminal Code—the seleet committes decidea
that the subelanse should not remain in the
Bill.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: When
we last disenssed this elanse, I gave various
reasons why il should be retaiued, thouy!
perhaps not in ils existing form, and I
urged that it should remain there i safe
guard people who had misrepresentations
made to them when urged to purchase land.
Land salesmen resort to frauduleant praetizes
on numerous uccasions and by thy use of
specions argumeuts induce people to bux
land. The two paragraphs in ques.ton ap-
pear in the South Australian Aef. [ should
like to bave the opportunity of ascnding
the clause.

The CHAIRMANX: If the amend:uent he-
fore the Committee, that the words [woposel
to be struek out form part of the juestion,
be earried, the hun. member will not be ahle
to move an amendment.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE : Per-
laps the amendment can be withdrawn tem-
porarily.

Mr. Davy: If I am in order T mil tak:
the responsibility of withdrawing the 2mend-
ment becanse the member for Toody:y really
moved it on my behalf in my abseuer.

The CHATRMAN: If there is a0 objec-
tion on the part of the Commiitce, the
amendment can be withdrawn., Then it wi'l
be open to the Minister to move his amend-
ment.

Amendment by leave withdrawn.

[ASSEMBLY.]

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: In
stend of making it an offence, my ¢ sire 13
that when misrepresentations have been
made, the contract shall become null and
void within six months. A tranraction
somewhat of thix nature took place a few
months ago. A reputable firm of land agents
were invoelved and it having bheen paut t:
themn that there had been misrepresentation,
they satisfied them-elves that that was so
and immediately refunded the money to the
purchaser. They did that voluntarily be-
cause they regavded it as unfair dealinc
and that the buyer had legitimat~ (ause for
cotplaint. I move an amendment—

That the last three lines of the clause he
struck out, and the following inserted:—*<A
contract may he deemed to have been induced
by uwudue influence, and in such case may be
set aside by any proceedings commenced
within six months thereafter.”’

Mr, Davy: You are not going to put
“undue influence” back arain?

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: If an
agent makes misrepresentations and a per
son ascertains that he has been taken down,
that there is ne possibility of what he has
been told heing realised, surely he should
be given the opportunity to get our of the
deal.

Mr. Davy: If an agent makes smch »
promise, the buyer would have his remedy
in any case.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: This
kind of thing is peenliar to people who deal
in land,

Mr. Latham: And <hares, too.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: XNo,
we ean leave shares out. What T propose
to insert is contained in the Sou:k Aus-
tralian Aet. This is a commen method of
misrepreentation and we are entitled to
legisiate against it. We do not wan! people
toe say, “T think you will be able to get -
profit ont of this land within the next few
1menths and if T cannot buy it bavic. T wil!
xet you a buyer.”

Mr, Davy: Everyhndy who buys a hloek
of land expect= to make a profit ont of it.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: Some
peeple buy it to make nse of it. The
agent is supposed to know something about
the land and the possibilities of the future,
and offen induees people to buy on prom-
isex held out. All that is suggested in the
amendment is that if someone has been in-
duced to buy land in certain cirenmstances
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and the salesman is not in a position to
carry out the promise he made, action can
be taken before a magistrate to set aside
the contract.

Mr, Davy: Surely you are not going to
give a magistrate jurisdietion of this
type?

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: There
is nothing very harmful in that. The ae-
tion has to he commenced within six
months. 1f misrepresentation can be proved
before » magistrate, he should have power
to set aside the contraet. These cases have
frequently oceurred, hut if this provision
is embodied in the Bill it will have a pre-
ventive effect.

Mr. Davy: The Minister will have to
insert the word ‘4f™ at the beginning of
the subelanse.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: 1

should like to withdraw myv amendment in
the meantime,

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn.
The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: I move

an amendment—
That at the commencement of Subelause 3
the words ‘‘if after the commoencement of

this Act’’ he inserted, amd that the word
“Awho,”? in line 1, be struck out,

Amendment put and passed.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: T move
o further amendment—

That the last three lines in the aubelause
he struck out, and the words ‘‘a contraet mav
le deemed to have heen induced by undue in-
fluence. and in such ease may be set aside in
procecdings at the sait of the purchaser com-
menced within six months thereafter.’’

Mr. DAVY: In effect the Minister says
that a contract shall be deemz2d to have
been induced by undue influence. The ex-
pression ‘‘undue influence” has a definite
meaning in English law. Tt refers chiefly
to the relationship between a father and
his child or a guardian and his ward, but
not to the relationship between two ordin-
ary persons. We have already shifted to
the agent the onus of showing that a state-
ment which led up to a certain kind of sale
being effected was made innocently by him.
Surely that gives the protection that the
Minister seeks with his amendment to Sub-
clause 3.
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The Minister for Justice: What happens
then?

Mr. DAVY: He will get a recission of
the contract or damages, and it will shift
the onus of proof of misrepresentation. It
would be unwise to insert the amendment
where the Minister suggests. I think it was
hurriedly drafted.

The Minister for Justice: The Parliamen-
tary draftsman dealt with it, and had it
for three or four days.

Mr. DAVY: If the Minister reads it in
its present form he will see it is rather
rubbishy. T suggest that the matter be
postponed.

The CHAIRMAN: The clause has been
amended and cannot be postponed. If can
be dealt with further upon recommittal.

Mr. DAVY: Then I move an amend-
menf—

That Subelause 3 he stroek out.

We can consider, in the meantime, what
should be done.

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

Clauses 36 to 44—agreed to.
Clause 45—Renewal of registration:

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: Ap-
parently the select committee embodied the
regulations in the ¢lause, to become part of
the Act. They embodied them without not-
ieing that in Subclanse 9 references are
made to “these regulations.” T move an
amendment—

That in lines 4 and 5 ‘‘these regulations’'
he struek out, and the words ‘‘this Act’” he
inserted, and that in line & ‘‘these regula-

tions?? he struck ouf, and the words “‘this
Aet’" be ingerted in lien.

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

Clauses 46 to 59—agreed to.

Clanse 60—Aundit of land agents’ trust
account:

Mr. DAVY: Since the select committee
ineluded the clause in the Bill, it kas been
represented to me that it may result in 2
serious added cost to land agents, who may
have to pay a fee of 30 guineas to a public
accountant to undertake the awvdit. I£
that is so, it may adverselv affeet land
agents who are not carrving on in a big
way of business. I invited the gentleman
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who drew my attention to it to get quota-
tions from some public accountants for the
anditing of his bocks, and should his asser-
tion prove correct, I presume the matter
can be dealt with in another place and a
way out of the difficulty found.

Clause put and passed.
Clause 61—Regulations:

Mr. DAVY: Under this clause the fees
payable in respect of the registration of
land salesmen will take place. I suggest
that the fee to be echarged shall be a nom-
inal one of, say, 5s. per year. One firm
may ewmploy a large number of salesmen at
the commencement of the year, but a dif-
ferent lot during the middle of the vear. If
a heevy fee were charged, it might prove
to be a sericus matter.

Clanse put and passed.
Schedules 1 to 7—agreed to.
Title—agreed to.

Bill reported with ainendments.

BILL—GROUF SETTLEMENT ACT
AMENDMENT,.

Council’s Amendment.

Amendment made by the Couneil now
eonsidered.

Im Committee.

Mr. Angelo in the Chair; the Premier in
charge of the Bill,

Amendment: Clause 2.—Delete the words
‘‘and the decigion of the Board shall be
final,’”’ and insert in lieu thereof the follow-
ing—**With power to the Board, at its dis-
crefion, to fix the amount chargeable, and to
be apportioned to each parcel of land within
the group settlement areu at such sum bhelow
the actunl expenditure as the Board may
think At, so far as such expenditure shall be
found by the Board to be in excess of the
capitalisation which each group settler’s area
can reasonably bear, having regard to the
prospective income derivable therefrom. The
Board shall report its decisions to the Gover-
nor,'!

The PREMIER: I propose to accept the
amendment. T regard it as one of those
amendments that make no difference. It
does not affect the meaning of the clause.
Still, another plaee thinks it clarifies the
clause.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Hon, Sir James Mitehell: It does affect
the meaning of the clause, It alters the po-
sition altogether.

The PREMIER.: No, it is just what was
intended. At all events, it will do no herm.
I have come to see that if we can gef peace
by agreeing to something that will do no
Lharm, we should aceept it. Actually I ¢an
see no difference beiween the Council’s
amendment and the clavse in the Bill.

Hon. G. Taylor: I think the amendment
makes the clause a little more definite.

The PREMTER: T do not think it alters
the meaninz or the prineiple or the in-
tention of the clause. T move—

Thitt th* Council’s amendment he agreed to.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Some
amendment of the clause is necessary, but
whether this be the right thing, I am not
prepared to say.

The Premier: You started this. ‘They
never would have moved an amendment had
you not attempted to amend the clause here.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: 1
never would have moved an amendment in
this confused form. What the elause meant
was that the amount of the expenditure
chargeable to group settlers should be as-
sessed and apportioned fo each pareel of
land. When first the agreement was made,
it was thought the money spent on the
group would be divided amongst the mem-
bers of the group and be apportioned by
the manager of the Agricultural Bank.
That is to say, if the amount spent on one
block was more than that spent on another,
the one block would be charged more than
the other. That was continned in Mr.
Anpgwin's Aet of 1925. In that, Act
we referred to expenditure by the Gov-
ernment on the groups. This elause
means that the expenditure wonld be
dehited to somehody. I have no objection
to the Counecil’'s amendment, save that it
is rather confused and will be difficult for
the hoard to work under. Faney fixing the
amount chargeahle acainst a hlock having re-
gard to the prospective revenue to be derived
from that block! However, this will give
the board power to fix the amount chargeable
to each pareel of land at snch som below
the aectnal expenditure as the board may
think fit. My amendment, the one T wanted
the Premier fo aceept, was that the amount
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charged to the group seitler shonld be the
value of the improvements handed to him.

The Premier: But that might exceed the
value of the whole of the property.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: This
gives the board power to write down the cap-
italisation, and I hope the Minister will see
to it that the board gets to work at once.
The sooner the hoard straightens np some of
the existing anomalies, the better for
the settler and for the State. The
pastures are now doing well and the
settlers are producing increased gup-
plies for the butter factories. If the
board are to fix the price of the blocks,
it ought fo be done speedily in ovder that
people may seleet the land. There are 2
good number of people wanting Sonth-Wos:
land and willing to take those blovks. On
land of the Peel Estate recently vondemned
are some wonderful pastures.

The Premier: Do not talk to ine about
Peel Estate.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: T
going to talk to the econniry ahour ii.

The Premier: This talk of wonderful
rastures on the Peel Kstate!

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I 4.
not know whether the Premier has been
there, but Ar. Edwin Rose has been ther:
and he is capable of judging.

The Premier: I would like Mr. Edwin
Rose to talk to his nephew and see what he
thinks about it.

am

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL : Th-
tand is there to speak for itself.

The Premier: No, it is not.

Hon. &r JAMES MITCHELL., [ am

not referring to the whole of the Peel Estate
We cannot afford to necleet the Pecl Estat:
or any other Jand.

The Premier: Certainly not.
problem is draining.

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: T think
the great problem is the neglect of Jizining.

The Premier: XNo, it is the diffieulty of

The great

draining.

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: 1 did
not ent the draina.

The Premier: XNeither did I. We were
in the hands of the engineers,

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: 1t is of

no use throwing up the sponge whe= trouhle
comes, sitting down and doing nothing. 7
hope Ministers will work hard to solve thi:
problem.
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The Premier: 1f 1 were adopting that
attitude, it would have been chucked vp lony
ago and tens of thousands of pounds would
have been saved on the drainage.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELI.. Al [
want to ensure is that we get the proper
value and do the proper thing. 1 believe
that £3,600 is recorded as having been spent
on a single block of the Peel Estate. That,
of course, is utterly impossible. Anything
that is to be dowe should be done nromptly
in order that we may save the outgoing anr
put the settlers on a proper basis so that
they may become producers. Befors long
the South-West land will he in demand by
people from the Eastern States,

The Premier: There are a great many
soldier settlement blocks abandoned down
there and we eannot get rid of them.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Four
men came to e the other day desirous of
getting one of the 3,500 farms, and I ad-
vised them to take up land in the South-
West. They were willing to do sn, hat they
found the land was held up for some reason
or other.

The Premier: The abandoned bloeks are
not held wup.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I had
# letter to-day from a man who wants land.

The Premier: I will find scores of blocks
to-morrow if those men will come alnng.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Detaiis
of the blocks should be available at the
counter of the Lands Department z¢ that
people could walk in and get them. The
four men T mentioned were splendid men.
They were told to keep in touch with the de-
partment so that when land was available
they could get it.

The Premier: If we pet men from the
dairying country in the East it i3 all right.

Hon. Bir JAMES MITCHELL: They
desired to go into the wheat belt, but said
they would he qmite willimg to gn tn the
Sonth-West. All the abandoned blocks
should be thrown open at once subjcet to a
valuation being placed on them.

The Premier: I think they should be, and
at a low price too.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL : Under
this system the valuing of the hlocks will
take a long time. A farmer at Muwendijonz
offered 30s. an acre for a couple of handr.d
acres on the Peel Estate for which the Gow-
ernment paid 8s. 6d., bat his offer was ra-
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fused. The longer we hold the lund the
greater will be the debt against it.

‘the Premier: If 1 ecan get applicants
for i'eel Estate land, they can tave it to
morrow,

. Hon. Bir JAMES MITCHELL: Th:
Mundijong farmer applied and was rafused
1 agree with the Premier that we had better
accept |he amendment.

Guestion put end passed;
‘amendment agreed to.
Resolution reported, the report adopted

and a message accordingly returned to the
Couneil.

the Counneil’-

BILL—WORKERS' HOMES ACT
AMENDMENT,

Council’s Amendment.

Amendment made by the Council now
éonsidered.

In Committee.

Mr. Panton in the Chair; the Pyemder in
eharge of the Bill

Claunse 2.—Insert after the word “line,” in
the thirteenth line, the words “of the inter-
prefation of the word ‘worker.’”

The PREMTER: This was a slip in the
drafting of the Bill. The amendwment was

moved by the Minister in another place and
will make the position clear. T move—

That the amendment be agreed to.

Question put and passed:
amendment agreed’ to.

the Cuouncil’s

Resolution veported, the report sdopted

and a message aceordingly returned to the
Couneil.

RESOLUTION—PUBLIC SERVICES,
LATE HON. J. E. DODD,

Resnlution
sidered— . .
f1} That this -Honse requests the Govern-
wment to afford Parliament an opportunity of
givine offect to some form of recogmition of

the srent serviees rendered to this State by
the late Hon. J"lb(“" Dodd.

FAN, G. TAYLOR (Mount Ma.t'g'aret)
[942]: 1 move—

from ¢the Council now cor-

That this House enneurs in the resolutmn
franemitted by the Legislative Couneil, sub-
ject to the following “amendment :—* ' Dyait all

- [ASSEMBLY.]

the woyrds of the proposed resolution down to
and including ‘efieet to,’ and iusert the fol-
Iowing in lien:—*That in the opinion of this
Housc there should Le made,.’ "’

As the resolution stands it is a direet re-
quest to the Government to introduce a
Bill. ln a technieal sense Parliament can
speak only by passing an Aet and there has
to be a recommendation from the Governor
tor the expenditure of public funds. The
resolution as amended would be in aceord-
ance with parliamentary practice as laid
down in ‘*May’’ 10th edition, page 539, or
11th edition, page 6572, where it is
stated that motions entailing expenditure
may be entertained if framed in sufficiently
vague and abstraet ferms. We know from
the records of this House that a motion by
& private member for placing & sum on the
Estimates has been disallowed. I did not
want to move concurrenece with the resolu-
tion in the form in which it came from the
other Chamber. The terms of the original
resolution, *“That this House request the
Government,’”” are neither vagne nor ab-
stract. I feel sure my amendment will be
welcomed by another place, which is par-
ticularly concerned in maintaining the Con-
stitution. The effect of the amended reso-
lution would be precisely the same as that
of the original. It would show the Gov-
ernment that they would have the sym-
pathy of both Honses if they proposed any
expenditure. It would be for the Govern-
ment fo take whatever action they thought
fit. The late Mr. Dodd rendered great ser-
viees to Western Australia, Perhaps some
members may not view those services as
being of such great importance to the State
as in my opinion they are; but Mr. Dodd
was for many years before entering Parlia-
ment secretary of the one of the largest in-
dustrial organisation on the goldfields—the
Miners' Union, whieh controlled the great
bulk of the workers on the goldfields. If we
can judge by the way in whieh the gold-
mining industry was carried on during Mr.
Dodd’s secretaryship, we must acknowledge
that the services he rendeved were great.
Durine that period there was little or no
industrial trouble: and that fact, in my
opinion, was largely due to the wonderful
influence the late gentleman bad over the
workers. and the wonderful confidence they
placed in him. Perhaps some hon. mem-
bers from the goldfields may hold a dif-
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ferent opinion. I can affirm thai Mr. Dodd’s
connsel was availed of in most cases at
meetings whieh oceasionally were rather tur-
bulent. We need only contrast the late
gentleman’s actions with the actions of
other secretaries of other unions elsewhere
in Australin. We saw what occurred duor-
ing the waterside trouble, If the seere-
taries controlling that branch of the indus-
try had acted in the same manner as Mr.
Dodd did, the saving to the Commonwealth
of Australin would have been enormons. Wa
do not realise the services rendered by Mr.
Dodd. Some hon. members may say that
his seeretarial work eannot be taken into
consideration, but I consider that that work
resulted in great benefit to the State, such
benefit as can hardly be measured by a vote
of Partiament. I need not refer to what
Mr. Dodd did as a member of another
Chamber. Na matter what our political
views mny be, hon. members generally real-
ise the value of the services rendered by
Mr. Dodd in the other House. T shall notf
probe the position of his family. They are
earrying on a business which T understand
is not too flourishing, but I shall not enter
into that aspect. I do not think it wise to
make public too much on such a subject, es-
pecially when there may be heavy obliga-
tions. TF the resolution is carried, the Gov-
ernment can gn into that aspect of the
question—not in any public manner, bat
sufficiently to guide the Premier as fo the
action he will take. I feel sure the Pre-
mier will do what he thinks is the correct
thinz. T cannot with any degree of fair-
ness to the people press the argument that
because the family have heen left with a
business carrving a heavy mortezage, the
Government should eome to the reseue.
That is not a precedent which counld he
reasonably established. But T do pin my
faith to the services rendered, which should
receive recognifion. The Government
should satisfy thewselves as to whether
there iz necessity for taking action as in-
dicated by the resolution. Snch action, T
feel sure, would have the support and sym-
pathy of both branches of the Legislature.

THE PREMIER (Hon. P. Collier—Bounl-
der) [9.57}: I had personally known the late
Mr. Dodd for a period of 25 years; in faet,
he was on my platform when T was first
elected to this House. Mr. Dodd and T were
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assoeiated in many directions for mest of
the years since then. We were in the same
Cabinet for nearly five years, and I can
subseribe to all that the member for Mt.
Margaret (Hon. G. Taylor) has said regard-
ing Mr. Dodd's unselfish work hoth out of
and in Parliament. That work was recog-
nised by all who had the privilege of his
aeyuzintance. However, 1 do not really see
how the House can agree to the resolution,
no matter how sympathetic we may be—and
1 am sure we all feel sympathetic. It is
rather diffieult to set up a special ease for
recognition in snch circumstances. Admit-
ting all that the late Mr. Dodd did for the
State, we must also agree that a great many
men who have heen in Parliament, and who
have died as members of this House, and a
great number of men who have never
entered Parlinment, rendered great and dis-
tinguished serviees to the State. It is not
necessary that one should be a member of
Parliament in order to render service to the
State. I do not see how we can set up the
position that the late Mr., Dodd’s serviees
were of so rare and distinguished a char-
acter that they conld be singled out by Par-
liament for special recognition. If the ob-
jeet is to assist the widow and family, then
we reach the peint that so many members
of Parliament have died and left families
unprovided for, and nething has heen done
for them. Can we single out this ease and
say that it stands so far out from any other
that we are justified in taking the action
suggested? I know there is a general feel-
ing amongst many members that when n
nmemher dies and Jeaves a widow in need of
assistance, some prineiple should apply, so
that it would be adaptable to all cases. But
many members have died at various times,
members who have rendered very great ser-
viee, and nothing has heen done. Thus I
fail to see how we can take the step pro-
posed, no matter how anxious we might be
to kelp. If we eonsulied onr own personal
feelinas and desires, evervone of us would
be #lad to do something, but I do not know
that the case is of such a nature that we
can take a special step, remembering that no
action has heen taken in so many others of
a similay nature. I might be prepared to
consider the question from another angle,
but T do not think the House will he justi-
fied to pass a motion of this kind. T do
not consider the circumstances to be such
that we would be justified in accepting the
motion withont taking a step thet has nevar
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been adopted before, even in cases that have
been very deserving. Without mentioning
any names, we did nothing n i reeent case
where there was a widow and young children
left totally unprovided for. All the mem-
hers of the late Mr. Dodd’s family ate grown
up. There are five sous, the youngest being
22 years of age. T believe one is in ill-
health.

Hon. ;. Tayxlor: Three are married.

The PRHEMIER: The motion is based ou
the services rendered by the late Mr. Dedd.
There again, whilst we recognise that he
worked honourably and conscientiously all
the vears of his life, he was after all not
alone in that respect. Therefore, 1 do not
really see how the House ean agree to the
resolution passed by another place.

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

MOTION—NORTH-WEST DEVELOP-
MENT.

Debate reswined from the 31st Oetober on
the following motion moved by Mr. An-
g2lo:---

That. in order that a more comprehensive
policy for the development of the North and
North-West portions of this State might he
formulated. it is, in the opinion of this House,
decirable that the Government should engage
an expert irrigation cngineer to make in-
quiries as to the suitability of the rivers of
those divisions for irrigation and ecloser set-
tlement.

MR, LAMOND (I’ilbara)
member for Gascoyne
the motion dealt

[10.6]: The
who submitted
very fully with the
benefits that wonld he derived from
a schemne of econserving water in the
North-West for the purpose of irrigation.
I have very little to add to what he said,
but at the same time T wish to offer a few
remarks, PPerhaps it would have been het-
ter, and it would have helped the discussion,
if we had had some authentic information
with regard to the area that eould be served
or brouzht within the scope of the irriga-
tion seheme along the various rivers in the
northern part of the State. Members repre-
senting North-West constituencies have a
fairly good idea of the area of land that
would be suitable for irrigation, and which
would be econserved by irrigation if the con-
servation did not prove too costly. Speak-
ing as a layman, I know there are many
rivers, particularly in the far North, that

[ASSEMBLY.]

would lend thewselves to irvigation scheries,
provided the water could be conserved at
reasonalle cost.  The distriet 1 represent
does not particularly lend itself to irriga-
tion heeause of the fact that most of the
rivers run throngh auriferous country, and
it is not until within a few miles of where
those vivers enter the sea that rhey pass
through land that wourld be regarded as
being suitable for eultivation. That, how-
ever, does not apply to the Kimberleys or
the Gaseoyne. I believe a great deal could
be done in those places, especially having
regard to the faet of the wonderful growth
made during the wet months in that part
of the State. It would be difficult tu esti-
mate the carrying capaeity of the land there
duting the rainy season, and so it eould be
fairly elaimed with the applieation of water
to the land several times in the vear, growth
could be maintained during the whole of
the 12 months and the carrying capacity
over the whole period greatly increased.
Some time ago an application came from
my distriet for the resumption of a small
area of land for the purpose of irrigation.
It was claimed by the applieant that by
means of irrigation the particular piece of
land, which was very small, would earry
about 30 sheep to the acre. He believed it
would do that during the rainy season, and
he was quite prepared to go on with the
small scheme provided the Government
would make available for him about 300
acres of land. The matter was submitted
to the Minister for Lands, but it was
pointed out to the applicant that the cost
of survey would have to be borne by him,
and it would be expensive to send a sur-
veyor up for the role purpose of survey-
ing that small area. Tt is a pity the Gov-
ernment did not give some little help in
that instance. After all, the applicant was
prepared to find the whole of the money
that would have been involved in putting
in a small irrigation scheme to test the area
right out, and to see whether it wounld be
possible to so improve the eountry as to
make it carry between 200 and 3D sheep to
the acre. I can remember a few years ago
when the common at Port Hedland was a
mere sand patch. There was practically
nothing growing on it apart from a few
bunches of spinifex which were of little
value from a fodder point of view. A few
pounds of grass were imported from India
and scattered about the eommon, and tfo-
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day it has a splendid growth of grass over
the whole area. It not only established
itself, but there have been several hundred
bags of seed taken from it and sent to
other parts of the Btate. Some was aectu-
ally hought by the Queensland Government
and many of the station people alse pur-
chased the sced and spread it about their
runs,

Hon, Sir James Mitchell: And it is a
very good grass, too.

Mr. LAMOND: I believe it is. That
goes to show that with the impertation of
foreign grasses, something ean be done to
inerease the carrying eapacity of parts of the
North-West. The Queensland Government
have spoken very highly of this par-
tieular grass. The chairman of the loeal
road board recently received a report from
Queensland that the grass had made great
headway. In some parts of the North-West,
partienlarly on the coast, this grass has
thoronghly established itself, but it does
not appear to do very well further inland.
I hope if the motion is agreed to the Gov-
ernment will give some attention to it. I
have a recollection of a motion moved by
myself and agreed to by this House some
three years ago having been forgotten.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Well let us
turn out the Government.

Mr. LAMOND : I would be prepared to do
that if it were possible to put & hetter Gov-
ernment in their place.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: I will help you
in that direction, too.

Mr. LAMOND: Jf the motion we are
now debating is agreed to I hope the Gov-
ernment will take some heed of it. Had the
desire of this House besn given effect to, it
would have not been necessary for the hon.
member to bring down this motion, mor
would it have been necessary o appoint the
Roval ("ommission to inquire into the ecattle
indusfry, for that body counld have done all
the work that was requisite. I have pleasure
in supporting the motion.

HON. SIR JAMES MITCHELL (Nor-
tham) [10.16]: T support the motion. If
anything is to be done in the way of agri-
culture in our North-West, it must be done
by irmgation. If we could secure the ger-
vices of a first-class irrigation engineer from
India, we might get a report that would be
of inestimable value. T do not kmow, how-
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ever, that anything can be done io bring
such an expert to the State until the Pre-
mier has made some announcement with re-
gard to handing gver portion of the North-
West to the Federal Government, I thought
he intended to give members an opportunity
to diseuss that matter during the present
session.

The Premier: I think you suggested we
should not waste time upon it, and I took
youar advice.

My, Teesdale: It was not good advice.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The
rainfall in the North-West is so light that
we must have irrigation facilifies before we
can do anything in the way of growing trop-
ical products. It is doubtful whether cotton
could be grown in the North ‘by white
labour in competition with those countries
where cheaper labour is employed, but we
should be sble to supply our own wants in
the matter of tropicai fruit., I should like to
see established somewhere near Camden
harbour, a small settlement of persons who
would be part fishermen and part farmers,
or agrieunlturalists. There are good facilities
for irrigation there, and there are other
places in the North-West where water could
be held up, where many products could
be grown by irrigation, and where a big pop-
ulation could be carried. It would be well
to get the adviee of a good irrigation ex-
pert, having in view that it would be pos-
sible to establish such a small settlement as I
have suggested. The matter is one that could
well be considered. No one knows how many
tropieal plants will grow in the North. We
cannot say that rubber will not grow.

Mr. Latham: Coffee would grow there.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Pos
sibly, tea as well. Some time ago it ‘was
sugpested that we could grow sugar there,
but the rainfall is insufficient for that parti-
cular produet,

The Minister for Works:
commercially.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Yes.
Sugar cane is grown in the gardens near the
Supreme Court. Some plants or produets
could be grown in the North, and an in-
quiry might be made so that we might be in
readiness for the time when a fropieal fruit
industry could be established. I do not
know that we ean do very much to develop
the North becaunse we cannot do all that is
necessary in the more temperate climate of

To grow it
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the south, where people can live in greater
comfort. I approve of the suggestion, how-
ever, and hope that some inquiry will be
made.

On mofion by Mr. Coverley,
Journed.

debate ad-

House adjourned at 10.20 p.m,

T ——

Legislatiee  Council,
Wednesday, 15th December, 1928.
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The PRESIDENT took the Chu'i at 4.30
p-m., and read prayers.

HOSPITAL FUND BILL SELECT
COMMITTEE.

Report presented.

Hon. A. LOVEKIX brought up the re-
port of the seleet committee appointed to
inquire into the Hospital Fund Bill.

Report received and read.

(COUNCIL.]

MOTION—FREMANTLE HARBOUR
TRUST.

To disallow Regulation.

HON. C. F. BAXTER (East) [437]: [
move—

That Regulation No. 112, made by the Fre-

mantle Harbour Trust, relating to outward
cargo {(wheat for expart), published in the
‘fGovernment Gazette'' on the 14th inst., and
laidl on the Table of the House this day, be
and is herchy disallowed.
With the close of every session of Parlia-
ment we have n very real grievance against
the Government bringing down Bills late
in the session when there is not time to
give consideration {o them. Here ve have
something far worse, in that this regulation
has anly to be published in the “Governmen:
Gazette” to be put into effect, whereas a
Bill has to pass both Houses before coming
into operation. Tt ill becomes the Covern-
ment to allow any department to nut up
regulations and have them laid on the Table
of the House and gazetted during the closing
hours of the session. In this intunce the
regulations were nol laid on the Talle until
the very day when Parliament is iikely to
go into recess. The regulations contain out-
standing increases in wheat charges as fol-
lows: Unloading wheat from trucks into
stack and reloading wheat on to ganutry or
on to elevalor, per hag .50d., per ton 6.154.
It would be interesting to know why those
increases have been imposed. Already the
charges for the handling of wheat at Fre-
mantle are very high, owing to the Cuct that
the handling is done by the Fremanile Har-
bour Trust. The wheat shippers themselves
would be verv pleased to handle the wheat
at the old rates withont any inerense, and
would not be at the work many years before
making a very subatantial profit out of i*.
And in addition to the wheat shippers, there
are stevedores familiar with wheat bandline
who would he only too pleased o take o
contraet at the rate existing befure these
amended regulations were brought out. Let
us examine the charges. The old sharge per
bag was 2x. 3.982d. per ton and !ne new
charge is 2s. 10,1324, per ton, or Jan inerease
of 6.15d. per ton, or 22 per eent. Thes=
charges do not come out of tue :=lippers,
but are extracted from the produ-ers of the
State. I do not kpow when the Govern-
ment are going to stop penalising the pro-
ducers.



