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the courage of their conviction, whereas those
who cante titter them have never bad the
courage to dispose of the, to them, objection-
able trading concerns. So long as we have
Ministers who, in season and out of season,
declare that individually they are opposed to
the State trading concerns, bow can we ex-
pect those concerns to succeed? Fancy ap-
pointing to a private business concern a
nmanager who had no confidlence in it and
who did not hesitate to say so! What would
the proprietor of such a concern do, but in-
vite the manager to get nut?

Question put and a division taken with the
follon-ing result:-

Ay es - . -15

Noes .. . . 5

'Majority for

HOD.
H-on.
lion.
lion,
lion.
Hon.
Ron,
HOD,

-- 10

AYES.
A. Enui Hen. J. Mills
H. P. Colsbatcb Hon. 0. Potter
J. DuftelI Hion. E. Rose
J, Ewing Hon. A. Sander
J. A. Greig Hon. A. J. H.
J. J. Holmes Hon. H. Stewal
A. Lovekin HOn. J. Nichols
0S. W. Miles (Pe

HOn. J. Cornell
Hon. E. H. Harris
Hon. J. W, Hickey

Noss.
Hon.
HOD,

son
Saw

t1

aer)

H. Seddon
T. Moor,

(Teller.)
Question thus passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Committee, etc.

Bill passed through Committee without de-
bate, reportedl without amenldment, and the
report adopted.

ADJOURNMENT-SPBCIAL.
The IENESTER FOR EDUCATION: I1

desire to intimate that, in order to meet the
convenience of bon. menmbers, it is my inten-
tion at the conclusion of the business to-
morrow to move that the House adjourn for
a period in view of the condition of our
Notice Parer and of the time likely to elapse
before eny Bills will be available from an-
other place.

House adjourneed (it 9.40 p.m.

legsLative aemb ,
Wednesday, POsh Sieptember, 1912.

ave of absence.. .. .. ..
Bin: LiUcensing Aet Ameaftwnt Corn-.. 839

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

LEAVE OP ABSENCE.
On motions by Mr. Mullany, leave of ab-

sence for two weeks granted to -Mr. Doyland
(Kalgoorlie) oa the ground of ill-health; and
four weeks to 'Ar. Teefdole (Roebourne) e
the ground of urgent public business.

BILL-LICENSING ACT AMENDMENT.
In Committee.

Resumed from the previous day; Mr.
Stubhs in the Chair, the Premier in charge
of the Dill.

Clause 21-Amnendment of Section 49-
Amendmnent by Ron. W. C. Angwin "That
all words after 'premises' in line 4, down to
'nor' in line 14, be struck out" (portly
considered):-

Hoa, W. C. ANOWIN: On reconsideration,
I propose to withdraw the amendment. The
woids ''within the city of Perth or town of
F'remantle" can be etruek out in another
place. Moreover, I wish to give other mema-
bers an opportunity to move an amendment
to strike out paragraph (a). Consequently,
I withidraw my amendment.

Amendment by leave 'withdrawn.
Mr. MIU1SIE: I move an amendment--

That paragraph (a) be struck out.

I do not see any necessity for providing a
separate door to a bottle department. I can-
not understand why the provision was in-
cluded. It is often said that gallon licenses
arc responsible for drinking in the home.
Yet here wea are asked to provide for a sep-
arate and private entrance to every hotel,
which is to eneourage what other provisions
of the Bill propose to abolish- The provision
of the extra doer will mean an enormous
expenditure to some licensees, and may prove
to be a further inducement to the consump-
tion of alcohol.

'Mrs. COWAN: I hope the amendment winl
1ec carried. I regard this proposed extra
door as a menace to our young people and to
the women of the commuity. Moreover, I do
not see why hotelkeepers should he forced
to go to the expense involved in the architec-
tural alterations,

The PREMIER: It is curious how, by en-.
tirely different reasonings, two members can
be brought to support the sanme proposition.
1 have no objection to the amendment.

Amendnment put and passed.

U9
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Hion. W. C. ANGWIN: I mo~ve an amend-
ment-

That paragraph (b) be struck out.

The court will have discretion to say what
accommodation shall be provided. It is in-
-equitable to require that in every hotel there
shall be 14 bedrooms over and above thoem
required for the staff and the licensee and
his family. Mloreover, it does not seem fair
that a man should be required by law to
incur heavy expenditure in order to furnish
accommodation greater than the requirements
of the district, and that at the same time we
should provide that the people shall have the
right to close him up at the end of five years.
It is not a fair proposition. Before the Lic-
ensing Court grants a license, an hotel has to
be built that is suitable for the requirements
of the people in the particular district con-
cerned. The area which has to decide whether
a hotel has to be closed or not is a larger
one than that which has to decide whether an
hotel has to be erected or not. The Licens-
ing court can take into consideration the re-
quirements of the district in which it is pro-
posed to erect an hotel. The licensing court
to be established under this Bill will be differ-
ent in constitution from that now existing.
Discretion should be given to the court to
smy what sized hotel should he erected.

Mr. CHESSON: I agree that the matter
should come before the licensing court. At
present plans and specifications have to go
before the bench, and are only approved when
it is thought they are suitable for the require-
mnents of the district. It is wrong that 20
rooms should have to be erected before any
house can be licensed.

The PREMIER: I an, opposed to the
amendment. I cannot think that if further
hotels are to be erected in Perth they will
be built merely for the sale of liquor. Does
any member believe that in either Perth or
Fremantle an hotel could be approved by the
licensing bench which would not contain the
number of rooms provided in this clause? If
additional accom modation of this sort is not
required there can be no reason for licensing
the premises.

Mrs. COWAN: I support the amendment.
Some years ago legislation of a simnilar nature
to this was introduced in the United Sttes,
but was found very unsatisfactory. Pople
learned a sharp lesson a" a result of dictting
to the licensing bench and the publican con-
cerning the number of rooms to he built.
These rooms had to be used, and in many
parts of the cities they were not used in a
satisfactory manner. We do not want this
kind of thing to occur here It should not be
made mandatory for the benih to order that
such and such things should be done, but the
bench should be given discretionary powers in
the matter.

-Mr. JOHNSTON: Twelve bedrooms as a
minimum for a new hotel in the metropolitan

' area is a very small number to insist upon. 1
hope no licensing court would take that num-
ber as an indication of the minimum require-
ments for the metropolitan airea. A new

hotel is now being built in Narrogin, contain-
ing over 50 bedrooms, and that should be the
minimum for Perth.

Mr. J. H. SMITH: Power should be given
to the court to bay bow many bedroom are
required for any new hotel.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: It would be advisable
to strike out all these paragraphs.

The Premier: You will strike out the
iihole Bill, if you are not careful.

'Mr. UNDERWOOD: I want to see the
Dill passed. If stipulations are put into the
Bill the bench must act upon them. The
clause should not refer to new licenses, but
to all those that come up for renewal. In
place of thee paragraphs we should have a
provision that the licensing bench shall only
license piremises that are in their opinion
suitable for the requirements of the district
in which they are situated.

Mr. RICHARDSON: I anm surprised that
the member for North-East Fremnantle has
moved this amendment. It is evident that
members have not read the evidence given
before the Royal Commission. The failure of
the 1911 Act was due principally to the fact
that too much was left to the discretion of
the licensing magistrate. I cannot under-
stand why anyone should suggcest that a new
license should not be granted in any part of
the metropolitan area unless at least 12
bedrooms were provided for. Unless this is
made mandatory, hotels may be established
merely for the purpose of selling drink. It
would he unreasonable to ask botelkeepers to
spend money on their properties in the near
future. The Premier in bringing dowvn this
Bill has given a fair and just margin-five
years-to enable people to bring their pre-
mises up to the proper standard. I wvould
be disappointed, and even disgusted, if any
magistrate granted a new lic-nse in my elec-
torate and said, "9You can build it with five
or six bedrooms.'" Any numhr less than 12
would disgust people in the metropolitan
area. I hope it will not be made discretion-
ary as to the number of rooms a new hotel
shall have.

'-%r. MeCALLUM: T hope the amendment
wsill not be carried. It appearsi to me to be
a question as to who is to lay down the
policy. There should he some guiding prin-
ciple for the board or the court to follow, and
it is for Parliament to set up a standard.
Where, therefore, can harm be done? We set
out u~hat is an absolute mininirm. We have
copied that minimum from the Victorian Act.
It has to be kept clearly in mind that a
license for an hotel is granted for the con-
venience of the travelling public, and con-
ditionally on accommodation being prodided
for the public.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: Would those who are
advocating thetamendment give us an in-
stance of an hotel in Perth that does not ful-
fil all the conditions set outs Why put in
the amendment when it iq not necessary?
Why worry about these things I The present
Act says that the bench shall see that the
house is suitable f or all requirements. Do
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we need more than that? We had a freak
Royal Commission appointed to deal with
the question.

The Premier: You are not justified in say-
ing that.

The CHAIRMAN: We are not dealing
with the principles of the Bill.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: There are ample pro-
visions in existence to deal with these ques-
tions. I cannot imagine anyone applying for
a new license in Perth who would have con-
ditions that were not far ahead of those
provided for in the BiLl

Hon. P. Collier: Then why object to the
Bill?

Mr. UNDERWOOD: A good workman
does his work well. When we are legislating
we should endeavour to do our work well. This
rubbish, excess verbiage, is utterly useless
ad might possibly cause confusion.

Hon. P. Collier: Your objection is noted,
so let it go.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: Very well.
Ron. 'T. WNALKER: If we make magis-

trates depend upon the literal expression of
the law they will do so, and the consequence
will he that instead of those niegistratos see-
ing that the requirements of the district are
met, they will say, "We have the require-
ments established by Act of Parliament-12
rooms." The function of the law is to act
according to the requirements. I shall there-
fore support the amendment by refusing to
stipulate the number of rooms to be- pro-
vided. We put the whole responsibility on
those who by Act of Parliament have to in-
quire, and not act miechanically, not act OnL
the literal expression of an Act of Panlic-
stient, but to investigate, take evidence, and
taLke the responsibility of their judg-ment.
There is vitality in that kiud of legislation.
In this there is nothing but a penny in the
slot style.

Mr. _MeCALLIM: The law -is it is pro-
vides that there must he at least two bed-

:roomns and two sitting rooms. Look at the
Slfndar~l the Perth bench has set up. Is
there any hotel in Perth with two bedrooms
or two sitting rooms? The argument of the
member for Kanowna is that because we have
act down 12 bedrooms, the court will accept
that as a direction. In recent years the
hotels which have been built in Perth have
contained 50 or more bedrooms. They had
to provide that, accommodation before they
were able to get a license. The suggestion
of the Commission is that the minimum be
raised to something like a decent IMandard.

Hon. W. C. ANOWIN: A person who builds
an hotel provides plans, and the custom used
to be for the Court to determine what amount
of money should be spent. The fact as to
whether an hotel was necessary or whether a
certain number of rooms were necessary, was
not taken into consideration. I remember
an instance in 1911 when the Premaftle court
decided on plans submitted to it that suffi-
cient was not being spent in rebuilding an
hotel, and the result was that the applicants
bad to spend a larger sum of money in order

(33)

to get the license. The hotel at that time
was owned by a family who could not afford
to spend very much on it, and they had to
borrow money in order to erect fancy ver-
andahs around the building. This matter
should be left to the discretion of the court,
The Royal Commission advise that we should
give the court full discretion as to whether a
new hotel should be erected, even without
the decision of the people affected.

Mr. Richardson: Yon are wrong.
Haln. W. C. ANOWIN: That is in the

Commission 's report. If we are to give the
court discretion on the wider issue, we should
be prepared to give it to them on the nar-
rower issue. I do not think anyone would
bring forward a plan for an hotel in the city
of Perth which provided for only 12 bed-
*rooms, but there is a possibility of that being
done for the outskirts of North Perth or
Vlictoria Park. The 10 years compensation
nras provided for those owners of hotel
properties who had been compelled to
spend more money on their houses than was
necessary for the time being. I cannot see
why Perth and Fremaantlc hatve been selected.
Northam is a big place and in all probability
there arc nitore travellers requiring accomnmo-
dation temporarily at that centre than at
Victoria Park, yet it is proposed that six
rooms shall be sufficient in such a place. If
the anmeudmient be cantied, I will move later
that the court shall have full discretion
throughout tIhe whole State.

Amendment put and a dlivision taken with
the following result:-

Ayes .. -- .- 12
Noes .. - .24

Majority against- 12

Mr. Angwin
Mr. Chesson
Mrs. Cowan
Mr. Harrison
Mr. Lutey
Mr. Marsbsll

Mr. Eroun
Mr. Carter
Mr. Collier
Mr. Davies
Mr. Denton
Mr. Duracli
M r. George
Mr. Gibson
Mr. Hietniott
Mr. Johnston
Mr. C. 0, Malicy
Mr. H, KC. Maley

AYES.
Mr. J. H. Smith
Mr. J. M. Smith
Mr. Underwood
Mr. Walker
Mr. Willcoek

Mr. Heron
(Teller.)

NOE.
Mr. Mann
Mr. McCallum
Sir James Mitchell
Mr. Money
Mr. Munsle
Mr. O'Loghlen
Mr. Please
Mr. Richardson
Mr. Sampson
M r. Simons
Mr. T. Thomson
Mr. Muhisny

(glzer.)
Amendment thus negatived.

Mr. SIMTONS: I move an amendment-
That after ''feet'' in the last line of

paragraph (ce), the words "and shall be
provided with running water and fixed
hand-basins" be inserted.

841
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The paragraph applies to bedroomns, and it
shouldk be the aims of Parliament to exercise
oiery possible influence to modernists hotels
in thle ttttrj,.olitan area.

The Minister for Works: Tile size of the
beulroonmsfnow is too small.

Mr. SIMONS: No hedroom is too small
to Is- fitted with a hand-basin. The amend-
niejit %kill mean the saving of much dIrudgery
oil the part of the women members of the
hotel staff. In anl hotel containing 40 bed-
roomis, the daily labour inivolvedl in filling
earthenware vessels with water and empty-
lug- them three or four times during the day
is a drudgery belonging to past ages.

M~r. J1. [1. Smith: Your proposal would cut
out som ni n'ployinvit.

Mr. SIMON%'S: Tite member for Nelson
does not wish to aee ant'y itmprovement, so
there is no good in the proposal! The cost
involved in lu'nishing bedrooms with a wash-
stand, jug and basi, and other utensils repre-
sents a heavy expenditure, which would he
almost sufficient to provide for the reticula-
tion of a bedrsom. The breakages in con-
ntection wi4th bedroom ware in any of the
large hotels involve a very heavy expenditure
each vent, while the maintenance of a fixed
basin with a water supply would not be heavy
at all.

Mr. Mlarallou Smith: Will the 'Minister
for Works guarantee to supply water?

Mr. SIMONS: We are proposing these
things to speed him up in his intentions.

The Minister for Works: The trouble is
that you cannot swing a kitten, in some of
these bed rooms.

Mr. SIAIO.NS: A fixed hand basin would
not take up more thtan a third of the space
of a washlstand. The system of carrying
water to guests is hundreds of years old.
Perth should be made a modern city. Our
hotels atre 15 years behind the first class
hotels in the E asiern States and 3lO years
behind those in Canada.

Mr. CORBOY: The member for East
Perth is not gaining by his amendment
that which hie seeks to achieve. His amend-
meet means that a bedroom for one person
shall be fitted with running water and fixed
hand basins butt it will permit a bedroom
for more than two persons to be erected
without those conveniences.

Thne Mlinister for Agriculture: Why not
pioivide for inseetihaine as well?

M1r. CORBOY: That is a very 'necessary
thing in sonie places in Perth.

Mr. Simons: Such a provision might me-an
the death of sonme Ministers.

Mr. t'ORBOY: The amendment read in
conjunction with paragraph (c) only applies
to single bedrooms, and leaves other rooms
to the discretion of the owner of the hotel
building.

The PREXIIER: If we stipulate these
conveniences, all the existing hotels will
have to be brought up to this standard.

,\r. Simons: Blut not for five years.

The PREMIER, I want the Conimittee to
realise what ant etnornmous expense will be
involved.

Anmendmenat put and passed.

M1r. UNDERWOOD: Paragraph (e) deals
with c ity hotels and provi-les that, the
licensing court, in their discretin, may &e-
iland the proviionJ of a three-stalled stable.
('ais anlyone imlagine a three-stalled stable at
the Palace Hotel?

Arr. Lutey: What about a garage?
Mr. UNDERWOOD: That is a different

proposition, but I do not know that we
should compel hotels to provide garages.

Mr. IMann: Thle paragraph states 'where
necessary."

-Mr. UNDERWOOD: If it is not neces-
sary, why insert the provision?

Capt. Carter: It might be necessary.
Mr. UNDERWOOD: That is what I want

supporters of this provision to demonstrate.
Can we imagine a three-stalled stable at
the Savoy Hotel?

Hion. P. Collier: Down in the basemeati
Mr. UNDERWOOD: Yes, or on the fourth

floor.
Irs. Cowan: Ratter cut out the lot.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: Yes, and leave it to
the discretion of the court. We should be
working in the reverse direction. I do not
think we should have stables in connection
with city hotels.

Hon. P. Collier: The horses would be
stamping and neighing all night, and keep-
ing the boarders awake.

Mr. Sinmons: And making a breeding
ground for flies. I ant with you on this.

Mr. Harrisotn : The Health Department
are endenvouriag to get stables removed
front the city.

My. UNDERWOOD: They should be re-
moved from the heart of the city.

Mr. SIMONS: I wish to amend an earlier
portion of the paragraph. I move an amend-
met-

That in line 1 of paragraph (e) ''baths''
he deleted, and the words 'otie bath for
every five lodgers" be inserted in lieu.

I desire to ensure ample bath accommoda-
tion in city hotels.

Mr. Underwood: You will not make it
compulsory to have a bath?

2Mr. SIMONS: Not this year, out of re-
gard for the Alinister for Works and the
water problem.

The Minister for Works: There is plenty
of water.

Mr. SIMONS: One bath for every 10
lodgers is insufficient in this climate.

The PRE=tIR: I hope the hon. member
will not persist in his amendment. It would
mean that an. hotel of 12 rooms, half of
them double rooms, would require four bath-
roomng. This number is too great. People
staying at hotels rise and bath it different
hours and there are always attendants to
keep the baths dlean. It would not be
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reasonable to ask hotelkeepers to provide a
bathroom for every live lodgers.

Mr. DAVIES: Members are making the
position intolerable and one is justified in
wondering whether some architect has bad
a hand in drawing up these suggestions.
There was an architect on the Licensing
Commission.

Mr. Johnston: That is not the reason at
all.

Mr. DAVIES: Last night the member for
East Perth spoke about having a bathroom
I or every individual. What asnout Thle haRl-
goorlic express, on which are prodided two
hand basins and about half-a-dozen towels
for every 25 people? This shows how people
are catered for under a socialised system.

Mr. Underwood: But it is not compulsory
to Wash.

Mr. DAVIES: If these requirements are
imposed on hotelkeepers we shall be stifling
a trade which it is desired to keep in opera-
tion.

Hion. WV. C. Angwvin: And a man will have
to carry a tent and blankets with him.

Mr. DAVIES: Did the Royal Commission
take the opinion of anyone other thtan the
architect who was on the Commission? Let
members of the Commission turn up the evi-
dence and show us the testimony of an ex-
pert that this is the minimum provision
which should he made in our hotels. Nothing
of the kind appears in the evidence. If the
amendment were passed, every room in an
hotel would be a bathroom, and there would
be no betlroorrs at all. Presumably the blan-
kets would have to be stretched over the
baths.

M.%r. Underwvood: It would be no good to a
XNorth-Wester.

Mr. DAVIES: We ought to retain the pro-
yb-ion of the old Bill. That covers every-
thing that is required. [t is no use putting
up ideal Prtitions without regard to the f at-
tor of economic cost.

Mr. O'LOGHLEN: The provisions in the
clause have found their way there largely by
reason of the evidence given by one of the
leading architects in this State. He adduced
numerous instances of faulty construction of
hotel premises. Therefore a different stand-
ard should be set up. In the modern city of
Kalgoorlie one finds hotels with frontages
of only 50 or 60 feet. Such a state of affairs
is no credit to a city. I oppose the amend-
meat, however, as piling unfair burdens upon
men who are called upon to cater for the
public. The reason why one recommendation
was not made by the Royal Commission was
that the evidence showed that sometimes mem-
bers of the staff were so indifferent thnt, if
basins were placed in the room, the slops
would be emptied into them. Let us not
hamper the trade by demanding excessive ac-
commodation. Even to-day it is impossible
for the ordinary citizen to pay the high tariffs
demanded by the hotels. To-day there is
hardly an hotel dining-room in Western Aus-
tralia that is paying.

Hon. W. 0. ANOWIN: The object of the
clause seems to be decentralisation, because

Atd effect must be to make living in an hotel
in Perth or Premantle so dear as to compel
country people to stay away from these cities.
Such an amendment would make no differ-
ece to residents of Perth and Fremantle,
but it would make a considerable difference
to people from the country visiting the metro-
politan area. The tendency would he to drive
them away to the Eastern States. Matters
like this should be left to the discretion of
the court.

Amendment put and negatived.
Mr. UNDERWOOD: I move an amend-

int-
That in proposed Section 49, Subsection

1, paragraph (e), the following words be
struck out:-''ad also where necessary
in the opinion of the licensing court with
stabling sufficient for the accommodation
of not less than three horses.''
The PREMIER: The provision is perfectly

reasonable. No stabling would be required
in the centre of the city, for instance.

Mr. Underwood: If the matter is left to
the discretion of the court, why specify it
here at a117

The PREMIER: I hope the words will re-
m~ain.

Mr. MULLANY: If the amendment is car-
ried, the existing provision will stand, and
that is to the effect that before a license can
be granted there must be stabling accommo-
dation for six horses at least. The clause
represents a distinct advance on the existing
provision.

Mr. Money: The matter is discretionary
under the existing Act.

Mr. -MULLAN Y: It is mandatory, though
there is a proviso that the court may, if it
thinks proper, dispense with the stabling
nt-taoInn) odati on.

Mr. 'Money: This new provision reduces the
acconmmodation to what is needed for three
horses.

Mr. MULLANY: I do not wish to pat
any unnecessary burden on the licensed vie-
tuallers, but this provision lightens the burden
in respect of stabling. The licensing court
wsill give consideration to all the circum-
stances of an applie-ition. While stabling
mtiy not he a necessity in the case of the
leading hotels of Perth, yet there are some
hotels, in and adjacent to the city, at which
stabling is absolutely required. I do not
think we shall be going too far in giving dis-
cretion to the licensing court to insist upon
the provision of due stabling accommnodation.
It is necessary that the court should have
such discretion.

Mr. Underwood: They have it tinder the
Act.

Mr. -MULLA2N'Y: Yes. At present they
can make the licensee provide stabling for
six horses, whereas the clause prescribes ac-
commodation for three horses. In view of the
displacement of horses by motor cars, I
think stabling for three horses sufficient.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: There are no stables
in connection with any of the Perth hotels, ex-
cept the United Service and, possibly, one or



84 [ASSB]MLY.]

two in the suburbs. The member for North-
East Fremiantle struck the keynote of the
.hole Bill -when he asked, ' -Shall we increase
costs unileesarily?'' Every time we add
a stable or anything else to the prescribed
requirements of an hotel, we add to the cost
of the mhtablishmient and thus necessarily in-
crease its charges. I stand for decreased
costs, which is the oniy principle that can
assist Wvstern Australia. We should not
slavishly adhere to the conditions of thle past.
Stabling is not necessary in any city hotel,
nor has it been necessary for many years
past. The present tendency is to displace
horsts by motor ears, and therefore stabling
is less required in Perth to-day than ever be-
fore. Fancy, making the licensee of the Pal-
ace Hlotel provide a three-stall stable! if
any man building an hotel had the slightest
idea that hie would have horses brought there,
he would build a stable. He himself is thle
best judge of what will be required. In the
country, stables arc required at every ]hotel,
and so they are provided. [a all Australian
cities it is recognised that stabling ought to
be kept as far out of the city as possible. We
should hi- providing, not to compel licensees
to provide stables, but to prevent it. A
stable at an hotel in the heart of a city is
an ofience, and should be prohibited.

Mr. SIMONS; I hope all reference to
horses will be cut out of the clause. The
provision represents a harassing condition to
be inuposed on licensees. While the clause
does not make stables mandatory, the mere
reference to them will be taken as a direction
to the licensing court. In a modern city we
should not be even suggesting that stabling
accormmodlation must be provided. I will sup-
port the amendment.

Anondnment put and a division taken with
tile following result:-

Ayes
Noes

-Majority against

Angwln
Chesson
Collier
Cowan

Heron
Lamnbert
Marsh all

Ant.

Nloss.
Briom

Carter
Carboy
Davie.
DIenton
lu rack

Glrotrge
Gibson
Harrison
Hickman;
Jobnston
Lutey
C. C. 1M6aley
H. K. Mnlay

33
27

Ir. Simons
fr. Underwood
r. Walker

r.Witicock
.r. Wilson
r. Munsle

(Toiler.)

fr. lesan
fr. Mcallum
fi Jame, Mitchell
r. Money
r. O1,giea
r. Pleasea
.r. Richardson
:r. Sampson
Fr. J. H. Smith
r. J. M1. Smith
Fr. A. Thomson
fr. J. Tbomnsen
r. Mullany

(raese.)

Amendment thus negatived.

Sitting Suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

'.%r. J. H. SMITH: I move an amend-
ment- 1

That the following words be added to
paragraph (Q):-'aid that some suitable
accomumodation be provided to house at
least three motor cars."'

It is often difficult for motorists arriving in
Petit late at night to get accommodation for
their cars. I do not say this accommodation
should be elaborate, but it should be left to
the licensing court to say what it should be.
I hoipe the Premier wvili accept the amend-
ittnt, as it is a necessary one.

Tite PREMIER: It is not necessary to
provide hotel garages in the city where there
are garages all over the place. At least the
amendment should read, "'where necessary in
thec opinion of the licensing court.''

Mr. T. H. Smith: That was my intention.
The CHAIR'MAN: I mill amend the

amendment to readl-
''And that some suitable accomtmoda.-

tion, where necessary in the opinion of the
licensing court, should he provided to house
at least three motor cer.''
Amendment put and negatived.
Hon. W. C. ANGAL N: Is stabling ac-

comimodation for three horses sufficient in the
ease of a country hotel?

Mir. Johnston, Every country hotel has
accommodation for at least six horses.

Hon. W. C. ANGWflf: I cannot see why
certain rules should be laid down for city
hotels, wihere-as no such rules are to be eni-
forced in the case of country towns. The
conditions with regard to the country should
be left to the licensing court. I move an
amendment-

That Subelause 3 be struck out.

I find from Subelause 4 that the licensing
court has power to insert in a certificate that
provision be made for mny further accoms-
modation it wishes.

The Premier, It can do anything it likes.
flon. W. C. ANOWIN: There may he

hotels in Perth and Fremantle which already
provide all the accommodation necessanv.
The matter should be left in the hands of
the licensing eourt without any mandatory
provisions being made. It may cost as, muck
to increase the accommnodation as provided
by the Bill as it costs to build an hotel. If
in; the opinion of the licensing benich an hotel
needls to be altered or requires that addi-
tioal acconmmodation shall he Provided, the
bench, in its discretion, can insert the fact
as one of the conditions in the certificate
bsiefl. There are hotels to-day which have
go many rooms that tllwy do not know what
to do with them, and in some instances
those who are given accommodation there axe
eornpelled to pay more. rader the Bill
licensees will be obliged to spend thousands
of pounds in order to comply with the con-
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ditions s. out. it is very often the case
that nlteraions cost more thjan the structure
itscelf.

Mr. %.anon: Yot would not object to an
lintel havling the sewerage' systenit

lion. W. C. ANCIWIN: No, but it would
not Le ,ossibie to enforce tlat in West Perth
or even North Perth. Yet under the Bill it
wvould be compulsory to provide it. How.
ci tr, I ann nut nitchn worried about that be-
cflOse as woon as tine systemi is; extended L am
certaiun the hotels will connect up. It should
not be a hand and fast rule to compel bieen-
ses to intcrenLse their -tteonimnodation when
what they have is regarded as sufficient. Let
the liccn4mn4 bteh exercise discretion in
these nratters. If it is found that it is neces-
sary that any particular hotel should provide
additional ac~oumlodlation, tine bench then
coul] say that the prennises should he en-
larged.

Mr. O'Loghlen: They have not said it in
the past.

Hon. W. C. ANGWtN:, Yes, but we should
not make it compulsory en the part of the
magistrates to declare that premises must he
enilarged when it is considered that tbe no-
coxnmodatiou irovided is already sufficient.
I hope the Committee wiU strike out Sub-
clause 3.

Thne PREMIER: I understand tine hon.
inenn er tarours tine rejection of Subelanse 4.
I think that clause w~ill do all that the re-
quires.

Mr. 0 'Loghlen: It will cover it.
The PREMIER: The standard we shall

be setting if we pass this Bill will not be so
high that the tariffs will he excessive, as the
hon. mien-her seems to think. I have no oh-
jectioa to Subelause 3 beingz struck out.

Mr. PICKERING: It is known that there
arc nnany hotels that require to be broughnt
up to dlate. These building were not de-
signed on hygienic lines and the Commission
gave partitlar attention to this aspect.

Eon. P1. Collier: This is the only point on
which they were wrong.

Mr, PICKERING: I do not ulmat. that.
It is not desired that we should increase the
nomber of hotels. We should, however, in-
cras the s-tandard, especilly in the city.
If we take out Subelause 3. we shall leave
the matter entirely at the discretion of the
bench, and, as we know, the beach has not
proved altogether effective in this direction.
I know of many instances where improve-
ments ahould have been made, especially in
country districts, and more particularly in
regard' to sanitary conveniences, which are
absolutely shocking. If we give these people
five years in which to bring! their premises
up to a decent standard, we shall be doing a
fair thing.

Mr. MeCALLIJM: I hope the Premier has
carefully thought over what he proposes to
agree to. If my reading of Suhelanise 4 is
right, it only deals with the conditions under
which new license-i can be ranted.

The Premier: No.

'Mr. Mct'ALLUM: b'ubelause 4 deals with
new7 lirenlses onlyv.

Thle Premier: It deals with all licenses.
Mr. 3IeCALLCM:1 Where doeb, it say that?

It ctrtainly only applies to new licensvs.
The Prennier: No; it applies to renewals.
'Ur. k- CALLIUM: No fear. it only re-

fer6 to new licenses. Section 49 of the
parent Act includes the wordr' As granted
or renewed." Those words do not appear
in the Bill1 and tlnis suhnrlausc takes its
plate. The whole clause deals with new
hotels. This is a serious mistake, for it -will
ninean that if the amendment be agreed to
the court will have no power to renew
licenses with any conditions at all.

lion. W. C. Angwin: If your argument hi
correct, the court will have no power to
renew at all.

Mr. McCALLUM: At any rate, this pro-
vision only deals with new licenses.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: This is the only
clause in the Bill which deals with the issu-
ing of certificates and when reniwals are.
granted they are only granted for a period
of 12 months. There must be new certifi-
cates issued.

Mr. J. H. Smith: That is for renewals.
The certificate is that which you get when
you apply for a license and are granted one.

Thne Premier: The court only issues certifi-
cates. The certificate is an order to get a
license.

Hon. W. C. ANGWTN: When a man,
applies for a renewal, he is granted a certifi-
cate of renewal.

MT. Money: Yes, and he takes that to the
Treasury and his certificate is renewed.

Hon. W. C. ANGWJN: Full discretion re-
garding these licenses should be left to the
court under Subelause 4.

'Mr. Monney. Suhelause 4 is intended to
refer to renewals because it refers to "'fur-

Mr. McCallum: Yes, hut that is further
accommodation than that set ont in the
previous clauses. It does not say anything
obout further accommodation to that excist-
tag.

Hon. W. C. ANOWIN: This should be left
to the discretion of the court when granting
renewals of licenses, so that they can stipai-
late that additional accommodation is neces-
sary.

The PRE-AUER: Subelause 3 has no con-
nection with Subelause. 4 because Suhelause
3 has a life ending in December 1927.
S uhelause 3 states that hotels now existing
must be brought up to standard as required
by the court in connection with new licenses
and Subelause 4 sets out how licenses are to
he issued and renewed. Even without Sub-
clause 3, Subelause 4 would deal with hotels
in an effective way. The court when issuing
licenses could set up such conditions as they
may deem necessary for additional accom-
modation and so on, in connection with the
hotels affected. Subelause 4 is intended for
all time, but Sobelause 3 bas only a limited
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life. We can safely strike out Subelause :;
and we wvill be fully protected by Subelnuses
4 and 5.

Mr. J. H. SMITH: I agree with the mem-
ber for South Prernantle in his contentions
and I consider the Premier is making a huge
blunder. Subelause 3 is a vital part of the
Bill. It gives the present hotel premises,3
provided they are run satisfactorily, immu-
nity for five years, and gives the people con-
cerned anl opportunity to bring their hotels
up to standard if necessary during that
period. They are given up to the end of
1927 to be brought up to standard.

The Premier: No fear.
Mr, J. TI. SMITHI: That is the meaning

of the subelause and it is a vital matter to
the hotclkeepers. I hope the deletion of
Subelause 3 will not be agreed to, because
it will affect the life blood of many people
in the back blocks, wvho are connected with
the trade. If the subelause be retained,
they will at least have till the end of 1927
to bringr their premises up to the required
standard.

The PREMIER: That is quite wrong. The
subelause sets out that renewals nmay not
be granted after 1927 unless the hotel is
brought up to standard.

Mr. J. H. Smith: But the subelause gives
the hotel keepers up to the end of 1927 to
bring their premises up to standard.

The PREMRIER: I can assure the Come-
mittee that if the licensng court think other-
wvise, the hotels may not be licensed up to
1927.

Mr. J. H. Smith: We want this as a pro-
tection for them.

The PREMIER?: It is no protection. The
subelause provides that the hotels shall not
be licensed after 1927. It does not say
whether they will be granted their renewals
in the meantime. This does not protect the
hotel keepers at all-

Mr. Munsie: Of course it does.
The PRE24LLIER : The subclause means

that they will not haove their licenses after
1927 if the hotel is not up to standard. If
the suhelause is deleted then the renewals
may be granted after 1927. In the mean-
time, notwithstanding Subclanse 3, the court
may say that the pretifls shall not be farther
licensed unless the buildings awe improved.
The court can order anything they wvish .

Mr. O'Logblen: That may not be fair.
The PREMIER: I think it should be clear

that it was intended that those hotels not
brought up to standard by December 1927
must go.

Mr. MAlngle: But if youl strike out the
subelause the court can do away with them
to-morrow.

The PREMIER: The court can do away
with them to-niorrow' with or without this
suhtets. I assure the Committee the sub-
clause is put in to the Bill to compel owners
to bring their houses up to the standard re-
quired for new licenses.

1Mr. J. HI. Smith: And it gives them five
years within which to do it.

Thle PREMIER: In the meantime the lic-
ensing court can require the owners to im-
prove their piremises. This subelause is
against rather thtan in favour of tile present
licensees.

Alr. J. IT. Sm~ith: W~ell, wvhy was it put in?
The PREMIER: Because it was suggested

by the Comisision.
Mr. ',\annt: It does not carry out the in-

tentions of the Commission.
The PRE3IIER: The suhbelause does not

afford the protection which the lion. member
claims

Mr. MANN: Whether Suhelause 3 as it
stands mecets the intentions of the Commission
or not, I am not prepared to say. It wvas the
intention of the Commission that the existing
howels should be brought up to the standard
required for new hotels and it was their in-
tention that the hotel keepers should have a
reasonable time to do that. Therefore the
Commission decided that five years was a
reasonable period within which to compel
liotelkee1 ,ers to bring their premises up to
the standard required. If the suhelause does
not express that intention, I ask the Corn-
utittee to retain it in the Bill that it may be
further considered. The Commission thought
ain hoatelkeeper 's finances miight not permit
of his doing immediately all that was required,
and that five years would be a reasonable
time.

.Mr. MONEY: The subclause does not in-
terfere with the discretion of the bench to
renewv under their other jurisdiction, but sinm-
ply takes awny their discretion to renew after
five years unless the Accommodation specified
is provided.

Mr. -MUNSIE: The member for Bunhury
might have gone further. The suhelas
takes away the dis(-retioli of the hem-h after
1927, but if we delete the suhelause we shall
give the beach power to wipe out next year
every hotel whith is below the standard.

Hfon. W. C. Angwvin: They have it now.
Mr. ML'NSIE: We have not a licenses

reduction board at present, but such a board
would consider the standard of a hotel. This
being so it is only fair to those already hold-
ing licenses that a prescribed period be al-
lowed whether the board likes it or not. The
suhc]lause provides a necessary protection for
existing licensees. Exery hotel shoold be
firouight up to the standard as early a pos-
sible, hut five years is a sufficiently shiort
space of time to enable this to he done.

Mr. LAMNBERT: Subelauses 1 and 2 give
the bench discretionary powers to order cer-
tain improvements until 1927. After 1927
it is mnndnatory that hotds comply with the
standard. The difficulty might be met by
inserting aftor "41927'' -the words ''provided
these improvements are not carriedl out.''

I-Ron. W. C. ANOWIN: To roy reading
Subelause 3 means thast the licensing court
at present has discretionary power to order
any licensee to bring his hotel up to a certain
standard. That power is not removed by the
sabelause. No matter how good the sonditiom



[20 SETEnnz, 1922.] 847

of the hotel might be, if it was a few rooms
short of the number specified in Sulielauses 1
and 2 and irrespective of whlether the addi-
tinal rooms were required, such an hotel
could not be licensed after 1927 unless the
romeis were provided. Somne members have
said that a licensee has five years in which
to effect the improvements. If one of themn
owned an lintel and knew that a prohibition
vote was to be taken in 1924, would he make
the implrovemients right away?

Mr. 0 'togilen: Would the b)ench ordtr
them ?

Ii,,,. W. C. ANG\VIN: I do not think so.
If the peopile decide to have hotels aid any
house built provides all the accommodation
neesisary, tlhe magistrates should have dis-
cretionary power. We should not lay down
a hard andu fast rule that so much money
must be expended, failing which the license
will not be renewed. If this were dlone it
miighit he necessar-y for sonmc por~ons to get
rid of their hotels at less than their value,
and thus an injustice would be done.

Hon. T. WALKER: Suhelause 2, para-
graphs (a, and (b) set forth the require-

:itents by way of accommodation for a new
hotel, and that there n ight be no dis-rimina-
tion between the holder of a new license for
a newly built hotel and the bolder of an old
publican 'a license, Suhelause 3 sets them on a
par and says that, although the licensee of
the old premises has not the accommodation
expressed in paragraphs (a) and (b), if be
does not comply and come on a par with the
new licensee by or before 1927, when that
dlate ari-ivesl lie will get no license. In these
cicurnstarices it is necessary to retain the
suhelause.

'Mr. M\cCALLflM: The question appears
to Die to lie whether, if the proposed sub-
saction is struck out, the court in renewing
a license will have power to impose con-
ditions. Section 52 of the Act, however, pro-
vides for those conditions; and( that section
is not affected by the Bill. Still, the power
of the court is got under Section 49 of the
Act, which section this Bill repeals. So the
court will be deprived of the power to im-
pose conditions in granting a renewal. The
subsection now under consideration deals
wholly with new licenses. If the amendment
is carried, the court wilt be deprived of the
power to mnake the old hotels come up to
the standard of the new hotels.

Mr. LAMBERT: It is a pity that the
Committee are not more clear regarding this
matter. After 1927 proposed Subsection 3
would be mandatory.

Mr. MONEY: Proposed Subsection 2
really deals with new licenses. P'roposed Sub-
sections 3. 4, and -5 distinctly refer to re-
neveals, and must be read A together in
order to get at their meaning.

Amendment put and negativesd; the clause
as previously amended, agreed to.

Clauses 22, 23-agreed to.
Clause 24-Amendunent of Section 58:

Mr. CORROY: Section 5q of the Act
deals wit], the special license to be granted
in the event of promises being de~stroyed by
tire, and( makes it mandatory that the privil-
e-ges shall not extend over a. period exceeding
12 months. The period inight well be left t~o
the coarit to fix, and accordingly I more an
aumendment-

That the following be inserted at the be-
ginning of the clause:-'' Section 58 is
amended by striking out the words 'for any
peiid ,,ot exceeding 12 months,' and in-
serting in lieu, thereof the words 'for such
period ans, in the opinion of the court, is
necessary for the repairing or the rebuild-
ing of the premises; and.' ''

Mir. PICKERING: I oppose the amend-
meat, having in mind a small hotel in the
South-West, the rebuilding of which has been
approved by the licensing bench since consid-
er-ably over 12 mouths. The progress of the
work there has, not been by any mieans satis-
faictory. A period of 12 months is ample.

Mr. Mann: That is true as regards country
botels, but one could not build the Savor
hotel in 12 months.

Mr. PICKERING: One could do so if one
wihed to.

iMr. Corboy: The hotel to which you re-
fer should not have a license now.

Mfr. PICKERTNG: The puhlic have been
put to great inconvenience through not getting
that accommodation to which they are en-
titled.

M.r. O'Loghlen: The present licensee held
the license before the Airc occurred.

-.%r. PICKERING: For most country
hotels a period of 12 months is amiple.

Mr. CORBOY: During recent years there
have been erected in this State hotels of the
type of the Savoy, which if destroyed by fire
could not, in ordinary circurnstance,, be re-
built in 12 months. The better course will
be to leave it to the discretion of the licens-
iug court to decide whether :'n hotel should
be rebuilt in three months or in 18 months,
according to whether it was a country hotel
or a large city hotel.

Am~endment put and passed; the clause, as
amended, agreed to-

Clauses 24a to 27-ageed to.
Clause PS-Fees for licenses:

lion. T. WALKER: I move an amend-
met-

That in Subelause 2 after c"purchased,'1
in line 4, the words ''less duties of Cim-
torns and Excise' be inserted.
Mr. 'McCALLr'M: This clause requires to

he made a good deal more explicit. The
('r.imnissidn nut up certain proposals which
the Premier said he could not accept. How-
ever, his interpretation of our meaning was
quite incorrect. The Commission, on taking
evidence, found that at Geraldlton there are
sole agents for some 3f the metropolitan
breweries, and that those agents do business
with the Murchison hotels. 'Under the Bill
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the tax will be collected on the invoice cost.
But the invoice cost to the people on the
Murchison will be not only the east of the
beer at the brew~ery but also the Geraldton
agent's commhlission, the handling charges,
railway freight and long distance cartage at
the other end ; as against the price to the
metropolitan licensee, who will have to pay
only on the invoiced cost plus cartage fromt
the brewery to the hotel. The further back
we go, the greater penalty on the licensee,
notwithstanding which the retail prices of
beer and whisky are the anie out there as
in Perth. Is it fair that die licensee out-
back should have to pay 12 per cent, tax,
not only on the cost price of the liquor, but
on agent's commission, handling charges,
railway freight and cartage over perhaps
very many miles? The Commission recom-
mended that the fees should be levied on a
percentage basis calculated on the net cost
of beer fob, at the place of manufacture.

The Premier: Rend Clause 20.
21r. McCALLtlM: But that is still plus

handling charges, agents' profits, railway
freight and long distance cartage. Why
should the outback licensee have to pay tax
or. all those extra chargesI I appeal to the
Premier to give this reconsideration.

The CHAIRMAN: We are dealing with
an amendnment now.

Ron. T. WALKER: I will withdraw my
amendment if I can get an assurance that the
clause wiUl be recommitted. The drafting of
the clause requires clarif ring. It gives enor-
inis power to the tax-gathecrer to raise mhore
tax than is actually due or intended. [ am
sure the Premier meant thle cost of the liquor
at its fountain head, so to speak.

The PREMIEffR: Of course I do not in-
tend to collect onl the Customs dues or excise.
Surely that much is clear. Then there is this
question of how to determine what is the
price which shall be taxed. I agree that the
price of imported beer should be the price,
not in Victoria, but at Frenmantle. HoweverI
an invoicel issued at Cue by a merchant of
Cue must he accepted as the Cue price.

Mr. McCallum: Make bin. deduct the rail-
way freight, handling charges, and his profit.

The PREMIER: The lieu. member urges
that the tax shall be on the price at the
brewer..

Mr. 'Mc~allum: Yes.
The PREMIER: Or at the port bf entry.

That would be fairly difficult to get at.
Mr. Willeock: 'No, it will simplify the

difficulty.
The PREMIER: If the brewery invoices

beer to a man in Perth or Northamn, it is
easy; but if the man at Northam bought
through some intermediate person, he would
have to pay a little more for his beer. I do
not quite see how the point is to be got over.
However, I am perfectly willing to have the
tax on the price at the brewery in Western
Australia, or at the first port of entry. With
beer it Pan be done, but T do not see how it
can be done in respect of spirits. The spirit
merchant will want his profit. The Perth
man who buys from a spirit merchant must

pay tax on thle price he pays to thle mer-
chant, notwitshanding the merchant's profit.
The tax must be on the spirit merchant's
pice, not on the landed cost.

Mr. McCallum : A man in the country
should pay on the same lprice as a manl in
Perth.

The PREMIER: If it could be calculated,
that would he a fair thing. I wish to make
it clear that the tax is to be on the cost of
liquor less Customs duty or excise, and I
undertake to look into the question of the
price on which the tax is to be calculated.

Amendment by leave withdrawn.
Mr. WILLCOCK: In all thle coastal ports

certain people have distributing centres.
Whisky is imported into Perth and sent to
a"i agent at Gernldton, who sells to the publi-
cans of Geraldton and all over the Murchison.
The same thing applies to Carnarvon, Roe-
bourne, Hedland and the other ports. I move
an amendment-

That the following proviso be added to
Subelause 2: "'Provided in the case of
liquor manufactured locally, the fees to be
paid on the cost at place of manufacture;
or if the article be imported, on the cost
at first port of entry into the State.''

That will meet every case that has been put
uip. As the clause reads, practically all the
trade wilt go to Perth.

The Premier: I question if this is the
right place to move such an amendment.

Mr. WILLCOCK: Very well, I do not
want to see the fees collected on the second
place of distribution.

The 'Minister for Works: You vaint to
a' oid any loading up.

Mr. WILLCOOK: Yes. In Ccraldtont
there are certain people acting as agents for
beer and whisky. If a. nan buys in Geraldl-
ton he has to pay the cost of the article as
sold in Gcraldton, whereas if hie bought in
Perth he would have to pay a lesser amont.
The clause would debar people from acting
as agents anywhere except in Perth.

The Premier: Clause 29 is the right place
for this amendment.

Amendment by leave withdraw,,.
Mr. McCALjLU11: I understand the Pre-

mier undertakes to look into the proposition
I have made and to recomnmit the clause, and
that the Government have no intention of
imposing a tax on freight or handling
charges, or upon tile second loss of profit.

The PREMIER: I will make the clause
clear so far as duty and excise are con-
cerned. I will also go into the other ques-
tion, and if possible draft a clause to eet
thle situation. At any rate I will give the
Committee another opportunity to discuss
this question.

Hon. T. WALKER: I move an amnend-
ment-

That in the paragraph commencing "for
a spirit merchant's license'' the word
''twelve'' be struck out and ''fifteen'' in-
serted in lieu.
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I question whether the holders of spirit nier-
chants' licenies would be covered by a radius
of twelve miles from Perth.

The Premier: I have no objection to the
amendment.

Amendment pot and passed.

lion. T. WALKER: I move an amed-
ment-

That in the paragraph commencing "4for
a brewer's license'' the word ''twelve''
be struck out and "'fifteen'' inserted in
lieu.

[Mir. M1unsie took the Chair.1

Mr. UNDERWOOD: I do not know why
country breweries should be permitted to
pay a smaller fee than a city brewery. All
should pay the same fees. The difference is
only a matter of £10.

Amendment put and passed.
Clause, as amended, agreed to.

Clause 29-Assessment of fees on returns
of liquor purchased:

Mr. MANN: I move an amendment-
That after the word ''licensee'' in line

2 all the words down to ''liquor'' at the
end of paragraph (c) be struck out, and
the following inserted in lieu: (1) Save as
otherwise expressly provided, every licen-
see (other than the holder of a spirit mer-
cent's license or of a brewer's license)
shall on the 31st day of December and
the 30th day of Juno in each year, or
within seven days thereof, furnish and
deliver to the Receiver of Revenue a re-
turn in writing signed by the licensee or
some person acting with his authority and
on his behalf, setting forth with regard
to the six months ended on 3slt December
and 30th June respectively-(a) the quan-
tity of liquor of various kinds purchased
for the licensed premises by the licensee,
or by any other person during such period
of six months, but not including liquor
so purchased but still in bond; (b) the
amounts actually paid or the net amounts
payable therefor respectively (less duties
of Customs or Excise) whether purchased
in Western Australia or elsewhere; (c)
the names and addresses of the persons
who sold or supplied such various kinds
of liquor.

The Bill makes tl~o collection of revenue
annual, and also makes the tax retrospective
for the last financial year. That is not fair.
My proposal will give the Government a ten
months revenue from the trade instead of
12 months. No licensee considered last year
that he would be taxed in the way now sug-
gested. If he had known that, he would
probably have adjusted his expenses and
carried on his trade in a different way. He
could not be expected to provide for a tax
about which he knew nothing, and to fling
the tax at him now will be unfair and in-
equitable. It is b~ecause I hold those views
that I submit the amendment.

Ron. W. 0. ANOWIN: Is the hion. mem-
ber in order in moving to strike out certain
words and inserting similar words? The
amendment he has moved is in some respects
exactly the same as portions of the clause
he proposes to delete.

The CHAIRMAN: The hion. member
could have attained his object in one par-
ticular paragraph of his amendment by
moving to strike out the word ''six'' and
-inserting other words.

Mr. lM[ANN: I anm prepared to submit my
amendment in that form if it is the wish of
the Committee.

The CHAIRMAN : It might have been
better if that had been done in the first
place, but if we proceed in any other way'
at this stage we might get into a bother.

The PREMIER: I amn not worrying about
the manner in which the amendment is
worded; I am concerned about the tax. The
lion, member declared that the tax would
he retrospective. It will not be so. The
tax is not for the present year. The amount
of the tax this year will be 10 per cent., and
it will be based on last year's purchases
instead of this year's purchases. The ques-
tion is whether we shall collect the tax on
the purchases of this year or whether they
shall be calculated on those of last year. It
will be far more convenient to adopt the
course proposed in the Bill. The object of
the amendment is to reduce the period of
taxation from 12 months to 10 months.

Mr. Mann: You desire to collect 10 months
tax immediately and under the amendment
you will collect four months immediately
and six months next June.

The PREMIER: The tax will not be on
last year 's sales. Tt will be on this year 's
soles calculated on those of last year.

Hion. T. Walker: The Bill to enable you to
do that is not yet passed.

The PREMITER: We shall soon alter that
if the House is willing. The question is
whether we are to have the tax for 12 months
or 10 months. I say we should have it for
12 months.

Hon. P. Collier: The amendment provides
for 10 months from the time the Bill is in-
troduced. Yours is for 12 months; it is re-
trospective.

The PREMIER: I assure the House that
we shall not collect the tax twice over. I
hope the House will not agree to the amend-
ment. I do not think it makes the slightest
difference to the man who has to pay the
tax. I bope the House will not accept the
amendment.

lion. T. WALKER: I cannot quite ap-
prove of the amendment, because it goes
too far back and allows too much. The Gov-
ernment have entered into a partnership with
the trade and they must be fair to their
partner. Liquor purchased before the Bill
was introduced and certainly before the Bill
was agreed to, was bought under a contract
with the Government in the shape of the
existing Act which regulates the fees. The
1911 Act does not terminate until the Bill
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becomes law. We must respect that position
and the Government should stand by their
contract. If they do so, they will not make
the Bill apply to liquor bought under the old
Act. To do such a thing is not allowable in
ordinary cas~es and should not be tolerated
here.

The Premier: The same thing might be
said of taxation.

lion. T. WALKER: That is not so- I
do not think the alteration contemplated
should affect the publicaus except from thd
terination of the old contract, which will
mean as fronm the time the Bill becomes law.
Of couirse, tire Government are in the position
of making a wrong a right simply by the
application of the dictum that might is right.
That is the principle of highway robbery.

The Premier: I do Dot think you should
say that.

111(m. T. WALKER: 1 do not say it offen-
sively. If we went back to the time when
the Bill was introduced and made the taxa-
tion apply a,, from that date, there might
not he the barre objection because that might
be taken as the warning.

Mr. M'%ann: That is my amendment.
Hon. T. WVALKER: If the ameadment

does that, while it it y not he right, still
it is hacked tip by precedent.

Hon. P. Collier: It should only take effect
from the dlate of the passing of the Bill.

Hon. T. WALKER: If there is no better
way, I will support the amendment, but we
should make thre tax date from the time the
Bill becomes law.

'Mn. CORBOY: The Premier is mistaken
regarding his references to the payment of
incomre tax. I1 am under the impression that
the income tax is paid in a manner similar
to that suggested by the member for Perth,
except as regards the period. The taxpayer
puts in his return for the year completed,
and the assessments are made upon that re-
turn, after which he is requested to pay in
accordance with the assessment. I support
the amendment, although I regret that it
does not provide for the operations of the
Bill commencing from the time it becomes
an Act. It may be that sonic hotel keepers
will purchase heavy stock before the Bill be-
comes law and so avoid a certain amount
of taxation, hut I do not think there are
many who will be in that position. I con-
sider it unfair to go back in the matter of
taxation. If a man purchases liquor on a
certain basis, it is unfair to say he must pay
a tax on those purchases, of which tax he
-was then unaware.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: I do not think the
tax should come into operation until the Bill
is passed. A tax of 10 per cent. on the pur-
chase of liquor is a large amount to charge
licensees who hav-c been running their houses
on a very small margin of profit-

Hlon. P. Collier: It may have the effect
of turning what was a. profit into a loss.

Mr. UNDIERWOOD: Yes, into a heavy
loss. Some licensees are just gaining a living
from their premises, and to ask them to pay
this tax retrospectively is very fair. There

is no analogy between this and either a tariff
or an income tax. As soon as a tariff
is announcedJ it becomes operative and a
person affected can add the extra cost on
to the price of the goods he sells. Ie this
instance, we are to ask hotelkeepers to pay
on something for whbich they have paid al-
ready. I hope the Premier will not persist
in his attitude, becaus~e it may have the
effect of ruining some of these licensees. It
will mean ruin and confiscation to some.

M r. RICHARDSON: I want to he clear
both as regards the motion and the amend-
in eat. As I rend the clause, I understand that
the Premier desires to have the figures for
the last preceding year up to the Mast De-
cumber so as to fix the tar for the then cur-
rent year. If the Premier is not in po-eson
of those figures how can he say what the
license fee for the next year will be!?

'Mr. Nlann: We are prepared to send them
in frem September to December, but the
Premier wants from January to December.

Mr, RICHARDSON: The bon. member
wants to assess the current year on a three
months' basis.

Mr. Cerboy: It is from January to June
andi then July to December.

Mr. RICHARDSON: I want to get some
information On the point.

Hon. T. Walker: The Premier wants the
tax for the year.

Mr. RICHARDSON: In the first y:'ar the
Premier must have seine means of assessing.
If the amendment be ca~rried, the assessment
will be made on the purchases of the last
tour months of this year. Thus eiuht months
of sales will be cut out of the nssesnment, and
bow will it be possible to arrive at the
amount?

"Mr. Corboy: Is he entitled to tax en the
eight months which have gone?

Mr. RICHARDSON: He would net be tax-
ing for this year, but for nest year.

lOIo. P. Collier: What does the current
year mean?

The Premier: The current financial Year.
Hlon. P. Collier: No, the liensing year.
'Mr. MINONEY:- Whatever percentag-e is

chiarged ultimately becomes the annual license
fee. The amount payable on the 1st January
is only a temporary payment. When the re-
turns are furnished the fee already paid goes
into the melting pot, and a reassessment is
niade for the year, and that amount becomes
the annual license fee.

.4r. Corboy: I should like to have the Pre-
mier's assursance On that.

Mr. M1ONEY: License fees are al"-ays. paid
in advance and, if the bon. member had had
experience of these matters, he wouldl know
that he bad to apply in the previous year for
the next year's license.

Mr. 'MeCallum: That is an entirely different
question.

M.MONE.Y: The principle is exactly the
same. With regard to tile pr-enta-e, the
licensee really pays a deposit in December or
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JTanuary and the balance is paid when it is
arrived at by the receiver of revenue.

Eon, P. Collier: Is the current year the
financial year or the licensing year?

Mr. MONEY: The licensing year, because
we are dealing with the licensee fees. When
it is assessed it will be the license fee for
1923.

Hon. P. COLLIER: The position is not
quite clear. There seems to be a confusion
regarding the term current year. Assume
that the Dill becomes an Act in the form in
which it is printed: By 'March of next year
licensees will have to furnish returns of their
purchases for the period from January to
December of the present year. On those re-
turns they will pay, before the end of June,
their 12 months' tax.

The Premier: That is so.
Hon. P. COLLIER: That will mean they

will he paying 10 per cent. on all purchases
made since January of the present year. As
we are passing this Bill in September we
shall be giving the tax a retrospective effect
of nine months.

Mr. Money: No, that is only the method
of arriving at the fee.

Mr. Pickering: That is the camouflage
of it.

Hon. P. COLLIER: It must nWean that the
tar will have a retrospective effect. Some
men have been trading since the commence-
meat of the year, not knowing that the tax
would take this form. There are hounses doing
a battle trade content to make a small per-
centage of profit on a large turnover, and
their small profit may conceivably be turned
into a loss. In any case the principle of mak-
ing taxation retrospective is always bad.
People regulate their bt'siness according to the
existing law, and if taxation strikes back-
wards it upsets their calculations. This mecas-
are should certainly uiot take effect as regards
the taxation further back than the date on
which it was introduced. Then we could at
least say that people had a full knowledge of
the possibilities. Even this would be doing
something unusual because measures generally
operate from the date on which they are
passed. The member for Bunbury says this
would date back to the commencement of
June. If that were so, the tax would still
have a retrospective effect of at least two
months. In justice to the people engaged in
the trade, the Premier cannot claim the tax
for one day prior to the date on which the
Bill was introduced, and I feel sure the
Committee will not agree to his going fur-
ther back than the 1st September.

Mr. MONEY: Clause 29 provides that the
licensee shall within three months after the
date of his license furnish returns for the
preceding 12 months. How can that apply
to any existing license? Licenses were
granted in 1921. That, therefore, means
that within three months of the date of the
license granted in December, it will be
necessary to make returns for the year 1922
and, before -Tune of 1923, an assessment will

be made and the annual license fee will be
payable.

Hon. P. Collier: The Bill does not say
that at all, You must have a Bill of your
Own).

Mr. MNONEY: Each license fee for 1923
will be based on the trading returns for
1922. A deposit is paid in December.

Hlon. P. Collier: I said the fee was to be
fired in that way.

Mr. MONEY: Thea what is the complaint
aboutl

Hon. P. Collier: Publicans are to pay a
tax on the sales for this year.

Mr. MON.\EY: True!
Hon. P. Collier - That is retrospective

legislation.
Mr. MONEY: It may be a retrospective

assessment, but it is not a retrospective
license fee.

lion. P. Collier: You arc a most extraord-
inary man.

,Mr. MONEY: It would be an easy matter
to insert a clause providing that if, at the
cad of 1923, the purchases were less than
they wore in 1922, there might be a rebate,
and the licensee agreed, if there was an in-
crease,' to pay an increased fee. That
would put the whole thing right.

lion. T, WVALIKER: I amn unable to follow
the member for Bunbury. According to him
the publican would have to pay cash down
for the purchases of liquor he made before
the Bill became law. The publican is asked
to pay a tax in June next on liquor pur-
chased before the introduction of the Bill.
1 trust the amendment will be carried.

Capt. CARTER: Suppose also a licensee,
having paid his assessment on 30th June,
went out of the business on 31st December.
What would his position be in respect to the
tax for the following year?

The Premier: He would not pay.
Capt. CARTER: Suppose the license

lapsed at the end of the year. Who would
have to pay and how would the amount be
apportionedf I cannot support the amend-
ment in its present form.

Mr. WeCALLUM: Last December licenses
were issued to publicans in Perth enabling
them to carry on for 12 mouths. They knew
what the fee was and adjusted their business
accordingly. It is now suggested that an
extra 12 per cent. tax be added and dated
back from January last. Surely that is
retrospective taxation. When these licenses
were granted the licens& had aright to ex-
pect that these were thr terms under which
he could trade for 12 months.

Hon. P. Collier: It was practically a con-
tract made between the publican and the
Government.

Mr. McCA-LLUU% Precisely. The Premier
should consider himself lucky that a augges-
tion has been made to date the tax back
as far as September.

Mr. CHEESSON: Many licensees would not
have applied for a renewal if they bad
known what this Bill contained. A contract
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has been entered into between the parties
and should bo respected. This Hill should
have effect only from the date it becomes law.
I1 am opposed to retrospective taxation.

Mr. 'MANN: Th reply mare particularly to
the member for Bunbury, the position is that
in December of 1921 the licensees paid their
license fees for the year 1922, and that in
December of 1922 they paid the license fees
for 1923. Credit will be given for the latter
fee as against the assessment tax. Accord-
ing to the member for Bunbitry, in Mlarch of
1923 the licen%eeg would pay a tax ruanning
from January of 1922 up to December of the
same year, and by June of the next year,
being the end of the financial year, they
would be due for another six months' tax,
and thus would he liable to 11 months' taxa-
tion on 12 months' trading.

The Premier: No.

[Mr. Stubbs resumed the Chair.]

Mfr. AN:I hope hen. members have
given the matter close aittention, and seen
the un1fairness of the proposal.

Mr. JOHN STON: The Govern meat's pro-
posals ma-Lke no allowance for the changeable-
ness of the Australian climate. Districts
prosperous last year are faced with a very
poor season this year. Last year, when
things w~ere prosperous, large purchases of
liquor were made; andI now, 15 months later,
the Premier comes along and says, "'You
people were selling a lot of liquor 12 months
ago, andl now I want 10 per enut. on what
you sold at that time" A man may have
sold out of his hotel meantime, and the un-
fortunate purchaser will be ealleJT upon to
pay taxation on the liquor sold by his prede-
cessor. The tax is confiscatory. The Royal
hotel unrtil a few months ago made a prac-
tice of advertising liqnor for sale by bottles
and eases all over Western Australia at very
low prices indeed.

The Premier: That hotel is not doing so
now.

Mr. JOH'NSTON: 'No. Since the Govern-
ment first mooted taxation of this kind, the
proprietor of the Royal hotel has altered his
methods. His sales for the past 12 months
were certainly very heavy, and the hotel,
after dispos9ing of that liquor at very low
prices all over Western Anstralia, is now
doing an ordinry business at ordinary rates.
Yet it is liable to he charged a, tax on liquor
sold at very low prices 12 months ego. The
Government would do welt to accept the
amendment of the tmber for Perth, resting
content with so much retrospective legisla-
tion as would apply to the four months just
before Christmas.

Mr. RICHARDSON: 'Members appear to
'have been losing eight of the main facts.
The Bill is based on the belief that some
publitans are not paying sufficient taxation.
Therefore we propose what we regard as the
equitable imposition of a license fee. Be-
fore 1922 all the license fees were paid in
December or thereabouts. The coatract in-

volved in the payment of the last fees will
be observed. There will be no more con-
tracts of that kind. Suppose that instead of
our putting a tax on t~e pturchases of the
hotel-keepter, we raise the license fees by 300
per cent.; would it be said that that was
retrospective taxation on this year's trading*
I guarantee not one nivmber would Hay so.
Exactly the samne argwunz appllies to the
proposed percenta~e. We hear ahtunt 10 per
cent, going on. I do not believe 10 per cent.
'will go on. That is merely a red herring
drawn across the trail. No mutter %-hat tax
mlay be charged, we.- must bear iT, mid that
it represents the license fee for next yeas,
being in place of the present license fee. It
iq based on this year's trading,-not on this
year's profit-as a guide for nest yeax,
There is no other way of turriviag at it.

Mr. M,%ann: I have given a way.
Mr. RICIIARISO-N: Only applying to

four mouth. Thisq Bill is no more ret ro-
spiective than is a Bill for the incroasing of
the rate of income tax. Mlembers have got
mixel because they think the license fee has
net been paid for this year. So I judge
fromn the way they speak. They am ear to
think that the suggested taxation 1i; in pay-
mient of this year 's license fee. The atrgu-
macnt of the member for Cue was on those
lines.

Mr. Chiesson: What is being! done at the
present time with regard to clbs!

Mr. RICHARDSON: I am not dealing
wsith clubs just now, but the taxation will
apply to clubs as well as to hotels. The
payment demanded is not retrospective, but
merely a payment in advance.

M.%r. J. H. SMITH: The last speaker is
mistaken. The percentage is to he paid on
all liquor purchased during the year ending
on the 31st December next.

Mr. Money: No. That is December of
the coming year. It is the lnst December be-
fore you furnish your returns.

M.5 .SMT:Last year I owned an
hotel, and did a good business mostly. Is
my successor going to he taxed on my trad-
ing during lnst year?

Mr. Yann: Under the Bill he is.
Mr. J. H. SMITH: Yes, and I claim that

that is distinctly unfair as well as retro-
spective. My successor has paid a license
fee entitling bun to trade until the end of
this year. According to my reading, the
clause is retrospective. if thec Premier wrill
give an assurance that the clause is not re-
trospective, there will not be so much opposi-
tion.

Mr. MTNSIE: Personally, I do nt care
nmneh whether the amendment is crded or
defeated. in mny opinion the member for
SuZibiaco stated the ene e accoring to the
provisions of the Bill writh absolute correct-
ness. The Bill does not provide for retros-
pee tire payment. It is merely a retrospec-
tive aLsessmen1t. How are we to charge a
licensing fee on preceding sales unless we get
some such method as is presented in the Bill?
It has been argued that a man who has al-
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ready paid his license on this year's sales
is to be charged. The Bill does not propose
anything of the kind, Any man who took
out a license last December and who goes out
of business on the 31st December of this
year, wilt. not have to pay one penny extra
taxation.

Mdr. Mean: But his sucessor will have to.
Mr. MUNSIE: His successor will have to,

certainly, because the Bill is increasing the
licensing fee; but it is only increasing it
from the Isc January next year to the 313t of
the following December.

Mr. Mfoney: Quito right.
Mr. MIUNSLE: That is all the Bill is do-

ing, in respect both of hotels and of clubs.All the harm it might possibly do is this: If
an hotelkeeper who agrees that this should'
be the means of assessing his licensing fee
be located in an expanding city he 'will, be
in a good position, whereas an hotel keeper
in a town which is going down will be penal-
ised to some extent, because his siales this
year may be greater than those in 1023. So
he will have to pay for 1923 a licensing fee
based on the purchases of 1922. 1 'will sap-
port the clause as it stands, because the
amendment does not give a reasonable means
of assessing the licensing fee for the year.

Mr. Ches.-on: It gives four months.
Mr. MUNSTE: Font months are not SO&fi

cient on which to assess a fee for 12 months.
The 12 months provided in the Bill is the
fairer basis,

Mr. PICKERING: The hon. member has
put up the best possible argument for the
amendment. lHe admits that some must suf-
fer in consequence of the change. The amend-
ment uill serve to minimise the suffering. A
licensing tee ceases to be a licensing fee when
it becomes a tax. It is suggested in the Bill
that the tax should be assessed on the sales
of the previous 12 months. Prior to the
passing of the Act certain conditions will
be in force which will not he in force after
that time. The hon. member says the term
is too short. The amendment provides that
the first year's tax shall be on the preceding
four months, and that in the following year it
shall be on thn preceding six months. The
amendment makes a, real attempt to meet the
position, and we would be acting fairly by
those called upon to pay this largely increased
tax if wve adopted the amendment.

Amendment put and passed.

Mr. MA-,N: I move an amiendment-
That the following be inserted:-" shall

on the 31st day of December and the 30th
day of Juno in each year or within seven
days thereof, furnish and deliver to the Re-
ceiver of Revenue a return in writing signed
by the licensee or some person acting with
his authority and on his behalf, setting
forth witb regard to the six months ended
on 31st December and 30th June respec-
tively-(n) the quantity of liquor of vari-
ous kindls purchased for the licensed pre-
mises by the licensee, or by any other
person during such period of six months,

but not including liquor so purchased but
still in bond; (b) the amounts actually
paid or the net amounts payable therefor
respectively (less duties of Customs or Ex-
cise) whether purchased in Western Aus-
tralia. or elsewhere."
Amnendmnent put and passed.
Mr. MANN: I move an amendmnent-

That the following be struck out:-
"From the return so furnished, the
Receiver of Revenue shall assess the
fee payable for the license for the
then current year at a sum equal to
ten pounds per centum, of the amount paid
or payable for the liquor purchased for the
licensed premises as set forth in sach return,
less the minimum annual fee paid on the
issue of the license, and the fee so as-
sessed shall be payable by thie licensee on or
before the 1st day of June next following.
The PREMIfER: The proposal of the hon.

member is to reduce the tax from 10 per cent.
to six per cent.

Mr. 'Mann: That is so.
The PREMIER:. He proposes to reduce

the revenue from £110,000 to £66,000.
Mr. Mann: I do not know the actual

figures.
The PREMIER: It is simple to say what

the hon. member propot es hut I am informing
the House what it will mean. On the liquor
purchased by the retailers, £600,000 was paid
to the Commnonwealth Government. I do not
remember anyone complaining about that.

Mfr. A. Thomson; Not a word was said
about that.

M~r. 0 'Loghien: What remedy have we?
The PREMIIER: I do not know, but moth-

ing was said against the payment of that
amount to the Commonwealth.

Mfr. 0 'Loghlen: Two wrongs do not make
a right.

The PREMIER: The whole cost of our
police and the liensing and inspection of
hotels, and everything in connection with the
trade, is a charge aganst the State Govern-
meat and not against the Federal Govern-
ment.

Memher; The Federal Goverunmeat take too
much.

The PREMIIER: Yes, but there is no pro-
test against what is paid cheerfully to the
Commonwealth. Wec are justified in asking
the Commtittee to say that the Government
arc entitled to receive £110,000 from the
liquor trade, That is not very much when
we come to consider that this is a State
monopoly and that we have the right- of say-
ing how and when and where liquor shall he
sold. In view of the monopoly, I think we
are entitled to be paid for that privilege- The
amount collected by the State and Federal
Governments is not the only money collected
from the trade. When a man goes into the
hotel husiness he pays ingoing and rent. The
percentage returned from hotel premises is
higher than that from any other cla-cs of
huildings. Everyone seems to get a good deal
out of the trade except the Government who
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control the monopoly. Both the ingoing and
the rent in connection with some hotels
represent large amounts. It is said that the
amount cannot be passed on. The membe~r
f or Perth proposes that the tax shall he six
per cent. In other words, he proposes that
the return to be collected by the Government,
which is £34,000 to-day, wvill be increased by
£32,000, making the tax collected amount to
£:66,000.

Mr. Clydesdale: That is a fair jump, is it
not?

The PRE-MIER: No, it is not. I hope the
Committee will be reasonable and agree to
this additional taxation. I think 10 per
cent, represents not one penny more than
we air" entitled to. The member for Perth
ha not said why he adlvocates six per cent.

Mr. Mann: It is as much as the trade can
afford to pay.

The PREM~IER: In Victoria the tax is
six per cent.

Mr. Mann: If you overtax the trade you
cannmot expect to keep it clean.

The PREAI~FER: [n Victoria, that tax is
on all purchases made including duty and cx-
cise as well as the price of the liquor, and
that would be £102,000.

7Mr. Pickering: That includes compensa-
tiont

The PREMIER: Yes.
11r. Pickering: And you have another, two

per cent, for that.
The PREMIER: If we take the Victorian

tax at six per cent, as against the proposal in
the Bill, hon. members will find that the 10
per cent, and the two per cent, which is pro-
vided to meet the outlay in connection 'with
the reduction board, nre equal to 7% per
cent. on the ictorian basis. In Victoria the
tax is onl the total cost of the liquor. We
tax onl the cost less the excise and duty, and
if menmbers nmake a comparison between or
proposal and 7 per cent, on the Victorian
basis, it really means that we are asking 1%/

per cent, more thanl the amount Victoria has
en collecting till now. If the member for

Perth's proposal be agreed to our tax will
conmc below that of Victoria.

Mr. Mann: Victoria is bringing in a Bill
to make the tax three per cent.

The PREMITER: Only because they have
closed down so many hotels. The liquor sold
per bead of the population in Victoria is
much less than it is here. The total contri-
bution by the trade last year was only
£164,000. The member for Perth now asks
that we should accept much less than Victoria
collects. I hope the amendment will not be
agreed to.

Mr. A. THOM1SON: Shall we have an
opportunity of discussing the six per cent.
tax if the amendment be agreed tot

Honl. P. Collier: The amendnment provides
for that.

Amendment put and passed.
-Mr. MANN: I move an amendment-

That the following words be inserted in
lieu of those struck out:-''Together with
each such return the person furnishing the

misae shall, onl the delivery thereof, pay to
the Receiver of Revenue a7 sum equal to six
pounds per cent, of the amount so paid or
payable for such liquors so purchased, less
one-half of the minimum annul fee pay-
able in respect of the license.''

This is a half-yearly tax and the licensee gets
a reduction on a half-yearly license. This
is a fair and just tax on the trade and is
as nmuch as the trade can reasonably pay.
We are asking the trade to comply with
stricter conditions because the Bill is really
a reform Bill tightening up the law. The
Prenier has mentioned Victoria. None of
the money derived from the tax there goes
into revenue. 'It is paid into the compensa-

* tion, police and other funds. When that tax
was fixed at 6 per cent., the duty was only
9s. per gallon but now it is £4 odd. So con-
vin~ced are the Victorian Government of the
inequity of the tax that they are briagiag
in a Bill to provide for a 3 per cent. ta.

Mr. MONEY: Under the Dill no return is
furuishablo until March, 1923. Under the
amendmnent the tax is payable on the returns
furnished at the end of the present year. Is
it intended that the Government shall collect
the extra six months' revenue?

Mr. -Mann: In MIarch, 1923, the licensee
will pay for a year.

Mr-. MONEY: An Act of Parliament comes
into olpcration w~hen it is passed a"d there
is nothing in this measure to make it retros-
pective in this respect.

Ron. P. Collier: Do you mean that under
the Bill six months' tax will be payable dur-
ing the present financial year?

Mr. 'MONEY: It will be payable before
-Time of next year. It is not clear whether
the payment at the end of December is for
this year's or next year's license fee.

MNr. Mann: It is only to December of this
year.

Mr. MONEY: Then that is the answer to
nfy question.

Mr. 0 'Loghlen: I think we had better
sleep on it.

Progress reported.

Howse adjourned at 11 p.m.


