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the courage of their convietion, whereas those
who came after them have never had the
courage to dispose of the, to them, objection-
able trading econcerns. So long as we have
Ministers who, in season and out of season,
declare that individually they are opposed to
the State trading concerns, how ean we ex-
peet those concerns to succeed? Fancy ap-
pointing to a private business concern a
manager who had no confidence 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 ont?

Question put and a division taken with the
fellowing result:—

Ayes . . .. 16
Noes . . .. 5
Majority for .. 10
AYER,
Hon. A. Burvill Hon. J. Mille
Hon. H. P. Colebatch Hon. G. Potter
Hon. J. Duffell Hon. E. Rose
Hon. J. Ewing Hon. A. Sanderson
Hon. J. A. Greig Hon. A. J. H. Saw
Hon. J. J. Holmes Hop. H. Stewart
Hon, A. Lovekin Hon. J. Nicholson
Hon. G. W. Miles (Teder.)
NoEs.
Hon. J. Cornpell Hon. H. Seddon
Hon. E. H. Harrls Hon. T, Moore
Hon. J. W. Hickey (Teller.)

Question thus passed.
Bill reand a second time.

In Commitiee, ete.
RBill passed through Committee without de-
bate, reported without amendment, and the
report adopted.

ADJOURNMEXNT—SPECIAL.

The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION: [
desire to intimate that, in order to meet the
convenience of hon. members, it is my inten-
tion at the conclusion of the business to-
morrow to move that the House adjeurn for
a period in view of the condition of our
Notice Parer and of the time likely to elapse
before any Rills will be available from an-
other place.

House adjourned at 5.40 p.m.
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Leave of absence
Bll : Licensing Act Amendment, Com. ...

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

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

On motions by Mr, Mullany, leave of ab-
sence for two weeke granted to Mr. Boyland
(Kalgoorlie) on the ground of ill-health; and
four weeks to Mr. Teerdale (Roebonrne) om
the ground of urgent public business.

BILL—LICENSING ACT AMENDMENT.
In Commitiee.

Resumed from the previous day; Mr
Stubbs in the Chair, the Premier in charge
of the BillL

Clause 21—Amendment of Section 49—
Amendment by Hon. W. C. Angwin '‘That
all words after ‘premises’ in line 4, down to
‘nor’ in line 14, be struck out’’ (partly
eonsidered):

Hon. W. C, ANGWIN: On reconsideration,
I propose to withdraw the amendment. The
woids ‘‘within the city of Perth or town of
F¥remantle’’ e¢an bhe struek out in another
place. Moreover, I wish to give other mem-
bers an opportunity to niove an amendment
to strike ont paragraph (a). Consequently,
I withdraw my amendment.

Amendment by leave withdrawa,
Mr. MUKSIE: ¥ move an amendment—
That paragraph (a) be struck out.

I do not sec any necessity for providing a
geparate door to 2 bottle department. I can-
not understand why the provition was in-
cluded. Tt is often said that gallon licenses
arc responsible for drinking in the home.
Yet here we are asked to provide for a sep-
arate and private eatranee to every hotel,
which is to covowrage what other provisions
of the Bill propose to abolish. The provision
of the extra door will mean an enormous
expenditure to some lieensees, and may prove
to be a further inducement to the consump-
tion of aleohol.

Mrs. COWAN: I hope the amendment will
te carried. I regard this proposed extra
door as a menace to our young people and to
the women of the eommunity. Moreover, I do
not see why hotelkeepers should be forced
to o to the expense involved in the archites-
tural alterations,

The PREMIER: It is eurious how, by cor
tirely different reasonings, two members can
be hrought to support the same proposition,
1 bhave no objection to the amendment.

Amendment put and passed.
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Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: I move an amend-
ment—-

That paragraph (b) be strack 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 those
required for the staff and the licensee and
his family. Moreover, it does not scem 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 e
ghould 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 Lie-
ensing Court grants a license, an hotel has to
be built thai is svitable for the requirements
of the people in the particular distriet com-
ecerned. The area which has to decide whether
a hote! 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.
Diseretion should be given to the court to
say what sized hotel should he erected.

Mr. CHESSON: I agree that the matter
should come before the licemsing 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-
ments of the distriet. It is wrong that 20
rooms should have to be erccted before any
house ¢an be licensed.

The PREMIER: I am opposed to the
awendment. I cannot think that if further
hotels are to be erected in Perth they will
be built merely for the sale of liguor. Does
any member believe that in either Perth or
Fremantle an hotel could be approved by the
licenging beneh which would not contain the
ubmber of rooms provided in this clanse? If
additional aecommeodation of this sort is not
required there can be no reason for licensing
the premises.

Mra. ('OWAN: T support the amendment.
Some years ago legislation of a similar pature
to this was introduced in the United States,
but was found very unsatisfactory. People
learned a sharp lesson as a result of dictating
to the licensing bench and the publicans con-
cerning the number of rooms to be built,
These rooms had to be used, and in many
parts of the cities they were not used in a
gatisfactory manner. We do not want this
kind of thing to oecur here Tt should not be
made mandatory for the benzh to order that
such and such things should be domne, but the
bench should be given discretionary powers in
the matter.

Mr. JOHNSTON: Twelve bedreoms as a

- minimum for a new hotel in tke metropolitan
‘area is a very small number to insist upon. 1
hope no licensing court would take that num-
ber a8 an indication of the minimum require-
ments for {he metropolitan area. A mnew
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hotel is now Leing built in Narrogin eontain-
ing over 50 bedrooms, and that should be the
minimum for Perth.

Mr. J. H. SMITH: Power should be given
to the court to say how many bedrooms are
required for any mew hotel.

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

The Premier: You will strike ocut the
whole Bill, if you are not careful.

Mr, UNDERWOOD: I want to see the
Bill 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 remewal, In
place of these paragraphs we should have a
provision that the licensing bench shall only
license premises that arc in their opinion
suitable for the requirements of the distriet
in which they are situated.

Mr. RICHARDSON: I am rurprised that
the member for North-East Fremantle has
moved this amendment. It is evident that
members have not read the evidence given
hefore the Royal Commission, The failure of
the 1911 Aect was due principally to the fact
that too much was left to the diseretion of
the licensing magistrate. I canpot under-
stand why anyone should suggest that a new
license should not be granted in any part of
the metropolitan area unless at least 12
bhedroems were provided for. Unless this is
made mandatory, hotels may be established
merely for the purpose of selling drink. It
would be unreasonable to ask hotelkeepers to
spend money on their properties in the near
future. The Premier in bringing down 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 would
be disappointed, and even disgusted, if any
magistrate granted a new licange in my elec-
torate and said, **You can build it with five
or six bedrooms.’’ Any numbar less than 12
would disgust people in the meiropolitan
area. 1 hope it will not be made discretion-
ary 28 to the number of rooms a new hotel
shall have,

Mr, McCALLUM: T hope the amendment
will not be carried. Tt appears 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 fellow, and
it is for Parliament to set up a standard.
Where, therefore, can harm he done? We set
out what is an absolute minimtm. We have
copied that minimum from the Vietorian Aet.
Tt 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 provided
for the public.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: Would those whe are
advocating the amendment give us am in-
stance of an hotel in Perth that does not ful-
fil al1) the conditions set outt Why put in
the smendment when it i3 not necessary?
Why worry about these things!? The present
Act says that the bench shall see that the
house is suitable for all requirementa, 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., GNDERWOOD; There are ample pro-
visions in existence to deal with these ques-
tiona. I eannot imagine anyone applyivg for
a new license in Perth who would have com-
ditions that were not far ahead of those
provided for iu the Bill

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

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

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

Mr. UNDERWOOD: Very well

Hon. T. WALKER: If we make magis-
trates depend upon the literal expression of
the law they will do so, and the consequence
will be that instead of those mugistrates see-
ing that the requirements of the distriet are
met, they will say, ‘‘ We bave the require-
ments established by Act of Parliament—12
rooms.?’ The function of the law is to act
aecording 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 whe by Act of Parliament have to in-
quire, and not act mechanically, not aet en
the literal expression of an Act of Parlia-
ment, but to investigate, take evidence, and
take the respongsibility of their judgment.
There js vitality in that kind of legislation.
In this there is nothing but a penay in the
slot style.

Mr, McCALLUM: The law as it is pro-
vides that there must be at least two bed-
rooms and two sitting rooms, Lock at the
standard the Perth beneh 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 becanse we have
set down 12 bedrooms, the court will aceept
that as a direetion, In reecent 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 Standard.

Hon. W, C. ANGWIN: A person who builds
an hotel provides plans, and the custom wused
ta be for the conrt to determine what amount
of money should be spent. The faet as to
whether an hotel was necessary or whether a
eertain number of roems were necessary, was
not taken into consideratien. I remember
an instance in 1911 when the Fremantle court
decided on plans submitted to it that suffi-
cient was not being spent in rebuilding an
hotel, and the resnlt was that the applicants
had to spend a larger sum of money in order
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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 diseretion 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.

Hon. W, C. ANGWIN: Thbat 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 de mot think anyone would
bring forward a plan for an hotel in the city
of Perth which provided for only 12 bed-
ergoms, but thers is a possibility of that being
dene for the outskirts of North Perth or
Vietorin Park. The 10 yecurs compensation
was provided for those ownera of hotel
properties whe had been compelled to
spend more money on their houses than was
neceessary for the time being., [ cannot see
why Perth and Fremantle have been selected.
Nertham is a big place and in all probability
there arc more travellers requiring accommo-
dation temporarily at that centre than at
Vietoria Park, yet it is proposed that six
rooms shall be sufficient in such a place. If
the amendment be carried, I will move later
that the court ghall have full discretion
throughout the swwhole State.

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

Ayes 12
Noes 24
Majority agninst 12
AYES.
Mr. Angwin Mr. J. H. Smith
Mr. Chesson Mr. J. M. Smith
Mrs, Cowan Mr. Underweood
Mr, Harrison Mr, Walker
Mr. Lutey Me. Willcock
Mr. Marshall Mr. Heron
{Teller.)
NoEs.
Mr, Broun Mr, ManD
Mr. Catter Mr. McCallum
Mr. Collfer Sir James Mitchell
Mr. Davles Mr. Money
Mr. Denton Mr. Munsie
Mr. Durack Mr. O'Loghlsn
Mr. George Mr. Plesse
Mr. Gibson Mr. Richardson
Mr, Hlckmotit Mr. Sampson
Mr. Joboston Mr. Sitnons
Mr. C. C. Matley Mr. J. Thomson
Mr. H, K. Maley Mr, Mullany
(Teller.)

Amendment thus negatived.

Mr. SIMONS: I move an amendment—
That after ‘“feet’’ in the last line of

paragraph (e), the words ‘‘and shall be

provided with running water and fixed

hand-basins'’ be inserted.
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The paragraph applies to tedrooms, and it
should be the aim of Parlinment to exereise
every possible influence to modernise hotels
in the metropolitan area.

The Minister for Works:
bedrooms now is too small,

Mr, SEMONS: No bedroom is too small
to be fittell with a hand-basin, The amend-
ment wiil mean the saving of much drudgery
on the part of the woemen members of the
hetel stuff. In an hotel eontaining 40 bed-
rooms, the daily labour involved in filling
carthenware vessels with water and empty-
ing them three or four times during the day
is a drudgery belonging to past ages.

Mr. J. H. Bmith: Your proposal would cut
out some cmyloymint,

Mr, BIMONS: The member for Nelson
dars not wish to see any improvement, so
there is no good in the proposal! The cost
jnvelved in iurnishing bedreoms with a wagh-
stand, jue and basin and other utensils repre-
sents o heavy expenditnre, which would be
almost sufficient to provide for the reticula-
tien of a heldroom. The breakages in con-
nection with bedroom ware in any of the
larpe hotels involve a very heavy expenditure
ecach venr, while the maintenance of a fixed
basin with a water supply would not be heavy
at all

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

Mr. SIMOXNS: We are proposing these
things to speed him up in his intentiona.

The Minister for Works: The trouble is
that you cannct swing a kitlen in some of
these bedroos.

Mr. SIMOXNS:; A fixed band hasin would
not take up wmore than a third of the space
of 2 washstand. The svstem of earrying
water to puests is hundreds of years old.
Ierth should be made a modern eity. Our
hotels are 15 years behind the first class
hotels in the Jastern Htates and 50 years
behind those in Canada.

Mr, CORBOY : The member for East
Perth is not gaining by his amcndment
that which lhie secks to achieve, His amend-
meut means that a bedroom for one persom
shall he fitted with running water and fixed
haond basing but it will permit a bedroom
for more than two persons to be erected
without those conveniences.

The Minister for Agriculture;: Why not
provide for inseetibane as well?

Mr. CORBOY: That is & very necessary
thing in some places in Perth,

Mr. Simons: Such a provigion might mean
the death of some Ministers.

Mr. CORBOY: The amendment read in
eonjunction with paragraph (¢) only applies
to single bedro¢ms, and lenves other rooms
to the diseretion of the owner of the hotel
building.

The PREMIZR: Tf we stipulate these
eonveniences, all the existing hotels will
have to be brought up to this standard.

Mr. Simans: But not for five years.

The size of the
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’l‘llte PREMTER: T want the Committee to
Feahsu whiat an enormous expemse will be
involved,

Amendment put and passed.

Alr. UNDERWOOD: Paragraph (e) deals
with ity hotels and proviles that the
livensing conrt, in their tliscretion, may de-
tand the provision of a three-gtalled stable.
Can anyone imagine a three-sialled stable at
the I'alave Hotel?

Mr. Lutey; What about 2 garage?

Mr. UNDERWOOD: That is a different
proposition, bat I do not kmow that we
should compel lotels to provide garages.

Mr. Mann: The paragraph states '‘ where
nceessary.,’’

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

Capt. Carter: Tt 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?

Ion. P. Collier: Down in the basement?

Alr. UCNDERWOQOD: Yes, or on the fourth
floor.

Mrs. Cowan: Better cut out the lot.

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

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

Mr. Simons: And making a breeding
ground for flies, I am with you on this,

Mr. Harrison: The Health Department
are endeavouring to get stables removed
from the eity.

Myr. 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-
ment—

That in line 1 of paragraph (e) ‘‘baths'’
be deleted, and the words ‘‘one 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
compulsery to have a bathf

Mr. SIMONS: Not this year, out of re-
gard for the M.inister for Works and the
water preblem.

The Minister for Works: There is plenty
of water.

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

The PREMIER: 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-
rooms. This number is too great. People
staving at hotels rise and bath at different
hours and there are always attendants to
Leep the baths clean. It would not be
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reasgnable to ask hotelkeepers to provide a
bathroom for every five lodgers.

Mr, DAVIES: Members are making the
position intolerable and one is justified in
wondering whether some architect bas had
a2 hand in drawing up these suggestions.
There was an architect on the Licensing
Commission.

Mr. Jobnston: That is not the reason at
all.
Mr. DAVIES: Last night the member for
East Perth spoke about having a bathroom
for every imdividual. What anout the hal-
goorlie express, on which are provided two
hand basins and sbout half-a-dozen towels
for gvery 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-
1O
’ Hon. W. €. Aungwin: And 2 man will have
to carry a tent and blankets with him.

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

Mr. Underwood: It would be no goed to a
North-Wester.

Mr. DAVIES: We ought to retain the pro-
vision of the old Bill. That covers every-
thing that is required. [t is no use putting
up ideal ronditions without regard to the fac-
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
teading architects in this State. He adduced
numerous instancea of faulty econstruction 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. 1 oppose the amend-
ment, however, as piling unfair burdens upon
men who are called upon to eater for the
public. The reason why one recommendation
wns not made by the Royal Commission was
that the evidence showed that sometimes mem-
bers of the staff were so indifferent that, if
basins were placed in the rooms, the slops
would be emptied into them. ILet us not
hamper the trade by demanding excessive ac-
eommodation. FEven to-day it is impossible
for the ordinary eitizen to pay the high tariffs
demanded by the hotels. To-day there is
hardly an bhotel dining-room in Western Aus-
tralia that is paying.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: The object of the
clanse seems to be decentralisation, because
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its effect must be to make living in an hotel
in Perth or Fremantle so dear as to compel
country people to stay away from these cities.
Such an amendment would make no differ-
ence 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 be to drive
them away to the Eastern States. Matters
like this should be left to the diseretion of
the court.

Amendment put and negatived.

My, UNDERWOOD: I move an amend-
ment-—

That in proposed Seetion 49, Subsection
1, paragraph (e}, the following words be
struck out:—‘‘and 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 t
the discretion of the court, why specify it
here at all¥

The PREMIER: T hope the words will re-
main.

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

Mr, Money: The matter is discretionary
under the existing Aect.

Mr. MULLANY: It is mandatory, though
there is a proviso that the eourt may, if it
thinks proper, dispense with the stabling
accommadation.

Mr, Money: This new provision reduces the
accommodation to what iz needed for thyee
horses. X

Mr, MULLAXNY: I do not wish te put
any uunecessary burden on the licensed vie-
tuallers, but this provision lightens the burden
in respeet of stabling. The licensing court
will give consideration to all the ecircum-
stances of an appliertion. While stabling
may not be a nceessity in the ense of the
leading hotels of Perth, yet there are some
hotels, in and adjacent to the city, at which
stabling is absolutely required. I d¢ not
think we shall be going too far in giving dis-
cretion to the licensing court to insist upon
the provision of due stabling accominodation.
It is mevessary that the court should have
such discretion.

Mr. Underwood:
Act.

Mr. MULLANY: Yes. At present they
can make the licensee provide stabling for
six horses, whereas the clanse preseribes ac-
commodation for three horses. Tn view of the
displacement of horses by metor ears, L
think stabling for three horses sufficient.

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

They have it under the
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twe in the suburbs. The member for North-
liast Fremantle struck tke keynote of the
whale Bill when he asked, '*%hall we increase
costs unneccessarily?’’  Every time we add
a stable or anything else to the preseribed
requircments of an hotel, we add to the cost
of the establishment and thus necessarily in-
crease its charges. 1 stand for decreased
costs, which is the only principle that can
assist Western Australia. We should mnot
slavishly adhere to the conditions of the past.
Stabling is not necessary in any city hotel,
nor has it Leen necessary for many years
past. The present tendency is to displace
horsts by motor cars, and therefore stabling
is less required in Perth to-day than ever be.
fore, Fancy, making the licensee of the Pal-
ace Hotel provide a three-stall stable! If
any man building an hotel had the slightest
idea that he would have horses brought there,
he would build a stable. He himself is the
best judpe of what will be required. In the
country, stables are required at every hotel,
and so they are provided. In all Australian
cities it ig reeognised that stabling ought to
be kept as far ont of the city as possible. We
should he providing, not to eompel licensees
to provide stables, but to prevent it. A
gtable ot an hotel in the heart of a city is
an offenee, and should be prohibited.

Mr. SIMONS: I hope all refercnce to
horses will be eut out of the clause. The
provision represents a harassing conditiom to
be imposed om 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
shonld not be even suggesting that stabling
accoramadation must be provided. 1 will sup-
port the amendment.

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

Ayes e .. .. 13
Noacs .- .. Lo 27
Majority againat .o 14
AYES.
Mr. Angwln Mr. Simons
Mr. Chesson Mr, Underwood
Mr. Cofller Mr. Walker
Mrs., Cowan Mr. Wilcock
Mr. Heron Mr, Wilson
Mr. Lambert Mr. Muasfe
Mr. Marshall {Tcller.)
NoEs.
Mr. Broup ° Mr., Mann
Mr. Carter Mr. McCallum
Mr. Corboy Sir James Mitchell
Mr. Davies Mr. Money
Mr. Denton Mr, O'Loghlen
Mr. Durack Mr. Plesse
Mr. George AMr. Richardsen
Mr. Gibsen Mr. Sampson
Mr. Harrison Mr. J. H. Bmith
Mr. Hickmott Mr. J. M. Smith
Mr. Johaston Mr. A. Thomseh
Mr, Lutey Mr. J. Thomson
Mr. C. C. Maley Mr, Mullany
Mr. H. K. Maley (Teller.}
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Amendment thus negatived.
Sitting susperded from 6.15 to 7.50 p.m.

Mr. J. H. SMITH: T move an amend-
ment~- k]
That the following words be added to
paragraph (¢):—"‘and that some suitable
accommodation be provided to house at
least three motor ears.’’

1t is often dificult for motorikts arriving in
Peth late at night to get accommedation for
their cars. 1 do not say this accommodation
should he claborate, but it should be lelt to
the licensing court to say what it should be.
! hope the Premicr will accept the amend-
ment, as it is & neccssary one.

The PREMIER: It i3 not necessary to
provide hotel garages in the eity where there
are garages all over the placs. At least the
amendment sheuld read, ‘*where necessary ia
the opinion of the licensing court.”’

Mr. J. H, Smith: That was my intention.

The CHAIRMAN: I will amend the
amendment to read—

‘"And that some suitable accommoda-
tion, where necessary in the opinion of the
liccnsing eourt, should he provided to honse
at least three motor cars.’’

Amendment put and negatived.

Hon, W. C, ANGWIN: 1s stabling ac-
commodation for three horges sufficient in the
case of a country hotel?

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

Hon, W. C. ANGWIN: T cannot see why
certain rules should be laid down for city
hotels, whereas no such rules are to be en-
forced in the case of country towns. The
conditions with regard to the country shouild
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 any further accom-
modation it wishes.

The Premier: It can do anything it likes.

NRon, W, C. ANGWIN: There may be
hotels in Perth and Fremantle which already
provide all the accommodation necessary.
The matter should be left in the hands of
the licensing court withouli any mandatory
provisions being made. It may cost as much
to increase the accommodation as provided
by the Bill as it eosts to build an hotel, If
in the opinion of the licensing benrh an hotel
needs to bhe altered or requires that addi-
tional accommodation shall be provided, the
bench, in its discretion, ean insert the faet
as one of the conditions in the eertificate
iwsued. There are hotels to-day which have
s1 many rooms that they do not know what
tn Ao with them, snd in some instances
those who are given accommodation there are
rompelled to pay more. TUnder the Bill
licensees will be obliged to apend thousands
of pounds in order te comply with the eon-
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ditions st out. It s very often the case
that altera.ions cost more than the strueture
itzelf.

Mr. Mann: You woull not object to an
hotel having the sewerage system?  °

JHon. W. €. ANGWIN: XNo, but it would
not Le  ossible to enforce that in West Perth
or even North Perth. Yet under the Bill it
would be compulsory to provide it. How-
ever, [ um not wmeh worried about that be-
cause us soon a5 the system is cxtended [ am
ecrtain the hotels will eonneet np. It should
not be a hard and fast rule to compel licen-
sces to imcreusc their :wcommodation when
what they have is regarded as sufficient. Let
the lieensing bepeh exereise  disvretion in
these matters. If it is fonnd that it is neces-
sary that any particular hotel showld provide
additional acvommodation, the bench then
eoulld say that the premiscs should be en-
larged.

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

Hon, W. C. ANGWIN: Yes, but we should
not make it compulsory on the part of the
mapistrates to declare that premises must be
enlarged when it is considcred that the ae-
commodation provided is already sufficient.
I hope the Committee will strike out Sub-
clauge 3.

The PREMIER: I understand the bhon.
mem! er tavours the rejection of Subclause 4.
I think that clause will de all that he re-

quires.
Mr. O’Lopghlen: 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 be excessive, as the
hon. memwher scems te think. I have no ob-
jec¢tion to Sulelazuse 3 being struck out,

Mr. PICKERING: If iz known that there
arc many hatels that require to be brought
up to date. These buildings were not de-
sigmed on hygienie lines and the Commission
pave particular attention to this aspect.

Hon. I'. Collier: This is the enly point on
which they were wrong.

Mr, PICKERING: I do not admit that.
It is not desired that we shounld increase the
nomber of hotels. We should, however, in-
erease the standard, especitdly in the city.
If we take out Subclansa 3, we shall leave
the matter entirely at the discretion of the
bench, and, as we¢ know, the bench has not
proved altogether cffective in this direction.
I know of many instances where improve-
ments should have been made, especially in
country districts, and more particularly in
regard to sanitary convenjences, which are
absolutely shocking. If we give these people
five vears in which to hring their premises
up to a decent standard, we shall bhe doing &
fair thing.

Mr. MeCALLUM: I hope the Premier has
carefully thought over what he proposes to
agree to. If iy reading of Subclanse 4 is
right, it only deals with the conditions under
which new licenses can he granted.

The Premier: No.
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Mr, MeCALLUM: Subelause 4 deals with
new licenses only.

The Premier: It deals with all licenses.

Mr. MeCALLUM: Where does it suy that?
It ecrtainly only applies to new licensus.

The Premier: Noj; it applies to renewals.

Adir. ALCALLUM: No fear, 1t only re-
fers to mew livenses. Section 49 of the
parent Act inclodes the words*** As granted
or renewed.”’ Those words do ot appear
in the Bill and this subelause takes its
pluce, The whole cluuse deals with new
botels, This is o serious mistake, for it will
niean that if the amendment be agrced to
the eourt will have no power to renew
licenses with any conditions at all.

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

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

Hon, W, C. ANGWIN: This is the only
elause in the Bill which deals with the issu-
ing of certificates and wlhen renéwals 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 arc granted one.

The Premier: The court only issues certifi-
cates. The certificate i3 an order to get a
license.

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

Mr. Money: Yes, and he takes that to the
Treasury and his certifieate is renewad.

Hon. W, C. ANGWIN: Full diseretion re-
gardiog these licenses should be left to the
court under Subeclause 4,

Mr. Money: Suvbelause 4 is intended to
refer to rencwals because it refers to ¢¢ fur-
ther acecommodation,’?

Mr, McCallum: Yes, but that is further
accommeodation than that set ont in the
previcus ¢lauses. It deoes not say anything
about further accommodation to that exist-
ing.

Hon. W, C, ANGWIN: This sbould be left
to the diseretion of the court when granting
renewals of licenses, so that they can stipu-
late that additional accommedation is neces-
BATY.

The PREMIER: Subc¢lause 3 has no econ-
nection with Subelause 4 because Subelause
3 has a life ending in December 1927,
Subelause 3 states that hotels now existing
mugt be brought up to standard as required
by the counrt in ecnnection with new licenses
and Subclavae 4 sets out how licenses are to
be issued and renewed., Even without Sub-
¢lause 3, Subelause 4 would deal with hotels
in an efflective way. The court when issuing
licenses could set wp such counditions as they
may deem necessary for additional accom-
modation and so on, in ¢onnettion with the
hotels affected. Subclause 4 is intended for
all time, but Snbelauge 3 has only a limited
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life. We ecan safely strike out Subclause 3
and we will be fully protected by Subelauses
4 and 5.

© Mr. J. H, SMITH: I agree with the mem-
ber for Scouth Fremantle in his contentions
and 1 consider the Premier is making a huge
blunder. Subelause 3 is a vital part of the
Bill. It gives the present hotel premises,
provided they are run satisfactorily, immu-
nity for five years, and gives the people eon-
cerned an epportunity to Dbring 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,

My, J. . SMITH: That is the meaning
of the subclause and it is a vital matter to
the hotelkeepers. 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, who are connected with
the trade. If the subclause be retained,
they will at least bhave till the end of 1927
to bring their premises up to the required
standard.

The PREMIER: That is quite wrong. The
subelause sets out that renewals may nqt
be granted after 1927 unless the hotel is
brought up to standard. .

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

The PREMIER: I can assure the Com-
mittee that if the licensng court think other-
wise, the hotels may not be licensed up to
1827.

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
botel keepers at all.

Mr. Munsia: Of course it does.

The PREMIER: The subclause means
that they will not have their licenses after
1027 if the hotel is not up to standard. If
the gubelause is deleted then the renewals
may be granted after 1927 In the mean-
time, notwithstanding Subclanse 3, the court
may say that the premises shall not be further
Jicensed unlegs the buildings are improved.
The court can order anything they wish.

Mr, O'Loghlen: That may not be fair.

The PREMIER: I think it should be clear
that it was intended that these hotels not
brought up to standard by December 1927
must go.

Ar. Munsie: But if wou strike ont the
subclause the court can do away with them
to-morrow.

The PREMIER: The court can de away
with them to-morrow with or without this
subclanse, 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

[ASSBEMBLY.]

Mr. J, H. Smith: And it gives them fire
years within which to do it.

The PREMIER: In the meantime the lie-
ensing court can require the owners to im-
prove their premises, This subelause is
against rather than in favour of the present
licensees.

Alr, J. H. Smith: Well, why was it put inl

The PREMIER: Becanse 1t was suggested
by the Commirsion,

Mr. Mann: It does not carry out the in-
tentions of the Commission,

The PREMIER: The subclause does not
afford the protection which the hon, memher
claims,

Mpr. MANN: Whether Subclause 3 as it
stands meets the intentions of the Commission
or not, I am not prepared to say. It was the
intention of the Commission that the existing
hotels 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
hotelkeepers to bring their premises up to
the standard reguired. If the subelause does
not express that intention, I ask the Com-
mittee to retain it in the Bill that it may be
further considered. The Commission thought
an hotelkceper's finances might not permit
of his doing immediately all that was required,
and that five years would be a reasomable
time,

Mr. MONEY: The subclause does not in-
terfere with the discretion of the beneh to
renew under their other jurisdietion, but sim-
ply takes awany their diseretion to renew after
five years wnless the accommodation specified
is provided.

Mr. MUNSIE: The memher for Bunbury
might have gone further, The subelanse
takes away the discretion of the beneh after
1927, but if we delete the subelause we shall
give the bench power to wipe out next year
every hotel which is below the standard.

Hon. W. . Angwin: They have it now.

Mr, MUNSIE: “We have not a licenses
reduction board at present, but such a8 board
wonld consider the standard of a hotel. This
being ro it is only fair to those already hold-
ing licenses that a preseribed period be al-
lowed whether the board likes it or not, The
subelnuse provides a necessary protection for
existing leensees. Every hotel should be
brought up to the standard as early as pos-
sible, but five years is a sufficiently short
space of fime to enable this to be done.

Mr. LAMBERT: Subelanses 1 and 2 give
the bench discretionary pewers to order cer-
tain improvements until 1927. After 1927
it is mandatory that hotls comply with the
standard. The difficulty might be met by
inserting after 41927' the words ‘‘provided
these improvements are not earried out.’’

Hon, W, C. ANGWIN: To my reading
Subclause 3 means that the licensing eourt
at present has discretionary power to order
any licensee to bring his hotel up to a certain
stapdard. That power is not removed by the
suhelanse, No matter how good the sondition



[20 SEPTEMBEE, 1922.]

of the hotel might be, if it was a few rooms
short of the number specified in Subclavges 1
and 2 and irrespective of whether the addi-
tipnal rooms were rvequired, such an hotel
could not be licensed after 1927 unless the
rooms were provided. Soine members have
anid that a licensce has five years in which
to cffect the improvements. [f one of them
owned an liotel and knew that a prohibition
vote was to be taken in 1924, would he make
the improvements right away!

AMr. O’'Loghlen: Would the hench order
them?

Hon. W. €. ANGWIXN: T do not think so.
If the people deeide to have hotels and any
house Tuilt provides all the accommodation
neeessary, the mnpgistrates should have dia-
eretionary power, We should not lay down
a hard and fast rule that so much money
must be expended, failing which the license
will not ke renewed. If this were done it
might be necessary for some persons to get
rid of their hotels at less than their valve,
and thus an injustico would be done.

Hon. T. WALKER: Subkelavse 2, para-
graphs {a, and (b) set forth the require-
ments by way of accommodation for a new
hotel, and that there night be no diserimina-
tion between the holder of a new license for
a newly built hotel and the holder of an old
publican's license, Subelause 3 sets them on a
par and says that, althongh the licensee of
the old premises has not the accommodation
expressed in paragraphs (a} and (b), if he
does not comply and come on a par with the
new licensee by or hefore 1927, when that
date arrives he will get no license. In these
citcumstances it is mneeceasary fto retain the
subelause.

Mr. MeCALLUM: The question appears
to me to he whether, if the proposed sub-
scetion is struck out, the court in renewing
a license will have power to impose con-
dition. Section 52 of the Aect, however, pro-
vides for those conditions; and that section
is not affected by the Bill, Still, the power
of the court is got under 3ection 49 of the
Act, which section this Bill repeals. 8o the
court will be deprived of the power to im-
pose conditions in granting a renewal. The
subscetion now under consideration deals
whelly with new licenses. I[f the amendment
is carricd, the eourt will be deprived of the
power to make the old hotels come up to
the standard of the new hotels.

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

Mr. MONEY: Proposed Subscction 2
really deals with new licenses. Proposed Sub-
sections 3. 4, and 5 distinetly refer to re-
newals, and must be read all together in
order to get at their meaning.

Amendment put and negatived; the clause
ag previously amended, agreed to.

Clauses 22, 23—agreed to.

Clanse 24—Amendment of Section 58:
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Mr. CORBOY: Sceetion 5% of the Aect
deals with the special license to be granted
in the cvent of premises being destroyed by
fire, and makes it mandatory that the privil-
cges shall not extend aver a period exceeding
12 months. The period might well be left to
the court to fix, and secordinsly I move an
amendment—

That the following be insceried at the be-
ginning  of the elanse:— “Section 58 is
amendes]l by striking out the words ‘for any
prriod not exeeeding 12 months,’ and in-
serting in lieu thereof the words ffor such
period as, in the opinion ot the court, is
neeessary for the repairing or the rebuild-
ing of the premises; and.’ ’’

Mr. PICKERING: I oppose the amend-
ment, having in mind a small hetel in the
South-West, the rebuilding of which has been
approved by the licensing bench since consid-
erably over 12 months. The progress of the
work there has not heen by any means satis-
factory. A period of 12 months is ample.

Mr., Mann: That is true as regards country
hotels, but one eould not huild the Savoy
hotel in 12 months.

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

Mr. Corboy: The hotel to which yon re-
fer should not have a license now,

Mr. PICEERYTNG: The public have been
put to great inconvenienee throngh not getting
that accommodation to which they are en-
titled.

Mr. O’Loghlen: The present licensee held
the license before the fire ocenrred.

Mr. PICKERING: For most country
hotels 2 period of 12 months is ample,

AMr. 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 circumstances, be re-
built in 12 months., The hetter course will
be to leave it to the discrction of the licens-
ing court to decide whether mn hotel shanld
be rehuilt in three months or in 18 meonths,
according to whether it was a country hotel
or a large city hotel

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

Clauses 24a to 27-—agreed to.
Clauge 28—Tees for licenses:

Ton. T. WALKER: I move an amend-
ment—

That in Subclanse 2 after ‘‘purchased,’”
in line 4, the words ‘‘lers duties of Cus-
toms and Exeise’’ be inserted.

Mr. MeCALLUM: This clause requires to
be made a good deal more explicit. The
('tmmission put up certain proposals which
the Premier said he could not accept. How-
ever, his interpretation of our meaning was -
quite imcorrect. The Commission, on taking
evidence, found that at Geraldton there are
sole agents for some »f the metropolitan
breweries, and that these agents do business
with the Murchison hotels. TUnder the Bill
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the tax will be collected on the invoice cost.
But the invoice cost to the people on the
Murchisor will be not nnly the cost of the
beer at the brewery but also the Geraldton
agent’s commission, the handling charges,
railway freight and long distance cartage at
the other end; as against the price to the
metropolitan licensee, wha will have to pay
only on the invoiced cost plus cartage from
the brewery to the hotel. The further back
w¢ go, the greater penalty on the licensee,
notwithstanding which the retail prices of
beer and whisky are the same out there as
in Perth. Is it fair that the licensee out-
back should have to pay 12 per cent. tax,
not only on the cost price of the liquor, but
on agent’s ecommission, handling charges,
railway freight and eartage over perhaps
very many miles? The Commission recom-
mended that the fees should be levied on a
percentage basis caleulated on the net cost
of beer f.o.b. at the place of manufacture,

The Premier: Read Clavse 29.

Mr, McCALLUM: 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 charges? I appeal to the
Premier to give this reconsideration.

The CHAIRMAN: We are dealing with
an amendment now,

Hon. T. WALKER: I will withdraw my
amendment if I can get an assurance that the
clause will be recommitted. The drafting of
the clanse requires clarifying, It gives enor-
mous power to the taux-gatherer to raise more
tax than is actually due or intended. [ am
sure the Premier meant the cost of the liquor
at its fountain head, so to speak.

The PREMTER: Of course I do not in-
tend to collact on the Customs dues or exeise.
Surely that much is elear. 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 he the price,
not in Victoria, but at Fremantle, However,
an invoice issued at Cue by a merchant of
Cue must he aceapted as the Cue price.

Mr. MeCallum: Make hin deduet the rail-
way freight, handling charges, and his profit.

The PREMIER: The hon. member urges
that the tax shall be on the price at the
brewery,

Mr. MeCallum: Yes.

The PREMIER: Or at the port of entry.
That would be fairly difficult to get at,

Mr. Willeack: XNo, it will simplify the
difficulty.

The PREMIER: Tf the brewery invoices
beer to a man in Perth or Northam, it is
ergsy; 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 poirt is to he got over.
However, I am perfectly willing to have the
tax on the price at the brewery in Weste_m
Australia, or at the first port of entry. With
beer it ran be dome, but T do mot ses how it
can be done in respect of spirits. The spirit
merchant will want his profit. The Perth
man who buys from a 9pirit merchant must

[ASSEMBLY.}

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

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

The PREMIER: If it could be calculated,
that would be a fair thing. [ wish to make
1t clear that the tax is to be on the cost of
liquor less Customs duty or excise, and I
undertake to loock into the question of the
price on which the tax is to be ealenlated.

Amendment by leave withdrawn.,

Mr. WILLCOCK: In all the coastal ports
certain - people  have distributing  eentres.
Whisky is imported intoe Perth and sent to
an agent at Geraldten, who sells to the publi-
¢ans 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 he
paid on the cost at place of manufacture;
or if the article be imported, on the cast
at first port of entry into the State.”’

That will meet every case that has been put
up. As the clavse reads, practically all the
trade will 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 fces collected on the second
place of distribution.

The Minister for Works:
avoid any loading up.

Mr. WILLCOCK: 7Yes. In  Geraldton
there are certain people acting as agents for
beer and whisky. If u man buyz in Gerald-
ton he has to pay the cost of the article as
sold in Geraldton, whereag if he bought in
Perth he would have te pay a lesser amount.
The clanse would debar people from acting
as agents anywhere except in Perth.

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

Amendment by leave withdrawn.

Mr. MeCALLUM: I understand the Pre-
mier undertakes to look into the proposition
I have made and to recommit the claunse, and
that the Government have ne intention eof
imposing a tax on freight or handling
charges, or upon the 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 meet
the situation. At any rate I will give the
Committee another opportunity to discuss
this question.

Hon. T. WALKER:
ment—

That in the paragraph commencing *‘for

a gpirit merchant’s license’’ the word

t“twelve’’ be struck out and ‘‘fifteen’’ in-

serted in lieu,

You want to

T move an amend-
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T question whether the holders of spirit mer-
chants’ licenses wonld be covered by a radius
ot twelve miles from Perth.

The Premier: I have no objection to the
amendment,

Amendment put and passed.

Hen, T, WALEER: I move an amand-
ment—

That in the paragraph commencing ‘! for

a brewer’s license’’ the word ‘‘twelve”’

be struck out and ‘‘fifteen’’ inserted in
lieu.

[Mr. Munsie took the Chair.]

Mr. UNDERWOOD: T 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 liguor purchased:
Mr. MANN: T move an amendment—
That after the word ‘‘iicensee’’ in line
2 gll the words down to ‘‘liguor’’ at the
end of paragraph (¢) be struck out, and
the following inserted in lieu: (1) Save as
otherwise expressly provided, every licon-
see {other than the holder of a spirit mer-
chant’e license or of a brewer’s license)
shall on the 31st day of December and
the 30th day of .June 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 31st 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 monpths, but not including liquer
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; (¢}
the names and addresses of thke persons
who sold or supplied such wvarious kinds
of liquor.
The Bill makes the collection of revenue
apnual, and alsc makeg 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 wonld@ be tazed in the way now sug-
gested. If he had known that, he would
probably have adjusted his expenses and
earried on hig 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, Tt is because I hold those views
that I submit the amendment.
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Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: Ts the hon, 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 hon. member
could have attaiced his object in one par-
ticular paragraph of his amepdment by
moving o strike out the word *‘six’’ and

‘inserting other worde.

Mr. MANN: I am preparcd 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 dome in the first
place, but if we proceed in any other way
at this stage we might get into a bother,

The PREMIER: T am not worrying about
the manver in which the amendment is
worded; I am ¢oncerned about the taxz. The
hon. member declared that the tax would
be retrospective. It will not be so. The
tax is not for the present year, The amount
of the tax thia 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
conrse proposed in the Bill. The object of
the amendment 15 to reduce the period of
taxation from 12 months te 10 months,

Mr, Mann: You desire to ¢ollect 10 months
tax immediately and under the amendment
you will colleet 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
sales caleulated on those of last year.

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

The PREMILR: We shall soon alter that
if the Hounse 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. 1 do mot think it makes the slightest
difference to the man who has to pay the
tax, T hope the House will not aceept the
amendment,

Hon. 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 introdoced and certainly before the Bill
wag agreed to, was bought vnder a contract
with the Government in the shape of the
existing Aet which regulates the fees. The
1911 Aet does not terminate untit 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 cases and should not be tolerated
here,

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

Hon, T. WALKER: That is not so. I
do not think the alteration contemplated
should affect the publicans except from thé
termination of the old eontract, which will
mean a8 from the time the Bill becomes law.
Of course, the Government are in the position
of making a wrong a right simply by the
application of the dictum that mipht is right.
That is the principle of highway robbery,

The Premier: T do not think you should
say that.

IIon. T. WALKER: T do not say it offen-
sively. If we went Dhack to the time when
the Bill was introduced and made the taxa-
tion apply as from that date, there might
not he the rane ohjection because that might
be taken as the warning.

Mr. Mann: That is my amendment.

Hon. T. WALKER: If the amendment
does that, while it mw not be right, still
it is backed vp by precedent.

Hon. P. Collier: Tt should only take effect
from the date of the passing of the Bill

Hon. T. WALEKER: Tf therc is no better
way, I will support the amendment, but we
should make the tax date from the time the
Bill becomes law,

Mr. CORBOY: The Premier is mistaken
regarding his references to tbe payment of
income tax. T am under the impression that
the income tax is paid in a manner similar
to that suggested by the miember for Perth,
exeept as regards the period. The tagpayer
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. 1 support
the amendment, although T regret that it
does not provide for the operations of the
Bill commencing from the time it becomea
an Act. It may be that some hotel keepers
will purchase heavy stock before the Bill he-
comes law and so awnid a eertain amount
of taxation, but I do not think there are
many whe will be in that position. I eon-
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 nnaware.

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

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

Mr., UNDERWOOD: 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
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is 1o analogy between this and either a tariff
or an imcome tax. As soon as u tariff
is announced, it becomes operative and a
person &ffected can add the extra cost on
to the price of the goods he sells, In this
instance, we are to ask hotelkeepers to pay
on something for which they have paid al-
ready. I hope the Premier will not persist
in  his attitude, becvamse it may have the
effect of rvining some of these licensecs. Tt
will mean ruin and econfigeation to some.
Mr, RICHARDSON: T want to he clear
hoth as regards the motion and the amend-
ment. As I read the clavee, I understand that
the Premier desires to have the figurea for
the last preceding year up to the 31st De-
comber 8o as to fix the tax for the then cur-
rent year. If the Premier is not in po-sexsion
of thnse figures how ean he say what the
license fee for the next year will be?

Mr. Mann: We are prepared to send them
in from September to  December, hut the
Premier wants from Janwary to December.

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

Mr. Corboy: It is from Janunry to Jume
and 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 firat y-ar the
Premier must bave some means of assessing,
If the amendment be carried, the asscssment
will be made on the purchases of the last
four mouths of this year. Thus eirht months
of sales will be cut out of the assessment, and
how will it be possible to arrive at the
amount?

Mr. Corboy: Is he entitled to tax on the
eight months which have gonc?

My, RICHARDSON: He would not be tax-
ing for this year, but for next year.

Hon. P, Collier: What does the current
year mean?

The Premier: The current finaneial year.

Hon. P. Collier: No, the licensing year.

Mr. MONEY: Whatever percentage is
charged ultimately becomes the annual license
fee. The amoumt payable on the lst 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
made for the year, and that amount becomes
the annnat license fee.

My, Corboy: I should like to have the Pre-
mier’s assurance on that.

Mr. MONEY: License fees are al™ays paid
in advance and, if the hon. member had had
experience of these matters, he woull know
that he had to apply in the previous year for
the next year’s license.

My, McCallum: That is an entirely different
question.

Mr. MONEY: The princinle i3 exacily the
game. With regard to the nprreenta~e, the
licensee really pays a deposit in December or
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January and the balance is paid when it is
arrived at by the receiver of revenue.

Hon. P. Collier: Is the current year the
finaneial year or the licensing year?

Mr. MONEY: The licensing year, because
we are dealing with the licensee fees. When
it i8 assessed it will be the license fee for
1923,

Hen. P. COLLIER: The position is not
quite clear. There seems to be a confusion
regarding the term current year. Assume
that the Bill beeomes 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 Januwary to
December of the present year. On those re-
turng 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 be 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: Tt must nizan that the
tax will have & retrospective effect. Some
men have been trading since the commence-
ment of the year, not knowing that the tax
would take this form. There are houses doing
a bottle 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 prineciple of mak-
ing taxation retrospeetive is always bad.
People reguiate their business aceording to the
existing law, and if taxation strikes back-
wards it upsets their calculations. This meas-
ure should ecrtainly not take effect as regards
the taxation further back than the date on
which it wag introduced. Then we could at
least say that people had a full knowledge of
the possibilities. Even this would be doing
something vnusual 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 effecl 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 introdueed, and I fecl sure the
Committee will not agree to his going fur-
ther back than the 1st September.

My, MONEY: Clanse 29 provides that the
licensee shall within three months after the
date of hig lieense furnish returns for the
preceding 12 months. How can that apply
to any existing licenge? Licenses were
granted in 1921. That, therefore, means
that within three months of the date of the
license granted in December, it will be
neeessary to make returna for the year 1922
and, before June of 1923, an assessment will
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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. MONEY: Each license fee for 1823
will be based on the trading returns for
1922. A deposit is paid in December.

Hon, P. Collier: I said the fee was to be
fixed in that way.

Mr. MONEY: Then what is the complaint
about?

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

Mr. MONEY: Truoel

Hon. P, Collier: That is retrospective
legislation.

Mr. MONEY: It may be a retrospective
agsessment, but it is not a retrospective
license fee,

Hon. P. Collier: You are a most extraord-
inary man,

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

Hon. T. WALKER: I am unable to follow
the member for Bunbury. According to him
the publican woeuld have to pay cash down
for the purchases of liquor he made before
the Billi hecame law. The publican is asked
to pay a tax in June next on liguor 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 Degember.
What would hia position be in respect to the
tax for the following year?

The Premier: He would not pay.

Capt. CARTER: Suppose the license
Japsed at the end of the year. Who would
have to pay and how would the amount be
apportioned? I cannot support the amend-
ment in its present form.

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

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

Mr. McCALLUM: Precizely. The Premier
ghould consider himself Jucky that a sygges-
tion has been made to date the tax back
as far ag September.

Mr. CHESSON: Many licensees would not
have applied for a renewal if they had
known what this Bill contained. A contract



852

has been entered into between the parties
and should be respected. This Bill should
have effect only from the date it becomes law.
I am opposed to retrospective taxation.

Mr. MANN: 1In reply more particularly to
the member for Bunbury, the position is that
in December of 1921 the licensces paid their
license fees for the year 1922, and that in
Deeember of 1922 they paid the license fees
for 1923. Credit will be given for the lattor
fee as against the assessment tax, Accord-
ing to the member for Bunbury, in March of
1923 the licensees would pay 2o tax running
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 dee for another six meonths' tax,
and thus woulld be ligble to 18 montlis’ taxa-
tion on 12 months’ trading.

The Premijer: No.

[Mr. Stubbs reswmed the Chair.]

Mr. MAXN: [ hope hon. members have
given the matter close attention, and seen
the unfaivness of the proposal.

Mr, JOHNSTON: The Government's pro-
posals make no allowance for the changeable-
ness of the Australian eclimate. Districts
prosperous last year are faced with a very
poor season this year. T.ast year, when
things were proupercus, large purchases of
liguor were made; and now, 15 months later,
the Premier c¢omes along and says, “*You
people were selling a lot of liquor 12 months
ago, and now I want 10 per cent. on what
you seld at that time.’” A man may have
gold ont of his hotel meantime, and the un-
fortunate purchaser will be ¢alled upon to
pay faxation on the liguor soll by his prede-
cessor. The tax is confiseatory. The Royal
hotel until a few months ago made a prae-
tice of advertising liquor for sale by bottles
and cases all over Western Australia at very
low prices indeed.

The Premier: That hotel ia not doing so
now,

Mr, JOHNSTON: Xo. 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 disposing of that liquor at very low
prices all over Weatern Australia, is now
doing an ordinary business at ordinary rates.
Yet it is liable to be charged a tax on liquor
sold at very low prices 12 months ago. The
Government would do well to accept the
amendment € the sbmber for Perth, resting
content with so mueh retrospective legisla-
tion as would apply to the four months just
before Christmas.

Mr. RICHARDSOXN: Members appear io
have been losing sight of the main faets.
The BRill is based on the belief that some
publitana are not paying snfficient 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 contract in-
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volved in the payment of the last fees will
bs observed.  There will be no more con-
tracts of that kind, Suppose that instead of
our putting a tax on the purchases of the
hotel-keeper, we raise the lieense fees by 300
per cent.; would it be said that that was
retrogpective taxation on this vear’s trading?
1 guaranter not one member would say eo.
Exactly the same argumen: applics to the
proposed pereentaze. We hear about 10 per
cent. going on. I do not believe 10 per cent,
will go on. That is merely a red herring
drawn aeross the trail. No matter what tax
may be charged, we must bear in miud that
it represents the license fee for next year,
being in place of the present license fee, It
is based on this year’s tradinu—not on this
year's profit—as a pguide for next year,
There i3 no other way or urriving at it.

Mr. Mann: T have given a way.

Mr. RICHARDSOXN: Owly applying to
four months, This Bill is no more retro-
spective than is a Bill for the incrrasing of
the rate of income tax, Members have got
mixed berause they think the license fee has
not been paid for this year., So T judge
from the way they speak. They ap ear to
think that the suggested taxation i< in pay-
ment of this year’s license fee. The argu-
ment of the member for Cue was on those
lines,

Alr. Chessen: What is heing dene at the
present time with regard to clubs?

Mr, RICHARDSON: I am not dealinp
with eclobs 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,

Mr. J. H, S8MITH: The last speaker is
mistaken. The percentaZe is to be paid on
all liquor purchased during the year ending
on the 31st December pext,

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

Mr. J. H, SMITH: Last year | owned an
hotel, and did a good business mostly. Is
my suecessor going to be taxed on my trad-
ing during last year?

Mr. Mann: Under the Bill he is.

Mr, J. H. SMITH: Yes, and I claim that
that is distinetly unfair as well as retro-
spective. My successor has paid a license
fue entitling him to trade until the end of
this year. According to my reading, the
clauge is retrospective, If the Premier will
give an assurance that the elause ia not re-
trospeetive, there will not be so much gpposi-
tion.

Mr. MUNSIE: Personally, I do not care
much whether the amendment i3 carried or
defeated. In my opinion the member for
Spbiaco stated the caxe according to the
provisions of the Bill with absolute rorrect-
ness. The Bill does nof provide for retros-
pective payment. It is merely a retrospee-
tive assessment. How are we to charge a
licensing fee on preceding sales unless we got
some such methed as is presented in the Billt
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 Dceember of this
year, will not have to pay one penny extra
taxation.

Mr. Mann: But his sucessor will have to,

Mr. MUNSIE: His successor will have to,
certainly, becanse the Bill is increasing the
licenging fee; but it is only inereasing it
from the 1sc January next year to the 31st of
the following December.

Mr. Money: Quite right,

Mr. MUNSIE: That is all the Bill iz do-
ing, in respect both of hotels and of cluba.
All the harm it might possibly do is this: If
an hotelkecper who agrees that this should
be the means of asscssing his licensing fee
be located in an expinding city he will be
in a good position, whereas an hotel keeper
in 5 town which is going Adown will be penal-
ised to some extent, because his sales this
year may be greater than those in 1923, So
he will have to pay for 1923 a licensing fee
based on the purchases of 19222, T will sup-
port the clause as it stands, beeause the
amendment does not give a reasonable means
of assessing the licensing fee for the year.

AMr, Chesson: It gives four months.

Mr. MUNSIE: Four months are not suffi-
cient on which to assess a fee for 12 montha.
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. He admits that some must suf-
fer in consequenee of the change. The amend-
ment will serve to minimise the suffering. A
licenging fee ceases to be a licensing fee when
1t becomes a tax. It is suggested in the Bill
“that the tax should be assessed om the sales
of the previous 12 months. Prior to the
pasging of the Act certain conditions will
be in force which will not be in force after
that time. The hon. member says the term
iz 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
shail be on the preeeding 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 we adopted the amendment,

Amendment put and passed.

Mr. MAXN: I move an amendment—
That the followino be inserted:—¢ghall
on the 31st day of December and the 30th
day of June 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 behnlf, setting
forth with regard to the six months ended
on 31st December and 30th June respec-
tively—(a) the quantity of liquor of vari-
ous kinds purchased for the licensed pre-
mises by the licenses, or by any other
person during such period of six months,

853

but not including liquor so purchased but
still in bond; (b) the amounts actoally
paid or the net amounts payable therefor
respeetively (less duties of Customg or Ex-
cise) whether purchased in Western Aus-
tralia or elsewhere.’’

Amendment put and passed.
Mr. MANN: I move an amendment—
That the following be struck out:—

"

““Jrom the return so furnished, the
Receiver of Revemue 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 such return,
less the minimum aonual fee paid on the
issue of the license, and the fee so as-
sessed shall be payable by the licensec on or
before the 1st day of June next following.

The PREMTER: The proposal of the hon.
member is to reduee 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: Tt is simple to say what
the hon. member proposes but I am informing
the House what it will mean. On the liguor
purchased by the retailers, £600,000 was paid
to the Commonwealth Government. I do mnot
remember anyone complaining about that.

Mr. A. Thomson: Not a word was said
about that.

Mr. O'Loghlen: What remedy have wef

The PREMIER: I do not know, but noth-
ing was said against the payment of that
amount to the Commonwealth,

Mr. O'Loghlen: Two wrongs do not make
a right.

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

Member: The Federal Governnent take too
much.

The PREMIER: Yes, but there is no pro-
tert againat what is paid cheerfully to the
Commonwealth. We are justified in asking
the Committee to say that the Government
are 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
gold. In view of the monopoly, I think we
are entitled to be paid for that privilege. The
amount collected by the State and Federat
Governments is not the only money colleeted
from the trade., When a man goes into the
hotel business he pays ingoing and rent. The
percentage returned from hotel premises is
higher than that from any other class of
buildings. 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 econnertion with some hotels
represent large amounts. It is said that the
amount cannot be passed on. The membér
for Perth proposes that the tax shall be six
per cent. In other words, he proposes that
the return to be eollected by the Government,
which iz £34,000 to-day, will be increased by
£32,000, making the tax collected amount to
£66,000.

Mr. Clydesdale:
notd

The PREMIER: No, it is not. I hope the
Committer will be reasonable and agree to
this additional taxation. I think 10 per
cent. represents not one peeny more than
we are entitled to. The member for Perth
has not said why he advoecates six per cent.

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

The PREMIER: In Victoria the tax is
gix per cent.

Mr, Mann: If you overtax the trade you
cannot expect to keep it clean.

The PREMIER: [n Victoria, that tax is
on all purchases made including duty and cx-
cise a3 well as the price of the liquer, and
that would be £102,000.

Mr. Pickering: That includes ecompensa-
tion?

The PREMIER: Yes.

Mr. 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 propoesal 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 coanection with
the reduction hoard, are equal to 715 per
cent. on the Victorian basis. In Vietoria the
tax is on the total cost of the liquor. We
tax on the cost less the excise and duty, and
if members make a comparison between our
proposal and 7% per cent. on the Victorian
basig, it really means that we are asking 114
per cent. more than the amount Vietoria has
been collecting till now. If the member for
Perth’s proposal be apreed to our tax will
eome below that of Victoria,

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

The PREMIER: Only because they have
closed down so many hotels. The liquor sold
per head ef the population in Vietoria 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 aceept much lesg than Vietoria

That is a fair juwp, is it

collects. I hope the amendment will not be
agreed "to.
Mr. A. THOMSON: Shall we have an

opportunity of discussing the six per cent.
tax if the amendment be agreed to?
Hon. P. Collier: The amendment provides
for that.
Amendment put and passed.
Mr. MANN: I move an amendment—
That the following words be inserted in
lien of those struck out:—'‘Together with
each such return the person furnighing the

. tion, police and other funds.
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_ same ghall, on the delivery thereof, pay to
the Receiver of Revenue a sum ¢qual to six
pounds per cent. of the amount so paid or
payable for such liquors so purchased, less
one-half of the minimum annual 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 mueh 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
Premier has mentioned Vietoria, None of
the money derived from the tax there goes
into revenue. It i3 paid into the compensa-
‘When that tax
was fixed at 6 per cent.,, the duty was only
9s. per gallon but now it is £4 odd. 8o con-
vinced are the Victorian Government of the
inequity of the tax that they are bringing
in a Bill to provide for a 3 pcr cent. tax.

Mr. MONEY: Under the Bill no return is
furnishable until March, 1923, TUnder the
amendment the tax i3 payable on the returns
furnished at the end of the present year. Is
i* intended that the Government shall collect
the extra six menths’ revenuet

Mr. Mann: Tn March, 1923, the licensee
will pay for a year.

Mr. MONEY: An Act of Parliament comey
into opcration when it is passed and there
is nothing in thizg measure to make it retros-
peetive in this respect.

Hon. 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
June of next year. Tt is mot clear whether
the payment at the end of December is for
this year’s or next vear’s license fee.

Mr. Mann: It is only to December of this
Year,

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

Mr. O’Loghlen:
sleep on it.

Progress reported.

I think we had better

House adjourned at 11 p.m.



