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have any letter, number, or record thereon
to show or indicate how such voters may
have voted.’ '’

The CHAIRMAN: The reason given by
the Assembly for not agreeing to this
amendment is that the proeedure of ap-
proaching the Court shonld he made as
simple as possible.

The COLONTAL SECRETARY : [ move—
That the amendne i be not insisted ou.

Question negatived; the Council’s amend-
ment insiated on.

No. 35. Clause 3G6.—Delete the words
““from time to time’’ in first line of sub-
section (1) of proposed new section 100,
and insert ‘‘once in each year.’' After
‘*State’” in line five of same subseetion,
ingert ‘‘and such determination shall have
force and effect during the ensuing twelve
months, The basic wage go determined shall
operate and have force and effect from the
first day of July in each year, and shall
from time to time be substituted for the
waye fixed by every industrial agreement or
award nade before or after the commence-
ment of this Act, notwithstanding that any
such industrial agreement or award may
preseribe a lesgser or a greater wage.”’

The CHATRMAN: The reason given by
the Assembly for not agreeing to this
amendment is that the time should be left
to the diseretion of the court and that it is
highly probable a fixed period would oper-
ate unfairly.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: T move—

That the amendment be not {usisied on.

Hon. A. LOVEKIN: I hope the Commit-
tee will insist on this amendment. We make
the basic wage eertain from year to year,
whilst the clause as it stood left the posi-
tion in a statc of chaos and capable of
being changed from time to time, when no
one would know what the position was.

Question put, and s division taken with
the following vesult:—

Ayes .. - . 4
Nors .- . oo 1
Majority against .. 10
, AYES,
Haon. J. M, Drew Hon, J. W. Hickey
Hon. B. H. Gray Hon. W. H. Kitson
(Paller.)
Noxs.
Hon. A, Burvill Hon. A. Lovekin
Hon, J. Cornell Hon. G, W, Mliles
Hon. J. Duffell Hon. J. Nicholson
Hon. J. Ewing Hon. 4. Potter
Hon. J. A. Grelg Hon. H. A, Stephenson
Hon. V. Hamersley Hon. H. Stewart
Hon. E. H. Harrls | Hon, H. J. Yelland
* . {Teller.)

[ASBEMBLY,}

PAIRS.
NOoEs.
Hen, C. F. Baxter
"Hon. J. J Holmes

the Couneil’s

AYES.
Hon. J. R. Brown
Hon. T. Moore

Question thus negatived;
amendment  insisted on.

Progress reported,

ADNJOURNMENT --CLOSE OF SESSION,
The ('‘OLONTAL SECRETARY: I move—~

That the House al ils rising adjourn
titt 17 a.m. this day.

fJucstion passed.

House adjourned ot 2 aan.
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QUESTION—RAILWAYS, COAL SUP-

PLIES
Mr, WILSON asked the Minister for
Railways: 1, Have instructions been given

that Newcastle coal must be vsed exclusively
on the Northerm Railway lines, and if so,
by whom? 2, Are all locomotives operating
there fully and efficiently equipped with the
latest spark arresterst 3, Is Mr. Muijr aware
that the eutting down of loeal coal orders
prejudicially affects the coal miners at
Collie?
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The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS re-
plied: 1, As a temporary measure, during
the heat of the summer and whilst standing
erops are awaiting harvest, instructions
have been issued by the Commissioner to use
Neweastle coal only, on the western portion
of the Northern system, i.¢., within the agri-
cultural arezs. These instruetions were is
sved on urgent representations being made
as to the extreme danger of fire heing
caused by sparks from Collie coal, 2, Al
engines are equipped with efficient arresters,
viz,, eight with standord wire mesh, ning
with standard wire mesh and deflector
plates. 3, Yes; but it is also knmown that
the use of Collie coal in the econditions men-
ticned would prejudicially affeet the farin-
ing industry.

QUESTION—YOQUNG ATUSTRALIA
LEAGTUE.

Mr, HUGHES agked the Minigier for Jus
tice: 1, la it a fact that the Young Aus-
tralia League, an incorporated association,
has not, ag previded by its constitution and
regulaticns, held on annual meeting of
members or issued an annual report and
balance sheet for a number of years past,
or filed such documents with the Registrar$
2, If so, will the requirements of the law
be enforced?

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE replied:
1, There i8 no provision in the Associations
Incorporation Act, 1895, requiring ap insti-
tution to file annual reportsa or balance
sheats. 2, If the assoeiation’s officers neg-
Ject to comply wth the rules the remedy rests
with the members.

QUESTION—KENDENUP ERTATE
AND C. J. DE GARIS,

Mr. HUGHES asked the Minister for Jus-
tice: 1, I it a fact that C. J. de QGaris
has obtained from certain of his Western
Australian creditors further sums of money
by means of what is apparently a confi.
dence trick, and that to induce the creditors
to furnich the money ‘¢ uttering’’ of cheques
was resorted tot 2, If go, will he take im-
mediate action to enforce the Criminal
Code?

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE replied:
1, Tke department has no knowledge of the
finaneial tramsactions between Mr. de Garis
and his creditors. 2, Any person who alleges
that he has been defrauded ean lay a com-
plaint if he thinks fit.

Mr. Thomson: These questions
to amount to a sort of vendetta,

Mr. Taylor: They secem?

Mr. Thomson: They are.

Mr, Hughes: Evidently there was none of
your money in it

seem

BILL—LICENSING ACT AMEND-
MENT,.

Az to Leave to Introducs,

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE (Hon.
J. C. Willcock—-Geraldten) [4.35]: I move—

For leave to éatroduce e Bill for an
Act to umend Seclion 108 in pari wi. of
the Licensing Aet, 1911,

Point of Order.

Mr. Taylor: I rise to a point of order. 1
do not think the Minister is in order im
moving, without notice, for leave to intro-
duce this Bil,

The Minister for Justice: I am moving
for leave to introduce it.

Mr, Taylor: On Tuesday, the 16th De-
comber, according to the Votes and Pro-
ceedings, No. 58, the following motion was
passed at the instance of the Premier:—

That during the present sitting the

Standing Orders be suspended so far as
to enable Billa to be introduced without
notice and to be passed through their re-
maining stages on this day, and messages
from the Legislative Couneil to be taken
into consideration forthwith,

On the following day, according to the
Votes and Proceedings, No. 59, the follow-
ing motion was carried:—

That for the remainder of the session
the Standing Orders be suspended so far
as to enable Bills to pass through all
their stages in ome day, and messages
from the Legislative (‘ouncil to be taken
into eonsideration on the day on which
they are received.

The first motion gave power to introduce
without leave on that day, and that motion
ceased fo funmction after that day. The
gecond motion did not give leave to intro-
duce without notice.

The Premier: Of course it did. It gave
leave to pass Bills through all stages, and
one of those stages ig leave to introduce.

Hon, Sir James Mitehell: No,

The Minister for Mines: That is absurd.
Of course it is,

My, Taylor: No. Leave to introduce has
nothing te 4o with that motion. Why make
a point of it in the flrst motion but mnot
in the second?

The Premier: Leave to introduce is one
of the very necessary stages.

My, Taylor: Standing Order 257 says—

Every public Bill (unleszs gent from
the Legislative Council) shall be initiated
either by a motion for leave to bring in
the Bill, specifying its intended title, or
by a motion for a Committee of not less
than two members to prepare and bring
it in, or by an Order of the House.
The Minister for Lands: The Standing

Orders are suspended.
Mr. Taylor: Not so far as they relate
to leave to introduce.
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My, Speaker: It has been the practice of
the House regularly at the end of the ses-
sion to suspend the Standing Orders to en-
able Bills to pass through all stages at the
one sitting, ete, Notwithstanding this, I
find from the Votes and Proceedings on the
13th December, 1923, page 281, that after
snspension of the Standing Orders the Pre-
mier, without notice, moved—

That g0 much of the Standing Orders
be suspended as s necessary to enable
the Vermin Rate Bill to be introduced
and passed threugh all its stages on this
day.

Mr. Speaker having countied the House, and
an sbsolute majority of the whole number
of members being present, and there being
no dissentient voice, declared the question
to be passed. If that procedure is to be
followed it will be necessary for the Minis-
ter to move that so much of the Standing
Ordera be suspended as is necessary to en-
able the Licensing Act Amendment Bill to
be introduced and passed through all ite
stages,

The Minister for Lands: Was that done
after the Standing Orders were suspended?

Mr, Speaker: Yea. The Standing Orders
were suspended on the 29th November, 1923,
but notwithestanding this, on the 13th De-
cember the motion I have read was passed.
In order to meet the difficulty it will be
necessary for the Minister to move, without
notiee, in the direction I have indicated.

The Premier: Do I understand you have
yuled that the Minister is not in order in
asking for leave to introduce this Billt

Mr. Speaker: I am inelined to follow pre-
cedent, especially as the difficulty can be
got over in-the way I have outlined.

The Premier: I propose to dissent from
your decision if you rule that way,

Mr. Speaker: It is i the hands of
the House. I would aiso draw attention to
Standing Order 257, which reads:—

Every public Bill (unless sent from
the Legislative Couneil) shall be initiated
either by a motion for leave to bring in
the Bill, specifying its intended title, or
by a motion for a committee of not less
than two members to prepare and bring
it in, or by an Order of the Houss,

If the House orders, then the Bill ean be
brought in.

Bill introduecd.

The PREMIER: I move—
That the House order that leave be

given to iniroduce the Bill.

Hon. 8ir James Mitchell: Does the Pre-
mier intend to put the Bill through all
stages to-day? Can we not bave notice
given to-day so that we ean deal with the
Bill itself to-morrow?

The PREMIER: No.
Question put and passed.

[ASSEMBLY.)

Point of Order.

Mr. Taylor: On a point of order, the
question i3 whether it is the pleasure of
the House to order the introduction of the
Bill,

Mr, Speaker: The DMinister can move
that the Bill be read a first time.

The Minister for Agriculture: The Stand-
ing Orders are suspended.

Mr. Taylor: XNot in respeet of the in-
troduction of Billa, On a question such as
thig, which iz one relating to the pleasure
of the House, one voice ii sufficient to atop
the mecessary leave.

Mr. Speaker: A motion of the House
has been carried making the intredmetion of
the Bill an Order of the Day.

My, E. B. Johnston: It requires 28 votes
to pass such a motion.

Mr. Taylor: If you aceept the position,
Mr. Speaker, you do away with the safe-
guard regarding the necessity for 28 votes
in favour of the suspension of the Stangd-

ing Orders, If your ruling be correct
this procedure can be adopted when
there is a bare quorum present. The

safeguard we have is that the Standing
Orders cannot be suspended except by the
will of a majority of the Hours. The House
may order anything to be done, but if one
voice is raised against i1t the proposed action
cannot be undertaken.

The Minister for Agrieulture: On
the 17th December the Premier gave
notice that for the remainder of the session
the Standing Orders should be suspended—
not one but all the Standing Orders—so that
Bills might be passed throwgh all stapges in
the one day. -

Mr, Taylor: But leave to introdnee is
not one of the stages of a Bill,

The Minister for Agriculture: When
that motion was passed the Standing
Orders were suspended so that Bills might
be passed through all their stages. Since
all these Standing Orders are suspended, the
Hoose hos the right to proceed with the
buginess,

Mr. Speaker: I rule that the House

has given permission for the intrcduetion of
the. measure.

First Reading.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: I
mgve—

That the Bil! be now rcad a first time.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Some
members who are absent did not know that
we would be even meeting to-day; ecertainly
they did not know that it was proposed to
introduce the Bill here to-day.

The Premier: Members knew that the
Rill would have to be denlt with in this
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Chamber whether it was introduced here or
came to us from the Couneil,

Hon. 8ir JAMES MITCHELL: No one
knew until the last moment whether we
would be meeting to-dey or mot. Two or
three members are abment who would have
been here.

The Premier: That is their responsibility.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: That is
so0, but at the same time it is most unusual
for us to sit on Monday, and members did
not know we would meet to-day.

The Minister for Lands: On a point of
order, ia the Leader of the Opposition ian
order in discussing the motion for the first
reading of the Bill?

Mr. SPEAKER: He is in order, but it
is not wuwsunal.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a first time.

Second Reading.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE (Hon.
J. C. Willeock—Geraldton) [4.63] in mov-
ing the second reading said: Generally when
a Bill is introduced there is some ecuriosity
as to the provisions of the measure,
dinarily the provisions of the Bill are not
known prior to the second reading stage.
It appears, however, that the provisions of
this Bill are fairly well known.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: No one on
this side of the House knows what the pro-
visions are.

Mr. Thomson:
seen of them.

The MINISTER TFOR JUSTICE: I
have heard the Bill talked about outside
and T have had several letters from my elec-
torate concerning the eontents of the Bill.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: The Minister
must have told his constitnents about it.

The MINTSTER FOR JUSTICE: No,
I have been wondering where they got their
information. The Bill seems to have been
diseussed fairly freely thronghout the State.

The Premier: References to the Bill have
been made in the newspapers for weeke
past.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: Yes.
The contents of the Bill have heen publie
property for the last three or four weeks.
The Bill docs not deal with many portions
of the Licensing Act. Tt really deals with
one section. Its object is to amend the pro-
vision for a three-fifthse majority being
neeessary in connection with the vote on
prohibition, and substitutes in lieu of the
three-fifths, a simple majority. TUnder the
present Act a proll is to be iaken every
five years. A poll will be taken in 1925, and
the Act as it stands preseribes that the
majority in conneetion with that pol? shall
be one of three-fifths. There is also a pro-
vigo setting ont that the poll shall not be
carried unless 30 per cent. or more of the
eleetors throuphout the State vote for the
proposal. The Bill does away with that
proviso altogether and inserts a provision

This is the first I have

2585

making it compulsory for every elector to
vote. Penalties are provided in order to
assure that the electors cxercige the fran-
chise. The Bill is introduwced this session
because, unless its provisions be agreed to,
next year’s poll will Le taken under the
provisions of the cxisting Aet. Trior to the
elections the members of the Labour Party
stated on every platform that it was their
policy to introduce a Bill providing for a
simple majority in conncetion with the pro-
hibition poll. They also agreed that on
such an important question there shovld be
compulsory voting, Being demoeratic, the
Labour Party:

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: That is very
funny, This is not demoeratic,

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE:
not?

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: No.

Mr. George: It is autocratie.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: It is
democratic to provide for a simple ma-
jority determining the issue.

Mr. J. H. Swith: The Bill does not pro-
vide for that.

Mr. Davy: A simple majority will not
determine the question.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: The
Bill provides that the whole of the people
will have an oppertunity of deciding the
issue so far as is humanly poessible to make
such a provision, Anyone who does not ex-
ercise the franchise will run the risk of
suffering a penalty up te £10.

The Minister for Agriculture: Weo are
not dealing with the matter on the Legis-
lative Council franchise.

The MINTSTER FOR JUSTICE: No,
we arc cadeavouring to get the majority of
the people throughout the State to decide
this greal question, We provide that the
reople as a whole shall accept the responsi-
bilities of their citizenship by detiding a
questiop that will have such far-reaching
cffects. For that reason we provide for
compulsory voting in comnection with this
poll. TIn other parts of Auvstralia the com-
pulsory voting provisions have secured as
high a result as 98 per cent. That was ob-
tained in Quecnsland, We consider it demo-
eratic to introduce this provision in the Bill
to cnable the whole of the pcople to have
their voice heard on this most important
question. The Bill is before members and
gives effeet to the pledges we gave the peo-
ple on the occasion of the peneral elections.
The Government disagree with the present
provigions, which prevent a majority of the
people obtaining what they desire. On other
matters sometimes the wishes of the ma-

It is

" Jority are thwarted, but that is not the

fault of the Government. It can safely be
said that the provisions of other measures
introduced here during this session have had
the sanction of popular will, and wonld have
been passed into law had the people been
able to give a verdict upon them., Nobody
can acewse this party of having, at the
elections, dodged the issue in respeet of leg-
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islation we have endeavoured to pass during
this session.

Mr. George: You coulld not explain your
measures on the hustings.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: Xo,
but the general principle underlying meas-
ures we have introduced this session have
been well-known by the peopls. We put up
40 candidates at the elections, and almost
every one of them dezlt fully with the Bills
it was |roposed we should bring in,

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Youn did not
know yourselves what would be in them
until you came to draft them.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: Yes,
the provisions of those Bills have been
sought by the Labour Party for the last
ten years, Generally the effect of our legis
lation has met with the approval of the elec-
tors. The introduction of this Bill dees not
neeessarily imply that the Government or
their supporters are in favour of prohibition.
Everybody knows that conaiderable diver-
gence of opinion in regard to prohibition ex-
ists amongst members of the Labour Party;
but we are at gne in our suppert of the
principle of majority rule, and that iy the
issue in the Bill. Probibition is not a poli-
tical question. No political party has pro-
nounced either in favour of or against it.
Prohibition is a social question, and we
consider that the people should have the de-
cision in respect of it. On this question
there c¢an he no argument against people
having equality at the ballot box.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Surely wou
must know whether or not you are in favour
of prohibition.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICT: Yes, I
do, but I also know that every piece of leg-
islation hrought into the House by this Gov-
ernment has had the backing of a majority
of the people and that I, as & unit of the
community, am prepared to accept the ver-
diet of the peaple.

Mr. George: Under this Bill 2 majority
of one conld say whether or mot wa are to
have prohibitien,

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: That
is right, The 1921 poll furnished an ex-
ample of the injustice of the provisions in
the existing Aet, Of a poll of 80,550, no
less than 45 per cent. of thoze enrolled would
have been required to earry prohibition, In
other words, 53,700 would have had to vote
for it. And with the principle of 30 per
cent. alse, in the proviso, those in favour
would have had to he 4,370 in execesg of a
three-fifths majority.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell:
make that out?

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: In
order to get 30 per cent. of the people in
favour of prohibition at the last poll 4370
more than a three-fifths majority would
have been Tequired fo earry the question.
We provide compulsory voting to emsure
that all the people shall vote on the question,
We recognise that the existing law is un-

How do you
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democratie, ineyuitable and even upjust. A
law that hua the effect of restricting personal
liberty should have the substantial backing
of the people. So we conmsider it advisable
to safeguard the prineiple of majority rule
by compulsory voting, in order that a large
majority ot the jeople shall exercise
their votes before so important a c~hange

is made in  the social life of the
community. Of course, vested inter-
ests will sny they have acquired their

claims in a legal manner.  Bet the posi-
tion has been well known since 1911; it has
been known that the people would have an op-
portunity to take away rishts and privileges
granted by the licensing beneh. Atlso it has
been known that a sirong section of the
eommunity have persistently demanded the
right to exercise their vote and give a de-
cision in this matter. So investors who have
put considerable capital into the business
have understcod ever since 1911 that tbere
is always a possibility of the people wiping
out the traffic altogether.

Mr. E. B, Johnston: But it bhag been
understood that that could be done only by

.& three-fifths majority.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: And it
hag been understood that a strong section of
the community was demanding that the
guestion should be decided by a simple ma-
jority, and that at any time Parliament
might alter the provisions of the Act to pro-
vide for the question being so decided. The
Labour Party has been strong in epposition
ta the snggestion of plural voting or to giving
any set of individuals greater power at the
ballot box than other sections have. We
are againgt ploral voting at Legislative
Council, municipal council and road board
elections, and against the restrictive fran-
chise for the Legislative Council. Even on
the question of conscription, which was likely
to have a tremendous influence on the people
of Australia, affecting their personal liberty
and even their lives—-—

Hon, Sir James Mitehell: Tt would have
sent them to fight—nvhi e the voung fellows
sught to have been.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE:
even on that important question the Govern-
ment of the day decided that it should not
be determined without &n expression of
opinion from a majority of the people. It
was eonsidered democratic and equitable at
that ecritieal stage of our history, and the
Government and the people acquiesced in
leaving the question to a simple majority.
If so stupendous am issme could be deter-
mined hy a simple majority, surely this pro-
hibition question should be decided in the
same wax! TUnder the liguor traffic many
industries have h.om established, much em-
ployment created and maintained, and econ-
siderable capital invested. Vinevards have
heen planted and other activities entered
upon in good faith and with the full know-
ledge that, posaibly, there would be reached

—_—
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in this matter & decision that would have
the effect of rnining people who had in-
vested money in the trade. We consider
that such a question should not be lightly
entered upon or decided on a cateh vote, and
80 we say that a simple majority shall be
based on compulsory voting so that every-
body shall express his opinion. As against
all that we have a considerable body of peo-
ple who say the drink traffic is responaible
for much evil in the community, and that it
it were abolished the social and general wel-
fare of the people would be greatly im-
proved.

Mr. George: Surely you are aware there
is more temperance to-day than there has
been for many years, not only in this State,
but all over the world. )

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: I sup-
pose we can say that, but I am not disens-
sing the question of temperance, or whether
I favour prohibition or not. The Govern-
ment and the adherents of the Labour Party
do not say that because this Bill is brought
down, they are for or against prohibition.
They say that they, as a demecratic party,
are prepared to abide by the resvlt of a
poll.  The isaue is one to be faced by the
whole of the community and is such that
tbe whole of the community shonld accept
their responsibility in this great and far-
reaching matter, so that the verdict obtained
sheil have the respect and compliance of the
whole of the people. I move—

That the Rill be now read & second time.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I move—

That the debate be adjourned.

The Minister for Justice: Till a later
stage of the sitting?

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Until
the trains have had time to get in from the
country distrietz; not before. After eight
o’clock this evening, T shall be perfeectly
willing to go on.

Motion {adjowrnment} put and passed.

Continuned on Page 2608.

BILL-~-WORKERS* COMPENSATION
ACT AMENDMENT.

Counci'’s Amendments.
Congideration resumed from the 19th De-

cember of the sechednle of 33 amendments
made by the Council.

In Committee.

Mr. Lutey in the Chair; the Minister for
Wors in charge of the Bill

No. 17. Clause 14, Subelauvse (1).—
After ‘“paragraph (2),”’ in line one, delete
all the words down to ‘“and’’ incluaive, in
line seven, and insert in liev thercof ‘‘in
the sixth line of the sub.paragraph.’’ 1In
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line eight delete ‘‘seven’’ and insert *‘six,’’
and in the same line delete the words ‘‘and
fifty’’:

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: This
amendment dealy with two principles, First
of all it strikes out the reference to the
widow and children under the age of 16 be-
ing elassed as dependants, and secondly it
reduces the amount of money payable for
death from £750 to £600. The first portion
mwust be disagreed to comsequentially on a
previows decision. The eecond portion has
been Qiscussed at great length and there is
no need to further debate the matter. 7T
move—

That the amendment be not agreed to,

Question passed; the Couneil’s amend-

ment not agreed to.
No. 18. Clause 14.—Delete Subeclause 2:

On motion by the Minigter for Works,
the foregoing amendment was not agreed to.

No. 19. Clause 14--Insert at the be-
beginning of Subclause (6} ‘‘by the imser-
tion after the word ‘payable,” in line two
of paragraph (d) of the proviso, the words
‘‘to those persons or institutions by whom
the services hereipafter mentioned were
rendered,’ and'’:

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: This
amendment seeks to set up an entirely new
principle, Tt provides that the money to be
paid for first aid, medical expenses, funeral
allowance, hospital, ambulanee, ete., shall be
paid direct to the persons or institutions by
whom the services are rendered, instead of
to the injured worker.

Hon. 8ir James Mitebell: That does mnot
matter, does it?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: It may
matter a lot. )

Mr. George: Shounld not they be paidt

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Yes,
but this is not the way to de it.
Hon, Sir James Mitchell: Why not?

The MINISTER FOR WOERKS: A man
who meets with an injury is entitled to settle
his own aceonnts. These are expenses that
the worker must incur, and even if he failed
to get compensation he would be liable.
These institutions and people have their
legal remedy, and T do not see why security
should be given them under the Workers’
Compensation Aet, or why someone else
should collect their money for them

Mr George: Surely if a medical officer
does the work, he should be paid!l

The MINISTER FOR WORES: I am not
contending that any e¢laims should not be
paid, but a dector has no more right to look
for hisa money direct when a man meets with
an accident, than when bhe falla sick. I deo
not know of any law getting up such a prin-
eiple. T move—

That the amendment be notl agreed to.
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Mr. GEORGE: An employer has to pay
this money and the injured man may or
may not pay those who have rendered the
services.

Mr. Panton: That does not affect the
employer.

Mr. GEORGE: No.

Mr. Hughes: It is a sort of general

garnishee, is it nott

Mr. GEORGE: Those who have done the
work should be guaranteed the money.

Mr. Panfon: What right have we to an-
ticipate that men will not pay?

Mr GEORGE: We have no right to an-
ticipate it, but we know what human nature
is. While I bave no doubt the great ma-
jority of people would be only too willing
to pay straight away, there are some who
wounld gee the doetors, nurses, and hospitala
in Jericho before they would pay. Such
people are to be found in all walks of life.
This amendment casts no insult on the per-
son injured, but guarantees that those who
do the work will get their money, and there-
fore we should agree to it.

Mr. DAVY: This is a reasonable pro-
position npot entirely without precedent.
Under the Master and Servant Aet a worker
may serve a notice on the prineipal telling
him to hold money due by the principal to
the contractor, who is the employer of the
worker, whereon the principal is bound to
hold the money. That is a kind of protee-
tion analagous to what is proposed by the
.amendment. No one desires that an in-
jured worker should make money out of
the rrovision for medical expenses. He is
merely to be indemnified against any ex-
pense to which he is put. I understand that
frequently when a man is treated in ome
of omr semi-Government hospitals, the
amount charged is not rigidly fixed, but
depends largely wpon the capacity of the
man to pay.

Mr. Panton: If he can pay, he is made
to pay.

Mr. Taylor: But he is not unduly har-
assed.

Mr. DAVY: We all hope he is not. At
fhe aame time, the arrangement is elasfie. T
onderstand, however, that many of the
workers coming under this measure would
be in some benefit scheme whereby they get
free, or partly free, services from the doe-
tor. It would be well to simplify matters
by letting the employer settle direet for
medieal expénses.

Mr. Panton: There would be nothing to
pay if the medical services were free.

Mr, DAVY: But there is a possibility
of some sort of a joke being put wvp. I do
not say it is common for jokes tn he pnt
up, but it has hap) ened; and if we can make
provision to prevent it, we shonld do so.

Hen, Sir JAMES MITCHELT.: What
does frequently happen is that the injured
person’s compensation is insufficient to pay
his doetor’s bill, I regard this provision
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a8 one of the most beneficial in the Bill
for the worker. 1n the case of slight acei-
dents the medical expenses might easily ex-
ceed the amount of eompensation, and it is
very hard luck for the injured man, who hus
lost half his wages, to have a doctor's bill
bhanging round his neck., The Minister
should aecept this amendment. All it does
is to put on the employer the responsibility
for paying tbe doctor. I fail to see any
objection whatever to the amendment; it
merely saves the worker trouble. I cer-
tainly do not wish to suggest that the
worker would not pay. I hope the Minister
will not riek the loss of the Bill by oppos-
ing this amendment.

Mr. PANTON: I consider Parliament has
no right to anticipate that an injured worker
will not pay for medical attendance. By
this amendment someone in another place
has said, ‘'We will not trust the injured
worker with the £100 for medical expenses,
but will make the insurance company or the
employer pay those experses.’’ Aas a mem-
ber of a hospital board I can assure the
Committes that the boards know all about
every patient’s financial circumstances, and
they will ses that they get their money.
Thousands of workers are in friendly socie-
ties, and thus entitled to free medical at-
tendance. In that case the insurance com-
pany or the employer would mot have to
pay enything. The amendment distinctly
suggests that the worker is not to be trusted
with the amount allowed for medical ex-
pensges.

Mr. George: Some men don’t pay their
union fees.

Mr, PANTON: I know of a lot of other
people who do mot pay other things, and
they are mot workers; but we do not pass
an Act of Parliament saying that such,
people must have money withheld from them;
on that account. The ordinary machinery of
the Jaw can be put into operation against
the worker, if necessary. 'The present
amendment is in the nature of what was
legislated against many years age in the
Truck Aect.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: This
amendment says to the worker, ‘* We will see
that you get your worker's compensation,
and in addition we will insist on the em-
ployer’s paying your dactor’s bill.’*

Mr. Panton: Why not go a step further
and provide that the employer shall decide
which doctor the worker is to have?

Hon. Bir JAMES MITCHELL: This
amendment comes from another place. It
was not suggested here. I know jelly well
men will he glad to know that up to £100
they will not be respongible for medieal
expenses. I do not understand why the
slightest ohjection should be taken to the
payment of these charges direct by the in-
surance commpany to the lLospital authori-
ties,



[22 DeceMpEr, 1924.)

My, Panton: The insertion of this amend-
ment will place a stigma on the worker,
practically saying he is not to be trusted.

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I do not
gee that at all. Let us put this amendment
into the Bill because it will save the worker
trouble. What benefit can it be to the
worker to be handed this money in order
that he may jass it on? He will
not get any of it. The arrangement will
be similar to that under which the insurance
eompany pays the injured worker direct,
instead of the employer paying him.

Mr. Panton: That is only a matter of
convenience between the employer and the
insurance company.

Hon. 8ir JAMES MITCHELL: If it
could be pretended that any part of this
money would go to the worker, it would be
another matter. But the money does not go
to the worker at all; it goes to pay his
account.

Mr. Heron: It would go to the worker if
he were already provided for with regard
to mediecal expenses,

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: No. It
may be that in soch cireumstances the
money would go to the friendly society. T
do not know, But Parliament has to see
that the medical expenses are paid for the
worker, and that he will have no responsi-
bility for them, We want thiz clause in
the Bill if we do not get another clause.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I object
to the principle underlying the proposal
contained in the amendment. No one wants
to support a man who inecurs a debt and
then refuses to pay it, but if we say that
this moncy must be paid direet, where is
it going to stop? How about extending the
principle to wages earned? Why shouid
we not say ‘“We will pay for you your
house rent, your butcher, your baker.'’

Members: Oh, no.

The MINTISTER FOR WOREKS: Yes; it
is just the same, and the principle is
vicious.

Mr. Panton: Ninety-five per cent. of the
ratients would give an order on the insur-
ance eompany.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: It is
the vieions principle that the proposal seeks
to cmhody in our industrial laws to which
T take exception.

Mr. MARSHALL: One can detect some-
thing subtle in the amendment. There is
a desive on the part of certain insurance
companies to force injured people fo nnder-
go treatment by the insurance companies’
doetors and not hy the doctors of the in-
jured people’s own choosing. Tt is an old
saving that he who pays the piper ealls
the tune.

Mr, fieorpe: Not now.

Mr. MARSHALL: T have a case in mind
where an injured worker from a lead mine
came to Perth for treatment. The insurance
company affected declared after a time that
in their opinion this man was all right
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and that he should return to work, He
went to hiv own doctor and obtained a cer-
titicate to the effcet that he was not fit for
work. The insurance manager said ‘* You
must go to our doector.”” The individual
agreed and the manager said to him, '* But
you c¢annot go until 1 accompany you.™’
The mun, however, went to the insurance
comjany 's doetor without the manager, and
asked the doetor whether the preseuce af ihe
maunager would have made any difference,
The doctor replied *Not in the least.”’
What T want to know is whether one prae-
titioner is not as good as another. [ see
ne objection to paying direct so long a3
those who are legitimately entitled to the
payment get it.

Mr. George: In 90 per cent. of the rascs
payment will be made.

Mr, MARSHALL: The hon. memnber walks
in a cirele that is different from mine. My
oxperience is that insurance companies’ doc-
tors compel injured people to go back to
work a little quicker than do the others.
Why is the amendment sought by another
place?  Burely members there wonld not
gend it to us unless there was something
behind it? T believe that the desire is to
forve injured people to seck the adviee of
medieal men employed by the eompanies, so
that the men may e ohliged to return to
work quickly. Of course the member for
Murray-Wellington knows better, hecause if
we reckon up the years of his experience in
many Qirections, we will find that he has
lived 150 years. Perhaps he can tell us why
members of another plaec are so keen on
having this amendment.

Mr. GEORGE: It is quite ecrtain that
some members would like to make out that
T am ag old as Methuselah, What [ have in
mind is an aecident that ‘may oecur where
there arc no deetors, or where there may be
only onc some distance away. My experi-
ence is that 90 per cent. of the people wha
are injured are desirous of paying their
debts, but of conrse therc arc always' some
who will not pay. The Minister for Rail-
ways must kmow of claims that are made
against the Railway Department, and which
have te be theroughly investigated. There
are also instances where people malinger.
[ remember onme case where an jndividnal
had to be assisted up the stairs to the office
of the (‘ommissioner of Railways, and it
was agreed that he should be paid £75 as
compensation for an injury to his leg.
Boon after he left the building the Chief
Traffic Manager and I saw him twirling his
stick in the air as happy as possible and
striding along as though wothing had ever
haprencd. There was another case, too, in
which compensation was involved, and in
resject of which the doctor afterwards came
to me and apologised, because he discov-
eraid too late that the man wns a malingerer,
T am convinced that if the gnaranter re-
mains in the Bill it will be hetter for the
working man.
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My, THOMSBON: The clause should be
amended, as the provision in the Aect is
absurd. I regret that the Minister should
bhave seen ulterior motives in this,

The Minister for Works: [ suggested
nothing of the sort.

Mr. THOMSON: If an employer has to
guarantee medical expenses, gueh as when
an accident occurs to a worker some distance
from a town, the employer should be pro-
tected in the matter of his guarantee. I
hope the Minister will give way on this
point, for the amendment made by the
Council will simplify matters for all con-
cerned.

Question put, and a division takem with
the following result:—

Ayes 21
Noes - 15
Majority for 6
AvEs.
Mr. Angwin Mr. Marshall
Mr. Chessen Mr. McCallum
Mr. Clydesdale Mr. Milllngton
Mr. Corboy Mr. Muaste
Mr. Coverley Mr. Panton
Mr. Cuanniogham Mr. Bleeman
Mr. Heron Mr. Troy
Mr. Holman Mr. A. Wansbrough
Mr. W. D. Johnson Mr. Willcock
Mr. Kennedy Mr. Wllson
Mr. Lamond (Teller.)
NoEs,
Mr. Barnard 8ir James Mitchell
Mr. Brown Mr. North
Mr. Davy Mr. S8ampson
Mr, George . Mr. 4. H. 8mith
Mr. E. B. Jobnston Mr. Teesdale
Mr. Lindsay Mr. Thomson
Mr. Maley Mr. Richardson
Mr. Maobp (Teller.)
Question thus passed; the Council’s

amendment not agreed to.

No. 20. Clause 14, SBubelause (7).—In-
sert at the end of paragraph (b) the fol-
lowing: ‘‘but sueh board or board and
lodging shall not be assessed at a sum ex-
eeeding thirty shillings per week’’:

The MINTSTER FOR WORKS: This
deals with workers who receive board and
lodging as part of their wages. I move—

That the amendment be agreed to.

Question passed; the Council’s amend-
ment agreed to.

No. 21. Clause 15-—Delete.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS : This
elause gets out a simple caleulation for as-
cortaining the weekly earning for workers.
Tt sought to establish the well-recognised
sratem that now applies to waterside Jabouor
and other casual employment, and has been
adopted by insurance companies. However,
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this ia not worth arguing about, and I
move—

That the amendment be agreed to.

Question passed; the Council’s amendment
agreed to.

No. 22. Clause 16.—After the word “*by”’
in the first line, jnsert ‘‘deleting the word
‘both’ in line eight of paragraph (a) and
suhs}tituting therefor the word ‘e¢ither’ and
by?’’:

The MINISTER FOR WORKS : This
deals with appeals fo the medical referee.
The Act says that both parties may appear
before him, but the amendment says that
either party may appear. I move—

That the amendmeni be agreed to.

Question passed; the Couneil’s amend-
ment agreed to.

Sitting suspsnded from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

No. 23. Clamse 16.—Delete the words
“*the Court of Arbitration’’ in lines three
and four, and ingert in liem thereof ‘‘a
medical bosrd econsisting of three mem-
bera’’:

The MINISTER FOR WORKS : This
amendment Jeals with the principle of an
appeal in connection with eompensation
allowed. That appeal has been to the Arbi-
tration Court and that is what the Govern-
ment desire. The amendment proposes that
the appeal shall he to & medical board con-
gisting of three members. I move—

That the amendment be not agreed to.

Question passed; the Couneil’s amend-
ment not agreed to.

No. 24. Clause 17.~-Delete:

The MINTSTER FOR WORKS: The
rlange relates to onme method suggested for
arriving at a lump sum payment for com-
pensation. Tt sets out that the basis shall
be enfficient to permit of the immediate pur-
chase of a life annuity according to the
weekly payments authorised. Under the
existing system many eontradietory decisions
have been arrived at and the clanse would
make for uniformity.

Hon. 8ir James Mitchell: Tt will not
make any difference to the amount paid to
the individual, but will merely indicate how
it mar he invested for him.

The MINISTER FPOR WORKS: The
clavse will act as a guide to assist parties
to arrive at settlement. T move—

That the amendment be not agreed to.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I do
not see that the position will he more bene-
ficial to the worker if the clause be retained
in the Bill, heeanse the amount to be in-
veated would not-be greafer than the worker
would be entitled to in eash. T am afraid
the clanse will cloud rather than clear the
issuve,
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The Minister for Works: It will provide
the basia for a settlement, We have a pum-
ber of very erratic settlements now.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL:; I do not
know about that. I ean see, however, that
the clause may induce the employer to agree
to an amount to be invested in an annuity
in preference to providing the lump sum
payment.

Question passed;
ment not agreed to.

No, 25. Clanse 18.—Delete Subclauses 2
and 3:

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
subclauses permit a secretary or an officer
of a trades union to object to the registra-
tion of a memorandum of settlement for a
lump sum. In dcsiring the deletion of these
provisions, the Council argue that there
should be no outside interference. I have
already pointed out that settlements are
quoted as precedents, so that a union sec-
retary becomes vitally interested in the set-
tlements, As a matter of faet, this ‘‘in-
terference’’ is permitted mow and union
gecretaries have been heard, apart altogether
from the parties concerned.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: But nothing
could happen if they objected now.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Magis-
trates have frequently declined fo register
agreemenis for settlements after the union
seeretary has pointed out how unfairly they
wounld operate. In such instances the agree-
ments have been referred to conrt for argu-
ment. I have dealt with a ease this week
and it will lend point to my gsrgument. A
mother whose son had sunstained an accident,
was approached by an insurance company
with an offer of £30 in full settlement. T
have completed that case and T got £373 for
the mother.

Mr. Taylor: The chances are she wounld
have accepted the £30! -

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: She
wag at her wits’ end to know how to settle
her Qoctors’ bills and other debts. Her
husband was out of work and the £30 meant
a lot to her. She was referred to me and I
advised her not to touch the proposal. With-
in the last few days T was able to seeure
that settlement,

Mr. Taylor: There have been some scan-
dalous cages to my knowledge.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Tn that
particular instance, if the outsider had not
been allowed to have something to do with
it and the settlement had been between the
company and the mother, look what the re-
sult would have been! It is not reasonable
to expeet every individval to know the law
and to hold his own in argument, particu-
larly in connection with such an intricate
law as_that relating to workers’ eompensa-
tion. I have alrendy instanced the casze of
the migrant who wag employed in a work-
shop. The pgrindstone exploded and split
his right arm. He gave me a written anth-
ority to aet for him, I considered he was
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entitled to £200, lmmediately the insur-
ance eompany found that 1 was aeting for
him, they got this poor, unsophisticated im-
migrant aside, talked to him, Ffrightencd
Lim, untii he cancelled my warrant to aet
for him, und then they settled with him for
£20, He finished with a permanently stiff
wrigt. | move—

That the umendment be not ayreed to, '

Hon. Sir JAMBS MITCHELL: 1 am
surprised and sorry to hear the cases quoted
by the Minister. ;

Mr, A, Wwausorough:
why we are dissatisued!

Hon, Sir JAmisS MITCHELL: You are
net any more dissatistied with it than am
1.1 have not come across any such cuses,
1f tue employer pays the necessary cover,
the injured man should get the amount to
whiell hig injury entitles him.

Mr. ‘laylor: ‘iLhe isurunee compauies
fight every inch of the way.

Hon. Bir JAMES MITUVCHELL: I can
understand that members of a trade union
when in trouble, snould go to their seere-
tary for advice, but 1 do not know thar it
is good law to allow the seeretary to actu-
ally intervene in these cases. My objection is
to giving the union oflicial autnority to act
for an injured man without first being re-
quested to act. 1 do not see how a mutually
agreed upon setilement ean have any in-
fluence on tuture claims before the court.
I am sure there must be a better and more
effective way of dealing with these cases,
if only the Minister wounld give the matter
his thought.

Then you wonder

Question passed;
ment not agreed to.

No. 26. Clause 20, Seecond Schedule.—
Opposite *‘Complete deafness of one ear’’
delete the figures **£3007* and insert in lieu
FEE200°7;

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I
move—

That the amendment be agreed to.

It is the only amendment the Council have
made in this sehedule and I will accept it.

Question passed; the Counecil’s amend-
ment agreed to.

No. 27. Clause 21, Third Schedule.—De-
lete ‘‘Septic poisoning’’ and ‘‘any indus-
trial procese’' in the opposite column;

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I mova:

That the Council’s amendment be not
agreed to.

Septie poisoning was inserted in accor-
danee with the findings of the medical
conference held in Melbourne to deal with
industrial bygiene. It was attended by the
chief health officers from each of the States
and by the Commonwealth medical officials.
All present at that conferemce had studied
this question. The amendments made by
the Coumeil in this schedule practically

the Counecil’s amend-
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bring it back to what I had it in my first
draft. I amended that draft to be in keep-
ing with the conference of medical experts.
The Council’s amendments to the sehedule
have been made largely on the advice of a
medical man in the Council. But it is a
question of his vpinion against those of the
11 experts who were at the conference. We
are the first Parliament called upon to deal
with this list of diseases sinee the confer-
ence met, and we ought to stick to the find.
ings of the conference.

Mr. Heron: Septie poisoning is very pre-
valent in the mines.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: But
there it is classed as an accideat, and com-
pensation is payable.

Question passed; the
ment not agreed to.

No. 28. Clause 21.—Opposite *‘Zymotie
dlseases’’ delete ‘‘any industrial process,”’
and insert in licn there of the words ‘‘medi-
¢al officer, nurse, orderly, or other persnn
employed in a hospital or quarantine sta-
tion or in an ambulance brigade’’:

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
same thing applies to this amendment. T
move—

That the amendment be not agreed io,
amend-

Council’s amend-

Question passed; the Council's
ment not agreed to.

Clause 29. Clause 21.—Delete ‘‘Derma-
titis’’ and insert in lien thereof ‘‘Eczemat-
ous uleeration of the skin produced by dnst
or caustie or corrosive lignid, or ulceration
of the mueous membrane of the nose or
mouth produced by dust’’:

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Here,
too, the same thing applies. T move—

That the amendment be not agreed to.

Question passed; the Council’s amend-
ment not agreed to.,
No. 30, Clarse 21,—Delete ‘‘cancer’’

and insert in lieu thereof: f‘Epitheliomat-
ous eancer or vlceration of skin or of the
corpeal surface of the eye duwe to mineral
oils, piteh, tar, or tarrs compounds,’’ and
insert in the oppotite column ‘‘handling
of minernl oils, piteh, tar, or tarry com-
pounds’’:

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: This
deals with eancer. Dr. Atkinson advises
that there are definite industries to which
cancer is traceable, particularly industries
in which tar is used. The provision in the
schedule was inid down by the conference.
I move—

That the amendment be not agreed to.

Mr. SAMPSON: The schedule provides
for ‘fcancer,”’ which, of course, includes
every variety of cancer; and the deseription
of process included as giving rise to cancer
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is ‘‘amy industrial process.’”’ The term is
altogether toe wide. On the second reading
I quoted an authority stating that the cause
of cancer could not he defined. The Coun-
cil’s amendment limits the cause of disease
to industries in which tar and similar ¢om-
pounds are vsed. We ought to aceept the
amendment.

Question passed;
ment not agreed to.

No. 31. Clause 21.—-1nsert after ‘‘epith-
eliomatous eancer, ete.,’’ the words '*serotal
epithelioma (chimney sweep’s cancer),’’
and in the opposite column insert ‘‘chim-
ney-sweeping.’’

The MINTISTER FOR WORKS: I am
going to stand by the conference at which
we were represented, and according to whieh
the Eastern States will be framing their
legislation. We do not want to be 12 months
behind them, The Commonweaith Govern-
ment sent their medical mar around the
world, and the conference was called to
meet him and discuss the position in other
countries. The decisions were reached after
careful consideration, and it is necessary
that we shonld adopt them to make our
law up-to-date.

Mr, SAMPSON: Tt is a sweeping state-
ment to say that any industrial process will
bring about the varying types of cancer.
Thousand of people die from ecancer whao
have never been engaged in any industrial
process, Cancer is onc of the great scourges
of the rrce, and we should not define it in
such general terms.

Mr. GEORGE: I agree with the member
for Swan, I have seen a great many cases
of cancer, both in Australia and in the 014
Country, and from my observations I have
concluded that cancer is generally prevalent
where there is ¢old, clayey damp seil. To
preseribe anv industrial proeess is too wide.

The MINTSTER FOR WORKS: The
member for Morray-Wellington averlooks
the ground work necessary to cstablish a
claim,

Mr. Thomson: What is the meaning of
“tanv Industrial process’’?

The MTINISTER FOR WORKS: Any in-
dutsry, The firet step is that the worker
must secure a certificate from the medical
man stating that in his oninion the diseasc
has arisen from the worker’s calling.

Mr. Davy: He has to prove it in court.

The MINTISTER T'OR WOREKS: Tt does
not follow that everr man contraeting can-
eer will come under this provision. Unless he
can pet a certifieate, the hasis of bis claim
will he gone. If he gets a certificate, the
company have a right to call in their medi-
eal man, and if there is a difference of
opinion, the ecase goes to a medical referee
and to the Court of Arbitration. Medieal
men are pretty conservative, and unless they
can substantinte their opinions in court, they
will not give certificates, I am afraid there

the Council’s amend-
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will not be so many certificates given as will
he warranted.

Question passed;
ment not agreed to.

No. 32. Clause 23.-—Insert at the end
‘‘and the short title shall be ‘‘The Work-
ers’ Compensation Act, 1912-1924,%7

On motion by the Minigter for Works, the
foregoing amendment was agreed to.

No. 33. Insert s new clause to stand as
Clause 10, as follows:—**Section 13 of the
principal Aect is amended by ingerting after
the word ‘referees,” in line two, the words
‘or membera of a medieal board.” '’

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: This
deals with the question of medical referces.
I move—

That the amendment bg not agreed to.

Question passed; the Couneil’s amendment
not agreed to.

Resolutions reported and the report
adopted. The Minister for Works, Hon, W
D. Johnson and Mr. North drew up reasoms
for disagreeing to eertain amendments, and
for agreeing to one amendment with o modi-
fieation.

Reasons adopted, and a message accord.
ingly returned to the Coumeil.

the Counecil’s amend-
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BILL—-LAND TAX AND INCOME TAX.
Counoil’s Pressed Reguests.

Message from the Council pressing its re-
quested amendments now considered.

In Commitiea,

Mr. Tatey in the Chair; the Premier in
charge of the Bill

The PREMIER: If is within the know-
ledge of members that the Council is
pressing its requeats for amendments in this
Bill. I move—

That the pressed requesis be nol made.

Hon. 8ir JAMES MITCHELL: Does the
Premier still object to the deletion of
Clguse 8% I think that elavse is against the
Standing Orders.

The Premier:
year's clanse,

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: But it
was wrong last year.

The Premier: There is mo harm in its
being wrong two years runnimg.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I hope
the Premier will agree to the amendments
requested by the Couneil, partieularly as re-
gards Clarse 8. That provision should mnot
have been in last year’s measure. Tt ean be
included in the assessment Bill, which is now
hefore Parliament. Last year we were not
dealing with an assessment Bill, end for that

It is the same as last
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reason included Clause 8 in the Land Tax
and Income Tax Bill.

The PREMIER: I understand the clause
is exactly similar to the corresponding clause
in last year’s measure; and I think it is
quite in order, even constitutionally, for it
does deal with the imposition of a tax, My
reason for desiring to retain the clause in
this Bill is that the assessment Bill now in
another place may be lost.

Mr. Taylor: Is that the only reason you
have?

The PREMIER: Yee, If I were assured
that the assessment Bill would pass, I shonld
have no objeetion to the deletion of Clause 8
from this Bill; but I am not very optimistie
regarding the fate of the assessment Bill,
and, therefore, think it necessary, in order
to give effect to the will of the House, that
Clause 8 should be retained in this Bill. The
clanse, of course, deals with exemptions and
deductions.

Mr. Davy; If the assessment Bill
through, the deduetion for each child will be
£72 instead of £621

The PREMIER: I do not think so, I am
advised that it will not affect the position
with regard to the exemption, I do not sup-
pose there will be any departure from the at-
titude adopted by the Taxation Department
last year,

Mr. THOMSBON: [ am not much worried
about Clause 8, but I had hoped that the
Premier would sea his way to agree to some
modification of the land tax, and poessibly of
the other tax ms well. Those matters con
eern the people whom I represent more par-
ticularly. However, as mentioned by the
Leader of the Opposition, the Premier hag a
majority behind him; and while we kave pro-
tested, onr protests have been characterised
by much futility. It is nmo use protesting
further. I trust the Premier will not dis-
play a spirit of uncompromising hostility,
but will exhibit a certain amount of give and
take.

Question passed;
requests not made.

the Couneil’s pressed

Resolution reported, and the report
adopted.
The PREMIER: I move—

That the following meszage bs trans-
mitted to the Legislative Council:—
*With reference to message No, 39 from
the Legisigtive Council, the Legislative
Agsembly acquaints the Legislative Coun.
cil that it has again considered the re-
quest of the Legisiative Council for
amendments in the Land Tax and Income
Tax Bill, and has decided agein fo de-
cline to make them. The Legislative As-
sembly, thersfore, again requesia the con-
currence of the Legislativa Council in a
Rill for an Act to impose a land tar and
an income taz.’’

Question put and passed.
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BILL—CLOSER SETTLEMENT,
Council ‘s Message--Bill Disehuroed,

Message from the Couneil notifying that
it insisted on its amendments Nos. 1, 2, 3,
and 6 and had agreed to the Assembly’s
amendment to amendment No, 20, now con-
sidered.

The MINISTER FOR LAXDS (Hon., W.
C. Angwin—North-East Fremantle) [8.30]:
I move—

That the Order of the Day be discharged
from the Notice Paper,

In submitting this motion I desire to state
that three attempts have now been made to
paes the Closer Settlement Biil through Par-
liament. On the firgt occasion after the Bil)
left this Chamber, a select committee was
appointed by another place and a report was
resented. In the following year the then
remier, now the Leader of the Opposition,
again submitfed the Bill to this House. Tt
was again passed by members here and sent
to the Couneil. It failed to go through sgain.
““hen there waa a general eleetion, and 1
thivk T am safe in saying that it was the
opinion of the majority of those who were
returned to thig Chamber that the people of
the country were in favour of this legisla-
tion. The question was referred to on almoat
gvdry platform and it was almost unani-
monaly endorsed. The measure was pgain
passed by this House at the beginning of the
present session and it contained two slight
alterations, but for which it was almost a
fa¢ simile of its predecessors. One of those
two alterations was in aceord with the re-
commendation made hy the select eommittee
_of the Legizlative Council, bringing in con-
ditional purchase lands as well as freehold.
The other was a texation proposal which it
was thonght waas not in accord with the title
of the Bill. Y do not think any member in
this Honse would agree to a measure havine
faor its object ctoser gettlement th-t imnosed
on those percons buying land, after it had
been subdivided. an inereased value of 12
per cent. In other words, the purchasers
wonld have to ray 12 per eent. more for the
land than the land was actually valued at,
Again, T do not think any member of this
Houee will agree that all mortgaces should
be paid in full. That is to say, if & rerson
had mortgaged his property and rveceived
more money than the value of the land,
members would not acree that the morteage
should te paid in frll, #s it was ohvions
that there was a paossibility in sueh cases
that mortgases would he arranged for the
purnose of claiming additional money from
the State. There are ather matters to which
T could refer, hut there is no need to deal
with them mnow. There is no doubt
that the country has been crying out
for legislation of this deseription. People
realise that we have too much vacant
land adjoining our railways, and because of
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that, when the Leader of the Opposition
introduced his Bill, I thought that such leg-
islation was on the right lines and wouvld
make for the progress and prosperity of the
State, Believing in thiy legislation, T adopted
the Bill that was previgusly presented by the
present Leader of the Opposition almost in
its entirety, except for the two amendments
to which I have referred, Now [ consider
it 18 not worth while wasting any further
time over the Bill and for that reason T
submit the motion,

Mr, THOMSOK (Katanning} [8.33]):
Without in any way being offensive I wish
to say that we doubt the mincerity of the
Government in their desire to acquire for
closer gettlement land adjacent to our rail-
ways. The amendments that have been sub-
mitted by another place are to my mind
fairly reasomable, and surely, if the Gov-
ernment are saincere in their desire to
aequire land far closer settlement——

The Premier: Tf the Government are sin-
cere?

Mr. THOMBON: It should have been pos-
sible even at this late stage to arrive at a
compromise. We have been dealing to an
extent with conciliation, and it seems to
me that it ought to have been possible in
connection with this Bill to arrive at a
settlement with another place. We agree
that people should be able to get land for
closer settlement, but at the same time we
have a duty to perform to those who hold
that land, and whilst I desire to 3ee
ttat those who are placed on the
land are not asked to pay mere than
is a reasonable and just charge, T strongly
objeet to anything in the shape of land
held by a private individual being eon-
fiscated.  Therefore I regret that the
Minicter has seen fit to move that the Bill
be discharged from the Naotice Paper. The
two amendments to which the Minister re-
ferred are not very serious.

The Minister for Lands: What about the
appeal board to begin with?

Mr. THOMSON: That is only what some
of ua in this House have advocated, Surely
all efforty to come to an agreement have not
heen exhausted, There are members here
whoe are just as gincere with regard to the
Bill as any member gpposite, and I wigh to
stress the roint that another place is en-
titled tn have its wishea dealt with in some
way, if not actually carried out.

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON (Guildford)
[8.38]: Whilst T agree that the Minister
for Lands in the circumstances cannot do
other than to move for tre discharge of the
Bill from the Notice Paper, T wish to say
hriefly that T Jook upon this as the most
disastrous happening experienced by the
State for a corsiderable time. Wo have to
recognize that we are settling people to-day
under impossible conditions. The financial
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outlock will ot permit of us giving the
consideration that should be accorded to
those that are going on the land remote
from railway communication, the considera-
tion that will enable them to farm at a
profit.

Mr. Thomson: There have been thousands
of acres offered to the Government,

Hon. W. D. JOHRS8ON: Under condi-
tions that no Government could aceept.

Mr. Thomson: And some that could have
been aceepted.

Hon. W. D. JOHNBSON: We are settling
people to-day on 160 aeres of land 17 miles
from an existing railway, and even further,
and we are expecting those people to farm
successfully! What is more, we are settling
them on land that is not superior-—I ques-
tion if it is equal—to land that is elose to
the Bonbury line and monnpolised by people
whe are not using it as it should be used
up to ite unimproved capaeity, let alone
what it wounld be capable of producing with
improvement. TFor wheat prowing we are
sending people ont as far as Parker’s Range.
T am prepared to admit that the Govern-
ment were justified in experimenting with
wheat growing in those areas, and I sub-
seribe to that poliey, but T claim that the
Btate can experiment wno longer when we
realise that hundreds of thousands of acres
of proved wheat lands are held up by people
who are not uging them to the extent that
they should be doing and to the extent that
the country is justified in demanding. Can-
not hon. members see that disaster is staring
ug in the face? We are farming to-day it
is true to a limited extent under profitable
eonditions, but we know well that we are
farming huge areas that are showing a direct
loss to those engaped In the operationm,
Why? Beeanse faeilities are not there to
enable them to farm in circumstances that
will give them a reasonable chance of sue-
cess. Yet, alongside onr existing railway
lines we have land that would give these
people now working under impossible condi-
tions, an opportunity to heeome sneceessful
settlers, One cannot disgnise the fact that
the Agricvltural Bank nod the Tndustries
Asgistance Board have failed to make sue-
cessful farmers, becausa monevr alone will
not do it. Farmers muost market their pro-
ducts a* o price that will give them a profit-
able return. Tt iz no wse emntying monev
from the coffers af the State into our agri-
eultvral areas unless the farmers can sue-
cegsfully market whatever they wvrodoce.
We are trving tp do what is impossible. We
have memters in another place who control
the Tands of this conntry. T am prenared
to admit thev are doine their job. We re-
copnise that thev are representing vested
interests. hut grenter than vested interests is
the land monopoly in this eonntry. There
are hnoe areas that T know of within reason-
ahle digtance of existing reilways that are
not tnrned to nseful account. One has only
to travel by rail in this country fo see the
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enormoug territory that is not being utilised
to the extent that ghould be the case., Wa
cannot go on under these conditions, What
is the vse of the Premier going to London
and talking of increased settlement when we
have not the land to offer? It is no use
talking of inereasing the group settlementa
when already existing settlers are 17 miles
from constructed railways. How on earth
can people svcceed under those eonditionst
What is the use of sending the Premier to

. London to talk about increased land settle-

ment when we have to admit that we are
forced into the position that I have de-
aeribed, There is only one hope and that is to
nnjock the monopolised land in this country,
‘Wo can only make our position right by in-
creasing cur population. We have no second-
ary industries to absorb that population and
therefore there is only ome way by which
we can absorb it and it is by meana of 1and
settlement. But land is not available, though
we have hundreds of thousands of acres
monopolised by individvals that want to
cxact from the State conditions that are not
fair, and that one c¢an say are not honest.
I1f the Governmenrt were to buy the land at
their own price, these land monopolisers
would take their money to Victoria and in-
vest it there in order to eseape taxation here.
The whole financial position of the country
requireg to he reviewed. We can review the
position as mueh as we like, but ontil we
overcome the diffienlty of landed monopoly
wo shall never put the finances right. I
regret exceedingly the logs of this Bill. Tt
would have given the Premier an oppor-
tunity to do some goed in T.onden. With-
out it he will have a diffienlt task. T look
upon the defeat of the Bill as the most
disnstrons thing that could have happened
to the State. Year after year we have given
it to another place and asked them to con-
gider it. We now flnd we cannot supply
land to our own peaple.

Mr. Thomson: Vou have not exhausted
every means of overcoming the diffienlty,

Hon. W, D. JOHNSON: FExhausted, your
grandmother! Year after year we have sent
the Bill wp to another place. The hon.
member ought to be there himself. He is
totally out of place heve, where we repre-
gsent the people, and where we are respon-
sible for the finanecial administration of the
country. He ecannot take an irresponsible
view of another plaee in regard to finanees,
He will have to aceept the full resnonsibility
with us for the financial administration of
the conntry. He ought to take a more seri-
ong view of the sitnation than he has dome
by his speech and attitnde to-night, T look
upnn this as a serions matter. T regret ox.
ceedingly that the Minister for T.ands haa
been foreed into this position. hut ean see
no other alternative for him. Wherever my
vnice will reach. T intend to make another
place responsible for the disastrons nosition
into which they are forcing this State
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My, E. B. JOHNSTON (Williams-Narro-
gin} [8.48]: I am amazed that the Govern-
ment should deeline to have a eonference
with the Upper House.

Hon. 8. W. Muasie: Why, when we have
wasted four years already?

Me, E. B, JOHXSTON: We have never
gut into closer agreement over this Bill than
we have on this ocrasion.

flon. 8. W. Munsie: Never further away.

Alr, E. B. JOHNSTON: There are only
11 amendments in dispute, and some of these
are consequential. The main principle, the
question of compensation te the Jandowner
whese prorerty would be resumed, is there,
and the Minister accepted an amendment
that went a long way further than has been
gone before towards arriving at unanimity
between the two Houses.

Hon, 8, W. Munsie: But another place
made im] ossible suggestions there.

Mp, E. B. JOHNSTON: We have the
opportunity of appointing three managers to
meet three from the other Touse, and I
think they would probably come to an agree-
ment,

The Minister for Lands: Impossible.

Mr. E. B. JOANSTON: It will take a
good deal of money to finance the Bill,
and unfortunately money is tight, Perhaps
that explains the Government’s attitude.
I we do not appoint managers, whilst T am
anxicus at all times to maintain the rights,
traditions, and privileges of this House
aprainst anather place, I feel that we shall
not be doing our duty in not trring to arrive
at a rsettlement. T cannot see why we should
suddenly decide mot to appoint managers,
not to go any further, and not to endeavour
to effect a compromise. Esnecially am I
amazed that so reasonable-minded a man as
the Minister for Lands should take up this
attitude. Never has he branght dewn a Bill
and refused to let us cross a ‘‘t’’ and dot
an ‘“i.’' He has at all times been open to
reason. Tf this Chamber is seriovs in the
matter of closer settlement, it is its duty
to exhaust every constitutional means we
have of trying to get the Bill throuph,
What harm, or delay, would ocenr by ap-
pointing managers to-night?

The Tremier: It would be waste of time.

Mr. E. B. JOHNSTOX: T cannot see why
this shounld noet he done, particularly as on
the prineipal question, that of compensation,
we have nearly arrived at complete agree-
ment,

Mr. Panton: You want three Guy Tawkes.

AMr, E. B, JOHNSTON: Land has re-
peatedly heen offered to the Government for
closer settlement at rteasonahle priees, and
often at ome-third of its present vnlue, Teo
me it is a matter for regret that the Gov-
ernment of the day did mot buy more land
in that fertile and well-watered part that
T have in mind along the Great Southern
Railway when it was offeted to them. The
present Government are not to blame for
this, but on that occasion the lard in ques-
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tion was offered at ome-tnird of what it is
now worth on the open market.

Mr, Lutey: A lot of it was offered at
unreasonable prives.

Mr. E. B. JOHXSTOXN: One of the best
properties ever offered to the Government
was [ut before them by a patriatic gentle-
man who had lost two brothers at the war.

AMr. Wilson: Seme land that was bought
was not too good.

Mr. E. B. JTOHNSTON: That may be so.
I am speaking of a property in the Wagin
district. I regret the Government did not
emhrace the ofportunity of purchasing a
large area of land that was emincntly ruit-
able for closer settlement and viticulture.
It could have heen purchased at very rea-
gonable prices. The member for Guildford
(Hon. W. D. Johnson) referred to the ques-
tion of the purchase of land for closer sct-
tlement.

Hon. W. D. .Johnson: Group settlers are
being put on Crown land 17 miles from a
railway, on lots of 160 acres in exient.

Mr. E, B. JOHNSTON: 1 regret that
under the existing agreeinent we cannot use
Tmperinl funds for the purchase of land
for groun settlement. That is due to the
bad aareement. T ask the Premier to re-
consider the matter, and to show a spirit
of reasnnableness, T.et this House exhaust
every avenue for coming to an agreement.
Let us appoint managers to meet those from
another place. There are anly 11 points in
dig ute, and some of these are consequen-
tinl.

Hon. 8. W. Munsic:
the Notice Paper.

Mr. E. B. JOHNSTOXN: No. Tf we ap-
point managers we may easily come to a
eompromise and get this legislation thronph.
We shall at all events have done our best.

Mr. Thomson: That is a reasonable sug-
gestion.

Alr. E. B, JOHNSTON: I cannot see why
this Honse should take up sueh an attitude,
and chould refuse to meet the managers
from another place or endeavour to eflect
a compromise, Tnstead of that members
say they want the Bill-—the whole Bill and
nothing but the Bill,

There are 13 on

Mr, SAMPSON (8wan) [8.53]: I sup-
port the remarks of the last epeaker. Every
member will regret it if the Bill is laid
aside. I also appeal to the Minister to look
at the matter in a different light.

The Minijster for Lands: My officers in-
form me that the Bill is uselesa,

Mr. Sleeman: When he says no, he means
no.

Mr., SAMPSON: 1Y know the Ministes
is extremely anxious to push on with closer
settlement, If by a compromiss it is poe-
sible for him to do so, I hope he will en-
deavour to effeet that compromise.

The Minister for Lands: I mecepted 14
amendments out of 33.
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AMr, Lutey:
fied.

Mr, BAMPSON: Tt is a matter of decp
regret that this Bill should not bhe gone on
with, Perhaps even yet the Minister will
make another attempt to save some of the
principal clauses. I remember how early in
the session it was when he brought down
Bill.

Mr, Panton:
burial.

The Minister for Lands:
Couneil for three months.

Mr. SAMPSON: If the Minister feels
that the amendments that have been made
are too vital, there ig nothing more to be
said. We knew, however, bhis powers oi
argument.

Hon. 8. YW, Munsie: And the power and
stubbornness of another place.

Mr. SAMPSON: He would also have the
assistance of two managers if he would
permit himself to meet another place, Even
now it may be possible to overcome the diffi-
eulty, An hour or two i3 neither here nor
there when we are considering a matter of
such vital importance,

My, Thomson: Congidering the time that
has been occupied on the Bill, the time spent
on the conference would not be wasted.

Mr, SAMPSON: The measure i8 un-
doubtedly essential for the proper develop-
ment and epening up of the country.

And still they are not satis-

Let us give it a decent

It was in the

Mr, TAYLOR (Mt Margaret) [8.55]: I
feel it iz idle for members to discuss the
necessity for a conference. The points in
dispute between the two Houses are so im-
pertant that it is impossible for a con-
ference to get over the difficulty. The Bill
has passed this Chamber on three different
occasions, and has always met with hostility
in another place. It is idle for this House
to suggest a conference, and I suppor{ the
Minister in the attitude he has adopted.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS (Hon. W
C. Angwin—North-Bast Fremantle—in re-
ply) [856]1: T would not have replied but
for the suggestion of the member for Kat-
anning (Mr. Thomson) that I have been in
sincere,

Mr, Thomson: T did net mean that.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: TFaney
any member pointing to the urgent neces-
sity for the Bill, when on the second reading
speech he gaid, ‘‘T do mot see the meed for
the Bill,”?

Mr. Thomson: That is quite ecorrect.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Fancy
a member talking about insincerity when be
ean say a thing like that!

Mr, Thomson: That is all right.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The
Leader of the Opposition for many years
has seen the necessity for the Bill. Be in-
troduced it and T introduced another almost
word for word with this. One of the great-
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est opponents to the Biil from the start
was the member for Katanning.

Mr. Thomson: And 1 am proud of it.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Then
why shouitd he accuse other people of insin-
cerity?

Mr, Thomson: Because you have not yet
exhausted every means for overcoming the
difficulty.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: He is
insincere himgelf. I have not discussed this
Bill with anyone on this side of the House.

Mr. Thomson: And I have not dis-
cussed it with anyone either.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: But I
have diseussed it with officers of the depart-
ment, who say that the Bill is now nseless.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The
questions before us are too wide to discuss at
a conference. We would have no hope of
settling the difficnlties, more especially when
one man alone from another place has full
power at conference. I eould have given
different reasons but I used only two. If
members will read the amendments that
have been sent back from the Council they
will find that the whole 11 of them require
serutiny, I am not allowed, however, to
break new ground. The member for Wil-
linms-Narrogin (Mr. E. B. Johnston) also
opposed the Bill. TFaney that hon, member
telling us now what we should do. Has he
just recently discovered that the farmers are
erying out that the land should be occupied,
in order to bring about a reduction in rail-
way freights? All members on the cross-
benches are not similarly situated. Some
members there realise the necessity for the
Rill. When it was brougght down we enly
dealt with the man who is not doing his
duty by the country. We are not dealing
with those who use the land. There was
never any intention on the part of the Lea-
der of the Opposition or myself, or the offi-
cers of the department, to confiscate any
land. We intended to pay faull value for it.
A judpe of the Supreme Court would have
been chairman of the hoard which would
have arbitrated in the matter of fixing the
value of the land, if an agreement hetween
the board and those who owned the land
had not heen possible. There was no ques-
tion of confiseation. We were to give full
value for the land. Both memhers on ths
Opnosition side and oan the Government side
agreed that the man who owned land ad-
inininz railwavs, and who did not utilise it,
should have his land hrought within the
seone of the Bill. He should he paid fall
valoe for his land and there would he no
eanfiscation.

Mr. Teesdale: Hear, hear! Tf he qid
net mge his Tand he shonld get out.

The MINTSTER FOR LANDSR: Tnder
the Council’s propesal there was a hoard to
report on the matter and after the report
went to the Governor the Council wanted
o seeond board for a further inguirv and
then a third board to fix the price. Thres
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hoards! What would be the cost of the
land to the man who wanted it for eloser
settlement purposes? Tt would have been
impossible for him to make & svecess of
it under such conditions. My officers ad-
vise me that the Bill iz now absolutely
usetess and I believe them, For that pur-
pose I have moved that the Order of the
Day relating to this Bill be discharged.

Question put and psssed; the Bill dis-

charged.

BILT—LICENSING AQT AMENDMENT.
Second Reading.
Debate resumed from an earlier stage of

the sitting. (Page 2597.)
Hon. 8Sir JAMES MITCHELL (Nor-
tham) [9.3]: It is hardly fair to pro-

hibitionists to submit a Bill of this deserip-
tion gn such a hot day. I am surprised that
Ministers have brought the Bill before Par-
liament at the eleventh hour of the session.
It 48 an important Bill and it could have
been presented earlier in the session.

Hon. 8. W. Munsie: We could not bring
everything down at once. We have kept
the House pretty busy.

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: We ad-
journed for a few days a little while ago,
and we could have dealt with the Bill be-
fore now, when the House is about to ad-
journ, Everyone knows that we could hardly
expect to pass the Bill, or give it ample
congideration in the time at our disposal.

The Premier: There will be ample time
for that. If we cannot deal with the Bill
before Christmas we will come back after-
wards and deal with it then,

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: If that
ig the intention there is no meed to go on
with the consideration of the Bill this even-
ing. While members generally on this side
of the House have not had an opportunity
of seeing the Bill, T did get a copy of it a
few days ago. Most hon. members have
seen the Bill for the first time to-day.

Member: Prohibition is not a new topie.

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: That Is
80, but the Bill containg other clauses be-
sides that relating to probibition.

The Minister for Tustice: Tlo you know
that the provisions of this Bill were pub-
lished in the Sydney ‘‘Bulletin’’ three
weeks ago.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Then I
am surprised at the Minister allowing the
paper to have that information.

The Minister for Justice: I did not let
them have it.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: At any
rate T am not concerned about the Sydney
‘‘Buolletin.”’ I did not get the informa-
tion three weekas ago.

The Premier: Tt was published in the
newspapers here three weeks ago.
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Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: What,
the provisions of the BillY

The Premier: Yes. There is only one
principle contained in the Bill.

Hon. 8ir JAMES MITCHELL: There
is the question of the simply majority, plus
that wonderful clause dealing with ecompul-
sory voting.

The Premier: Those are the two points
in the Bill, and particelars of those were
published in the newspapers weeks ago.

Hon. 8ir JAMES MITCHELL: Not at
all, )

The Premier: They were.

The Minister for Agriculture: What

difficulty have you ir discussing those prin-
ciples?

Hon, S8ir JAMES MITCHELL: We
knew it was suggested that prohibition
should be earried by a simple majority,
but we did not know what form the com-
pulsory voting clavses would take.

The Premier: There is only one form of
compulsory voting,

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: There
ia a most obhliging and convenient compul-
sory voting clamse that anyone eculd draft.

Hon., 8. W. Mungie: Then you should be
satisfied.

Mr, George: They should send ronnd and
collect the votes.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Parlia-.
ment decreed that prohibition would have
to be carried by a three-fifths majority
and that 30 per cent. of the elee-
tors on the roll must vote in favour of
it. The Bill, however, says that it can
be carried by & bare majority with com-
pulsory voting, I shou)d like hon. members
to agk themselves why Parliament provided
that the prohibition poll should be agreed
to by a aubstantial majority, Parliament
enacted that provision only after mature
congideration.

The Premier:
ment.

Hon. 8ir JAMES MITCHELL: And a
better Parliament than this one,

The Premier: The electors ¢id not think

That was another Parlia-

80.
Hon. 8ir JAMES MITCHELL: [ am
afraid that was because they were deceived,
particularly regarding this measure. This
question played a very important part at
the last general eleetions.
The Premier: You are right. It did.
Hon. Bir JAMES MITCHELL: Yes, aud
gsome members received the support of both
parties. T admit that was ratker clever.
The Premier: Which members were they?
Mr. A. Wansbrough: Name them!

Hon. 8ir JAMES MITCHELL: I can tell
the Premier who one particular member
wag! No one will ¢laim that to drink is &
crime. I do pot feel that becawse I take
a glass of whisky mow and again that T am
any worse than the mau who does not do
80. The meanest possible things are done
by men who have not taken drink.
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The Minister for Justice: I did not say
I was a prohibitionist.

Mr, Mann: We know your sympathies are
not in your joh.

Hon. 8. W. Muasie: In his job, but not
with prohibition,

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: This is
& question tbat has to be decided by the
public. If there is to be any change, it
should be by a substantial majority. If
the Bill be agreed to, there can be a change
by virtue of a bare majority, and in three
or four years' time a bare majority can de-
cide otherwise.

Mr. Panton: You tell that te the public
regarding a change of Government.

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The peo-
ple know they made a mistake.

Hon. 8. W. Munsie: We will make it o
three-fifths majority that will be required
{0 cffect a chanpe of Governmnent.

Hon. S8ir JAMES MITCHELL: You will
need that provision, too, if you want to stick
to the Treasury bench. I am not anxious
to get there so long as the Government treat
the country fairly and govern wisely.

Mr. Teesdale: Hear, hear. There is gener-
_osity for you.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: It is only
right that we should eriticise the Govern-
ment whea they bring in measures that we
do not consider are right,

Hon. 8. W, Munsie: You are not too bad,
but some of your colleagues are not so fair,

Hon. 8ir JAMES MITCHELL: To bring
in such a Bill and ask Parliament to ap-
prove of it within 48 hours is not right, and
if this is the sort of thing the Government
are prepared to do we shall have to con-
sider whether they shall be allowed to re-
main in oceupation of the Treasury bench.
If this question is to he decided by the peo-
Ple, it must be by means of a substantial
majority. The Minister has talked about
democraey. What things are done in the
pame of liberty and democracy! Wa have
not given up the right to legislate. We have
said that if prohibition iz to become the
law of the land then the people must indi-
cate by n substantial vote in that direction
before Parliament will be justified in Jegis-
lating for prohibition. The Minister says in
effect, ‘T do not want prohibition.”’ I ean
look around the House and see other mem-
bers. 1 do not know whbich Government
member desires prohibition. I do not know
of one who desires to close a gingle hotel in
the State.

Hon. 8. W. Munsie: I do not know that
we want to do so, but we want to give the
people an opportunity to declare for them-
selves,

Mr. Hughes: Liquor has heen the great-
est curse the workers have ever had.

Hon. Bir JAMES MITCHELL: East
Perth may be in favour of prohibhition. Tt
is not demcerstic to provide for a vote
being taken in the way suggested. Demoe-
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racy has nothing whatever to do with this
question. .

Hon. 8. W. Munsie: Perhaps not with
prohibition, but it has to do with the simple
majority.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Of
course it has not.

The Minigter for Justice: Then tell us
what democracy is?

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The Miz-
ister suggests that this question shall be
decided by a bare majority, and that the
freedom and liberty of the people shall be
interfered with by such a vote. I know that
many exeellent people believe in prohibi-
tion; they have been temperance people all
their lives. They want prohibition because
they ¢onsider liquor is bad. They also know
that while they wish to secure that end they
must go carefully abont it. [ am certain
that notwithstanding that if the law ig
fashioned as is proposed by the Minister,
it will not be obeyed unless there is a sub-
stantial majority behind it.

The Minister for Justice: They will have
an opportunity of giving that majority un:
der the Bill

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The Brit-
ishers have a mania for law abiding. They
like to have their liberties interfered with
a bit, but trv this law in a British com-
munity on a bare majority, and see how it
gets on.

Mr. Hughes: You are not counselling peo-
ple to disobey the law.

Member: That is your joh.

Hon. 8ir JAMES MITCHELL: Quite
arart from that point, it is not right that
Parliament shall say to the people: ‘‘You
ean have prohibition if one-hailf of the alee-
tors plus one are in favour. Br such a
vote, your freedom shall he taken away
from yon. You shall not have the ri~ht,
by a majority of ome, to do something
that is mot a erime,’” Tt is no worse to
have a glass of wine than it is to have a
can of tea so long as one does not abuse the
liquor. Tn this State people are more
moderate to-day than ever before. Prohi-
bition would be had for us. Many evils
hare followed it wherever it has been tried.
No British country would ohey such a law
merelv hecanse one-half the people, plns one,
told them to do se. Tn Canada five States
have given up prohibition.

Mr. Hurhes: Ta the hon. member in order
in discussine nrohibition under the Biltt

Mr. SPEARKER: No, he is not in order
in dizcussing the merits or demerita of pro-
hibition. He ean diseuss only a simple ma.
jority o decide the question.

Fon, Rir JAMES MITCHELL: Tf that
be a roling, T am going to disagree with it.
What is the auestion but as to whether or
not we should have prohibition by this
means?

The Premier: The Bill has nothing to do
with prohibition,
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Hor. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: It has
not to do with anything else, These five Can-
adian States have gone back on probibition.

Mr, Hughes: Is the hon. member in order
in persisting in discussing probibition in
face of your ruling?

Mr. SPEAEKER: I have definitely ruled
that the hon. member is not in order in dis-
cussing the merits or demerits of probibi-
tion. The subject before the House is the
decision of the people by a simple majority.

Mr. Taylor: But what is the question?

Mr. SPEAKER: That the Bill be read
a second time,

Mr. Taylor: But what is the purpose of
the Bill?

Hon. S. W, Munsgie: To give the people
the right to carry it by a simple majority.

Mr. Taylor: To earry what?

Hon. 3. W, Munsie: Prohibition.

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: If you,
Sir, have ruled that I can only read the
Bill to the House, but eannot diseuss it,
except that T may say that a three-fifths
majority is better than a hare majority—if
I am to be restricted to those words, I con-
not discuss the Bill,

Mr. SPEAEER: The hon. member
searcely grasps my ruling. The question is
the decision for er against prohibition by
a simple majority. But the merits of pro-
hibition do not enter into the debate, sinee
the Bill equally provides for the acceptance
or the rejection of prehibition by a simple
majority. The Bill is to enable the people
to decide by a simple majority whether they
will or will not have prohibition.

Mr. Tayler: Oh, we had better let the
Bill go.

Mr. . B, Johnston: The Minister touched
on prohibition.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Tf T am
not to discuss the merits or demerita of pro-
hibition, T have nothing further to eay.
However, T do not agree with your ruling.
T think we ought %o discuss that question.
The Minist~r has ssked the House to ap-
prove of a Bill to make prohibition more
eagily achieved. TF you rnle that T am not
to discuss the question of prohibition

Mr. SPEAKER: Only so far 2a it is in-
cidental to the Bill.

Hon, SBir JAMES MITCHELL.: How.
ever, I have nothing more to say about the
Canadian States, for hon. members know
what has happened there. Prohibition will
not suppress drinking. Tt is not a question
of whether the people should or should not
have liquor; because even if prohibition be
earried in this State it will be easy for
private people to import from the other
Btates all the liquor they require. So, after
all, there is a good deal that ought to he
considered before the Housn decides whether
or not the vestion of prohibifion should be
determined by a simple majority. We have
discussed the question at length on previous
occasions. Tn 1911 tha whole question was
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dealt with, including the method of arriving
at prohibition and the method of controlling
it when we should have it. Later on wo
again discusred the question when we found
that by loecal option hotels that ought te
have been closed were noi closed, while
others were closed without any beneficial
resuit. So in 1923 we amended the Licens-
ing Act. We then provided for the closing
of hotels, and at Boulder and other centres
where the local option voie was against re-
duction many hotels have been closed with
good results. Under the law we have ap-
pointed the Licenses Reduction Board, men
of experience who have done excelient work,
I am told there is no other licensing law in
Australia that has achieved so much as has
ours. Under that law, which prese¢ribes that
prohibition shall be carried only on a three-
fifths majority and with 2 vote of 30 per
cent.,, the board have ordered considerable
expenditure of money on various hotels, But
Ministers are not satisfied to give the Act
a chanee. They do not want prohibition;
probably do not believe in it any more than
I do. Yet they refuse to give the existing
law a chance. I cannot understand why,
merely because there has been some pressure
from outside, Ministers have on the last day
of the session brought down this Bill. Of
course, if the Lahour Party promised it at
the elections T ean understand the Bill being
brought down; but T eannot understand its
being brought down by the Government or
its being brought down now. It would be
much better if the Premier postponed con-
sideration of the Bill until the next session.
The vote on prohibition has to be taken next
year, but there will still be time to deal
with this measure when next we meet. I
hope the House will not agree to the bare
majority, Members sitting on this side are
free to vote as they please; it isa nnt a
party question with us, and it should not
bhe a party question with those opposite.
We hear a good deal about the need of
prohibition, but we hear it only frem those
who are themselves extremists, When we
come to eompulsory voting we shall fiad that
the trade will submit their rase to the pub-
Yie, and that the extremists at the other
end of the question alse will submit their
views to the voters. We heard a good deal
from them at the last clection. Becauss I
had attempted some very necessary reforins
T was strenuously opposed. My erime was
that T had endeavoured to clean up the
trade, which those extremists held cannot
be too bad, They get their strength, not
from any merits they themselves have
but from the fact that many hote!
licensees Qo their business hadly. So
those extremists do not want reform, pre-
ferring that the trade should he really

bad, in order that vetears micht be im-
fluenced at the poll. Tt is these peonle
that will exereise some influence when

next the poll iz taken. The electors are
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to be compelled to participate in the
deciding of this question about which many
of them know precious little, I came down
in the train with a charming lady this morn-
ing. Bhe said, ‘*Well, what about this pro-
hibition? I am a prohibitionist.’’ T said,
‘T am not. Why do you want prohibi-
tion?’’ Bhe said, ‘I think we had hetter
give it a trial.,’’ T said, ‘It has been tricd
in many places, but has not sueceeded any-
where.’? Bhe said, ‘“Still, T think we will
give it & trial.’’ That is just about the
reasoning of many people. I know no
question so little suited to compulsory vot-
ing as this one of prohibition. With all
due respect to those advocating prohibition,
having nothing themaelves to gain, there
will be a great body of clectors at fanlt.
No one will bother to disecuss the question
from the point of view of the maderare
drinker, Tt will be a hig work to go around
the country and ingorm the peopls. The
young peaple who have achieved the vote,
and a great many who have never heard
anything about prohibition, will be told
that they have to vote, failing which they
will be fined. This question should be de-
cided by well-informed publie opinion, not
by a chance vote. After all, it will be a
chance vote if the question is decided hy a
bare majority under compulsory voting,
Many people want the question decided by
a simple majority beeanse they want pro-
hibition at any price. They are perfectly
willing to foree their views on the State,
Evils have followed prohibition wherever it
has been tried. Some people would even
reduce the moral standard of the people so
long as their wishes in this direction were
gratified. Tn America there has been some
cleauing up of the liquoer trade which in
some parts was in a horrible state. There
was much that could be done in America,
and it was a simrle matter to clean it up.
The position here is totally different. There
are very few hotels that could be seriously
objected to mow, and there will be fewer
such hotels when the licensing board has
had an opportenity to do its work. The
people here ean be influenced. Drinking is
not half so bad as it was yeara ago, and 1
de not think the time has come when our
pastors and masters should admit failure.
They have not failed by any means. In the
name of liberty the Goverrment party claim
that this question should be decided by a
simple majority. They call themselves demo-
crats; they believe they are democrats. But
they are anfocrats; they want to dictate to
everybody. As a matter of faet this ques-
tion is not submitted to the House by the
will of the eentre party, but only by a very
amall majority of those who attended the
caueus meeting,

Mr. A. Wansbrough:
your wireles3?
Mr, Davy: There was a leak somewhere.

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The pub-
lic geem to know just what happened as re-

‘Where did yoe get
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gards the consideration of this question in
caucus, but they do not know what hap-
pened or other questioms,

Mr, Panton: Never mind caccus. The
workers at a conference representing the
trade unions of the State said they wanted
the simple majority.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL; This is
the most obliging compulsory voting pro-
vigion that ever was., I do not know who
designed it., If it i3 meani to be non-effee-
tive, it is & very clever clause. The voter
is politely requested to vote. I think the
word is ‘‘required.’’ If he does mot vote
the returning officer will write him a polite
note asking him to explain why he failed to
vote.

The Minister for Justice: It will not be
very polite if he is fined £10.

Hon, Sir FJAMES MITCHELL: Tho re-
turning officer will say, *¥ou did not vote,
what have yom to say for yourself?’’ The
reply may be forwarded within two months
angd if the voter eays, ‘' My wife was away
and got me to mind the baby, and I could
not go to the poll,’’ that will be a sufficient
reason. If it was two months after the poll
the elector could say his ankle was sprained
and he could not go to the poll, I cannot
imagine that anyone will be at a loss to find
an exeuse that will be adequate to satisfy
the returning officor.

Mr. Panton: It all depends how the
Treasury is.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: If it is
not convenient for the elector to fill in the
form to the presiding officer, a friend ean
do it. Some friend will open the letter and,
geeing it comes from a Government de-
partment, will know that he may be of some
service to his friend. He may send along
the excuse, and having sent it, nothing more
will be heard of it. Unless a man is very
stupid, the only one whe may be fined is
he who does not write the returning officer
in reply to his letter asking why he failed
to vofe. If he has any sort of an excuse at
all, it will apparently be aceepted. I do not
see how it ean be otherwise, With 180,060
electors on the roll in this seattered country,
probably 40,000 or 50,000 will refrein from
voting.

Mr, A, Wansbrough:
benefit from that.

The Premier: If I could get £10 from
each of them, I would do very well

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: They will
all make excuses. If the member for Albany
fails to vote he will probably eay, “‘I was
fishing at the Kent River and could not
walk up to Mr. Saw’s house where the pol-
ling booth was, because it was three milen
distant and the day was very wet.”’ Any
excuse at all will de.

Mr. Holman: It might be a dry day.

Mr. Davy: I thought yon said there might
be a strike on.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: If a
strike occurred very few people would get

The Treasary will
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to the poll. There is nothing in this com-
pulsory clause, and it should not scare any-
one. It is the most obliging eompulsory
clause I have ever read. The Premier says
he will get £10 from each elector who does
not vote. I imagine myself being brought
before the Premier for failure to vote.

T should not accept your
I would

The Premier:
explanation that you were fishing.
gay, ‘*No, prosecute this man.?’

Hon. 8ir JAMES MITCHELL: I do
not know why the Premier should do that.
The eourt would say it was a reasonable ex-
cuse. If no excuse were forthcoming, the
courts would do as they now do with people
who fail to enrol—fine them a shilling or
two. It is true the penalty set down in the
Bill for failing to vote is £10, but that is
the maximum. The fine imposed conld be
anything below that, as my learned friend,
the member for East Perth knows.

Mr. Hughes: It would all depend who
FOu were.

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I shall
be very glad when this question is settled,
beeause it is a pity that it should play auch
an important part in our elections, There
are far more important things to be de-
eided at our elections, but this question con-
tinues to e¢rop up and will do so until the
prohibitionists are satisfied—if they ever
can be satisfied. I do not agree that the
question ean be settled by providing for a
bare majority vote. The law at present is
a fair one; further it should be given a
chance; further still the people who have
spent their money to provide for the cou-
venience of the public should receive some
consideration. skould like to krow who
is poing to provide lodging accommodation
for the travelling public unless meney for
it. People have invested their money for
the convenience of the publie, and they are
entitled to some consideration. Tt is a pity
that this question cannot be decided for n
period, but it is a difficult one and it always
erops up at election time, Therc are always
gome people who can face morth by sonth
and who do so. So I suppose the question
will he kept alive. I know there are people
truly anxious that there shonld be total ah-
stinence, people who have not always been
temperance advocates, The ones I know are
those who have lived here and whom one
meets, people who wish to be fair, They
are not the ones who cause the trouble,
Thev have always been fair, and they are
entitl~d to demand that there shall be striet
and firm control of the lignor traffic. They
are entitled to say therc shall be no drunk-
enness. The charges of drunkenness have
been rteduced by half since the Act was
amerded. Such people are entitled to de-
mand deecent behaviour fruom everybody. 1
should be glad to join anvone who could
snrpest anv improvement to the evisting
Act, but helieving as T do that prohibition
will he followed by many evils here as else-
where. that it will £nil as it has failed else-
where, and knowing that the law will not be
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obeyed unless a substantial majority of the
people decide that it should bs altered, I
caunot agree to the Bill

Mr, Taylor: You are not a conscientious
objeetor?

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: XNo, but
we should endeavonr to be fair. If Minis-
ters were prohibitionists, I could understand
their bringing down this Bill.

B The Premier: This ia not a prohibition

ill,

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: XNothing
short of it.

The Premier: Oh, no.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: If it is
not a prohibition Bill, it is nothing. It is
not a question of deciding that liquor shall
be sold. That question hag been decided.
The only question that ever will be decided
by the people again is whether liquer shall
not be sold, and that is apparently what the
Government wish ug to believe they want.
til:et there is nothing they want so little as

at.

The Minister for Justice: Call it a Bil)
far the continvance of the drink traffic if
the people are favourable to it.

Mr. Tavlor: That would not fit the title,

Hon, Bir JAMES MITCHELL: Tt is
not the point at all,

The Minister for Justice:
be the position.

The Premier:
vent prohibition.

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The
Minister said that the people who invested
their money for the convenience of the pub-
lic kmew full well that this measure would
probably he submitted to Parliament and
would probably hecome law. I do not think
they did know that. I helieve they thought
Parliament wounld stand by the recent
amendment of the Act, at any rate for n
time. The Minister said he knew much
money was involved and much employment
also. I do not kmow that that is a ques-
tion to be seriously considered. The real
question is whether we are going to give
up our freedom and our right to drink in
moderation, and allow it to be decided for
ns by someone else. I ghall not allow that
to be done if I ean help it, and I believe T
represent the great majority of the people
of this State. The Minister said that
eaveus hnd arrived at a democratic settle-
ment of this undemocratic question, and
that the Hounse ahould pass the Bill, T hope
the Houge will not pass it.

The Premier: T am afraid it will

Hon. 8ir JAMES MITCHELL: I know
the Premier has had a little meeting,

The Minister for Agrieulture: It did not
need a meeting.

The Premier:
held?

Hon. 8ir JAMES MITCHELL: I think
it was abont the 14th July last, and the
Minister, instead of submitting the Rill as
sonn as the party deeided it should be sub-
mitte®?, has brought it down only to-day.
At that meeting a emall majority decided

That would
Tt could be a Bill to pre-

When was the meeting
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that they wanted the issue resolved on a
simple majority.

Mr. Hughes: Would you have supported
the Bill had it been brought down earlier?

Hon, Bir JAMES MITCHELL: ILet us
see whether members on the Government
side will act as their counsciences dictate on
this occasion. Tt is not a party question.
It ought not to be a party question. Cer-
tainly it is not a party qiiestion on this side
of the Chamber.

The Mipister for Mines.
about that,

The Premier: You are not going to burst
up the vnited party so soon, are yout?

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: We allow
our people to exercise the utmost freedom
on questions of this sort, and so I consider
shonl@ members sitting opposite. I hopé
that when a division is taken we shall have
a majority voting for the refention of the
pregsent Act, which is a very fair, reasonable;
and proper Act, recently passed. The House
should stand by its recent deecision. How-
ever, the Premier says the whip bas beent
eracked and he hag a majority. Well, all
right. This Bill is nothing but prohibitiom;
The only reason why the measure is sub?
mitted is that people anxiova for prohibi-
tion have asked the Goveroment to submit
it. The only reason the Minister for Jus!
tice had for submitting the Bill is that he
is a democrat, although this is an utterly
undemocratic measore.

The Minister for Justice: I am willing
to abide by the voice of the people fully ex-
pressed.

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The Min-
ister knows that under this Bill he will
not have the decision of a majority of the
electors &t all. The Bill provides for =a
gimple majority decision, and the compul-
sory voting clavse of the Bill will not he
effective. The clause is not important to
the Bill from the Minister’as point of viewv
The vote will settle the question.

The Minister for Justice: The peonle wﬂl
be ecommitting an offence apainst the law
if they do not vote.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The
elanse is so worded that they can take
the risk, and they will take the risk. The
Bill does not tell them to vote; it politely
requests them to vote.

The Minister for Justice: Tt fines them
if they don’t vote.

Han. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The peo-
ple will not be fined if they do not vote,
If they have the slightest excuse to offer,
that exeuse will be accepted.

The Minister for Justice: No.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Of conrre
it will. Tt is a pity the Bill has bheen
brought down and partienlarly do T obiect
to ita being brought down at this honr of
the gession. Tt iz a pitv, too, that notice
was not given of the Bill a week ago. so
that all members might have known that

We'll soon seo

2613

the measure would have been considered to-
night,

Mr. DAVY (West Perth) [9.50]: Tt
appears to me, after listening to the inter-
jections from the Covernment side of the
House, that very clearly the majority of
members of this House are oppesed to pro-
hibition, Of conrse I accept your rnling as
being correct, Mr. Speaker—I think it is
correct—that we may not in general terms
discuss to-night the merits or demerits of
prohibition, but, very clearly, the merits or
demerits of prohibition mnst come in to a
certain extent, because we are asked by this
Bill to place in the hands of the people a
decision as to whether or not a certain aet
which hitherto has been a legal act shall be
an illeral act. In deciding on the merits of
that, one cannot aveid certain references to
prohibition. The attitude of members om
the Government side appears to me to be
dve to a certain rental confusion. I do not
want to say this with any air of superiority:
one always tends to rive that idea when one
speaks of mental confusion on the part of
other people. However, they seem to have
got the idea that everything oucht to be
deeided by simple majority. Tf that be so,
let ns consider just where it leads ns to. If
is said that we ought to decide by simple
maJont\ the question whether or not per-
sons in Western Australia shall drink
aleoholic beverages, Equally it follows that
we shall decide the reverse question, if on
this oceasion we are forbiddenm to drink
aleoholic bheverages. It is possible to con-
ceive that persons who do not take a strong
view of the drinking of alcoholic beverages
might be prepared to allow alecohol to be
prt back hy a simple majority, since
aleohol was forbidden by a simple majority.
That is altogether apart from other absurd
results flowing from such a view, But can
it be imagined that the peovle at the bhack
of the agitation for prohibition in West-
ern Australia are prepared, in the event of
prohibition being put on the statute-hook
by stmple majority, to allew the vse of aleo-
holic beverages to bhe re.established by a
gimple majority? Those gentlemen are in
many cases honestly convinced of what they

.say. They have stated in the newspapers

from day to day, as well as iz a eirenlar
letter which has bheen sent to every
member of both Honses of Parliament. that
they regard aleohol as a fonl and evil thing.
and the Arinking of aleoholic heverages as
a wicked and damnrahle act. The gentleman
who sent me the cirenlar letter which reached
me is, T understand, a minister of the
Chnreh. His funetion is to preach morality
and to urge the people to conform to what
is cood and right, to nrge the people to
eschew what is wrong and wick~d. Now -
that gentleman prevared to stand un in his
chnrch and sav that he is in favour of
bieamy, we will gay. being nermitted by a
simple majoritv of the peoplet Ts he pre-
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parcd to stand up in his ehurch and tell
his congregation that he is in favour of
theft, murder, or suicide being decided by
a simple majority?

The Minister for Justice: Would that be
pussible in @ civilised community?

Mr. DAVY: At the present time the
drinking of alecohelic beverages is regarded
by larpe nombers of people, by a great ma-
jority of this House and of another place,
as being a perfectly proper and decent thing
for any self-respecting man or woman to do.
If that be =0, surely if the prople have the
right to take aleoholic beverages away from
us by a simple majority, they have a right
to restore them to us by a simple majority.
But these people who advoeate prohibition
do not take that view. They hold that it is
wicked and damnable for anyone to drink
alecoholic beverages, They therefore place
themselves in this dilemma, that when they
have carried their project by a simple ma-
joritv, they are not prepared snbsequently
to accept a simple majority decision in the
opposite direction. The circolar letter to
which I have referred containg the follow-
ing:—

s Our movement exists solely to promote

the best interests of the whole eommunity,

and we labour in the hope that the elected
representatives of the people will permit
their conatituents to settle the question of
the continnanee or prohibition of the
liquor traffic om the just and equitable
hasis of a simple majority deecision.
The Minister who introduced the Bill says
that he is mot a prohibitionist; that is, he
i3 not in favour of prohibiting the sale of
sleoholic beverages and the drinking ob
them, not in favour of making it a criminal
offence for & man to drink aleohol in
moderation. What other reason can the
Minister have for introducing thig Bill ex-
cept that he thinks all questions should be
referred to the people to be decided on
gimple majority? Surely that is a position
from which anybody who values the prinei-
ples of logie chould retire? I cannot avoid
referring to the question of the use of
aleohel at this juneture.  Apparently the
people who are backing this movement, the
Western Australian Prohibition Leapue, are
fullv convineed that the sale of aleohol is
a wirkell and damnable thing, and the cause
of all the rvils in the eommunity.  They
have written to the Pross recently stating
that aleoho! is a raee poison, that its nse
fills the gaols and lunatic asylims, and that
the abolition of it will empty the gaols and
insone hospitals, T they could prove those
things, if we in this House were satisfled of
these things, it wonld be our duty to aholish
the liqnor traffie and the consmmption of
aleohol to-morrow, even to-day. Tt would be
our duty to do that. We are here fo make
auch laws for the people as we think are
needed for the pood of the eommunity. We
are not here to avoid our difficulties by re-
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ferring them to the people themselves. That
is not our function. If, as I say, aleohol is
such a terrible evil in the community, its
use should not Le prohibited by a simple
majerity, or a three-fifths majority, or a
90 per cent. mujority: it would be our duty
te aholish the use of alcobol immediately.
But, in point of fact, we do not think that
aleo’ol is such an evil. The evidence has
not convineed us that it is. We are told
that the excessive consumption of this ‘‘race
poison '’ that is now going en will result in
a deteriorated stock in the pext generation,
But when we examine the fuets so far as we
can know them, we see that it is not so.
We see the British races, which are the
dominant racvs of the carth to-day, and have
been heavy consnmers of aleohalic beverages
for hundreds of vears, showing no signa of
deterioration, Can anyone say that there
has been marked deterioration in the Brit-
ish races? There iz no more remarkable
race in the world than the Jews. Tor two
thousand years, as far as we ean trace their
history, they have maintained their vitality,
both physical and mental, in a marked de-
gree, There is no more vital race, mentally
or phrsieally, on earth to-day. Did any
member of this House ever hear of a tee-
total Jew? There never was such a heing.

The Minister for Mines: One never hears
of a drunken Jew.

Mr. DAVY: Quite true. I was told the
other day that there used to be ome in
Perth, but that he has been got rid of.

The Premier: The Jews are a very tem-
perate race.

Mr. DAVY: Yea. They have always
used aleoho!, and they use it to-day. We
are told by the abolitionists that even the
moderate use of alechol proves ruinous, If
they say that the excessive use of alcohol is
all they aim at, we are all with them.
Every ooe of vs holds that the man who uses
aleohel to the extent of becoming intoxicated
ought to be punished, and that if he per-
sists in doing so he ought to be put in a
place where he eannot do it. We are all in
agreement with that. We are all agreed
that we ghonld teaeh our young people by
every possible means that alechel should be
used only in moderation. But to say that
it is a race poison ia not in accordance with
the facts. T have an idea, Mr. Speaker,
that perhaps you are ahnnt to tell me that
T have wandered 2 little from the suhject.
I da not want te infringe on your rnling.

The Premier: T moave that the Speaker
be allowed to reply.

Mr. DAVY: You, Sir, and T perhaps on
one or two oceasions have discussed the sub-
jeet in an amienble way and have agreed to
differ. However, you are not in the dis-
erussion at this moment; and T repeat that
T do not wish to infrinme upon vour rnline
that prohibition iz not the main isane in the
argonment. The idea that the isane shanld
be decided by a simple majerity is based on
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the false belief of what democracy is. This
House does not decide matters on the prin-
ciple embodied in the Bill. Any matter of
importance in this House is dctermined upon
an absolute majority of every member—26.

Mr. Sleeman: Would you prefer a mi-
nority votef

Mr. DAVY: I do not know that it could
be woarse than this, If the Bill becomes law
it will be possible for prohibition to be car-
ried on a minority vote of very much less
than half the electors of Western Australia,
and yet in this Tlouse we say that where
mattera of importance are to be dealt with
an abosolute majority is mecessary. If you
put a proposition of that gort to us and al-
low the people to decide and carry pro-
hibition, and if one more than half the
number of persons in Western Australia
votes in favonr of it, then T szay that a
certain amount of consideration may be
given to the proposal. That would be a
trve majority of the people.

Hon. W. D, Johnson: You compel a given
number to vote and then the majority will
decide.

Mr. DAVY: My friend thinks that there
is some analogy between the fact that mem-
bers of this House are elected by a majority
and a majority decision on the liquor ques-
tion. The circular which has been sent to
me contends that as members are eleeted to
this Honse hy a simple majority, so should
the other question he decided. I would like
the author of this cireular te explain how
you could have members of Parliainent re-
turned in any other way than by a simple
majority.

Mr. Panton:
thirds.

Mr. DAVY: Do so by all means, and the
result will be that you will not have half the
members here, and instead of 50 there wil!
be about 20. There is no analogy whatever
between an election of members to this
Bouse and a decision on any other question.
You cannot possibly constitute a House on
the principle of a simple majority, because
you would run the risk of not having all
your people returned. Referenee has been
made to the fact that conseription was sub-
mitted to the people om a simple majority.

We will alter it to two-

Mr. Sleeman: That was an important
question.
Mr., DAVY: Yes, and it should never

have been submitted to the people. That
referendum had no more legal significance
than the speeck T am making here to-night.
It did oot bind the Federal Government to
cither pass conseription or reject it. It was
just a weak means of dodging the issue, &
means of endeavouring to ascertain from
the peeple what their views were, becauss
the Government thought that if they adopted
eonseription they might have been beaten at
the next eleetion. Someone may say that
this was done by a Nationalist Government
and that I am a Nationalist. I do not heai-
tate to say that I viewed that action on the
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1'art of the Federal Government with eon-
tempt. I aay definitely that the maiter
ought to have been dealt with by the Gov-
ernment. It was their responsibility, and
Parliament, as then constituted, should have
dealil with the question. In the same manner
do I say now that this is & subject that
should be dealt with by Parliament, and, if
it was dealt with by Parliameat there is no
iloubt about it that prohibition would be
made to look perfectly ailly. Any measure
submitted to this Parliament dealing with
prohibition would be turmed down by an
enormous majority, and the position wonld
be the game in another ptace. The only two
analogies quoted by those two peopls who
are pressing the question, have really noth-
ing to do with the matter. One is the elee-
tion of members to Parliament, and in that
regard I say that members could not be
chosen in any other way. With regard to
the conseription issme, the referendum that
was taken had no legal sigmificance.

Mr, Sleeman: And it only required a
simple majority to decide it.

Mr. DAVY : There way no ilecision
on it. 1t was simply a reference to the
people to find out what their views were,
beeause the Government were not stroug-
minded enough to deal with the question
themaelves.

The Minister for Railways:
capted the decision of the people.

Mr. DAVY: The conscription question
wag an isgze submitted at a time of terrifie
cmergency. How then ecan it be suggested
that this question we are now discussing is
nnalogous to that. One conld talk on this
nuestion at great length and from different

They ae-

ngpects. The circular that was sent to me
refers all the time to two contending
parties. Anyhow, what have we in this

House to do with the liguor or the anti-
liqunor party? There is a temdency to com-
sider the two contending Ffactions in the
community and to forget the man in the
stroet. We here do not represent factions
or organisations,

Mr. Bleeman: You are objecting to the
rauk and file and the man in the street de-
ciding it.

Mr. DAVY: No, I am objecting to the
nossibility of less than half the people tel-
ling more than half the pcople what they
are to do. The two main branches of the
Chrigtian religion in Western Australia, the
Chureh of England and Roman Catholicism,
are of opinion that it ig a perfectly dceent
uand proper thing for people to Jrink alechol,

Mr. Sleeman: This is not a religions
question.

My, DAVY: That is exactly what it is.
Y.et me remind the hon. member that there
was a time noi so long ago when it was con-
sidered that if the majority did not like the
religion of the minority they were entitled
to persecute them,

Mr, Bleeman: Is the hon, member in order
in bringing religion into the questionf
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Mr. DAVY: I am illustrating the ques-
tion of a simple majority, and I say that the
position here to-day is analogous to the re.
ligious persecution that went on for huo-
dreds of yeard in the country from which
we derive our origin, and was finally wiped
out at the boginming of last cemtury. It
was the dissenting majority that persecuted
the Roman Catholice and our forbears
foupght against them, They declared that a
man’s religion and his perzonal and private
habits were his own and should not be die-
tated by anyone. ’

Mr. Sleeman: Bill Sykes says that, too.

Mr.DAVY: Deoesthe hon. member wish fo
compare himself with Bill Sykes¢ The essence
of the position is this, that two main branches
of our religious crganisations say that it is
a perfectly proper and decemnt thing to do.
T say that if the majority of the people
in Western Australia, a bare majority, are
to be permitted to decide that the majerity
of us in this House are going to be made
criminals if we comtinue to do that proper
and decent thing, it is cxactly analogous
to the religioua persecution that went on for
centuries in England and was finally wiped
out at the beginning of last century. Let
me mention one more aspect. This House
adopted a proposal last session providing
for a new system for dealing with licenses,
wiping out old licenees and granting new
licenses on the basis that the question of
prohibition would be decided by a three-
fifths majority. - On the strength of that
there has been a great desl of capital ex-
pended in the building of hotels as well as
in other directions connected with the ligquor
trade.

Mr. Mann: And at the Qirection of the
licensing bench.

Mr. DAVY: The licensing bench raised
the standard of hotel premiges enormonsly
and to-day it is practically impossible to
build a hotel at a cost of less than £7,000
or £8,000, even in a country town. Now, be-
fore the time.for the taking of the poll
arrives, if the Government have their way,
the condition of things is to be altered by
the three-fifths majority being wiped out,
and a simple majority being introduced.
T do not know that I have any particular
svmpathy for the liquor trade: T always
fe-] that I am being crushed between two
contending factions, vested intereats on the
one hand and the people who want prohibi-
tion for various reasons on the other. At
the same time where one sees that serious
harm mav be done, not to the liquor trado,
but to rrivate individuals who decide to put
their money into this form of investment,
one is entitled to pauwse, and this is an
aspecrt that should not be lost sight of,
If T talked till Doomsday, or if I had the
elafrence of a Burke or a Cicero, I would
not have the alightest chance of convincing
one hon. memboer on the opposite side of
the House, but having put views before the
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House, a3 I am bound to do, I leave it at
that.

Mr., PANTON (Menzies) [10.15]): The
member for West Perth (Mr. Davy) made
an exccllent attempt to put up a ease on a
bad subject. T was surprised that he started
off ag he did, by praectically accusing mem-
bers on this side of the House of suffering
from mental confusion. After listening
patiently to him I think he i8 suffcring
more from that disease than anyone on this
side of the Houwse. He did his best to
camouflage the whole issue. For the moment
I am not particularly concerned about pro-
hibition. Most people know how I stand on
that question. We want the people to de-
cide what is, after all, their own business.
I disagree with the member for West Perth
wher he says it is o question for membeors
of this House to decide. This is a hig
social question and one that we ought to be
prepared to entrust to the people. It is
begging the question to state that pcople
should decide only on the three-fifthe ma jor-
ity as to what they want. T have been as-
tounded that one section of business,
uamely, the liquor trade, should be sinpled
out for preferential treatment, The Fac-
tories and Shops Act provides that the
electors in any locality ean take a poll on
the question whether the shops should close
on Saturday at 1 o’clock or at & o’clock
on Friday instead of at 10 o’elock. I have
never heard anyone argue that such a peoll
should be taken on a two-£fths majority
haeis.

Mr. J, H. Smith: It is not propoesed to
cloge up the shops. ‘

My, PANTON: Tt is aigued that people
have invested their moncy in the liquor trade,
but people have also invested their money
in shops in order that they may trade for
a ecertain number of howrs. In different
parts of the State by a simple majority 10
per cent. of the electors in a given locality
have come to 8 decision on the question of
closing shops. Between Midland Junction
and South Fremantle there were fewer than
2,000 voteg cast om this question, but no
noise was made about the manner in which
it was settled. The member for West
Perth referred to the question of conserip-
tion, Had it been carried by a majority of
one it would bhave heen put into operation,
I read a good many articles whilst over.
seas, and I do not remember reading that
anvone wanted the question deeided on any
other than the simple majority. In that
matter the lives of the men of Australia
were concerned. If it was good enough to
deal with human beings by the simple
majority vote, it is good enough to deal
with this social question on the same basis.
The Leader of the Opposition twitted the
Gavernment by saying that it was only the
amall majority in Cawneus that decided to
bring down this Bill. T was not rresent,
30 I do not know what happened. The hon.
member knows more about it than T do.
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Hon, Sir James Mitchell: The man in the
street knows about it.

Mr. PANTON: It is not a question of
what took place at a Caucus mecting, The
trades union movement is responsible for
the Government being in oflce to-day, and
it is a question of the trades unioniste hav-
ing decided that this should be done. This
is what the platform of the Labour Party
says on the question of liquor law reform:—

There shall be a poll taken of the whole
State .on the question of prohibition, such
question to be carried on the bare major-
ity vote of the electors voting at a poll
condncted on a system of compulsory vot-
ing.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Then you do
not stand for this Bill?

Mr, PANTON: It is not a gquestion of
a small majority of Cauecus, but of the
majority of the trades unionists of the
State.

Hon, Sir James Mitchell: That is worse,

Mr, PANTON: They are the sufferers to-
day, and they know what will be good for
them, I will trust the workers to say what
will be good, bad, or indifferent for them.
The Leader of the Opposition tried to fas-
ten prohibition on to this party. He ean
fasten it on as often as he likes. I will take
my share of the responsibility. The ques-
tion of prohibition can be settled when the
poll is taken. Members can go upén any
platform they like, or stay away. They are
not asked to do one thing or the other. They
can either reeord their votes, or make them-
gelves heard on the mat, We are bound by
tbe plank of our platform to give to the
people the right to decide thia ques-
tion by a simple majority, and we are
going to stand by thal, It was not
much wse the Leader of the Opposition
or the member for West Perth putting
up any other argument so far as this
party is eoncerned. You, Sir, have ruled
that the merits or demerits of prohibition
cannot be discussed, and I how to your
ruling. This matter should be dealt with
from the point of view as to whether we are
going to trust the people or not, and I hope
that the Leader of the Opposition will
see the error of his ways. If the hon,
member will give the matter a moment’s
consideration ¥ am sure he will realise
that the people are intelligent enough and
ecompetent enough to say what they want
and what they will have, The member for
West Perth spoke about the writer of a
gireular, and the re-establishment of the
trade by a simple majority. No doubt
that gentleman ean speak for himself
when he gets the oppoertunity. I think
that the people who are nnw supporting
the simple majority will stand up for the
same prineiple in either case. I assure
tke hon. member that we stand for the
gimple majority and for trusting the
people at all times.
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Mr, J. H. SMITH (Nelson) [10.23]: I
protest against the late hour in the session
at which this Bill has been introduced. It
is of a very contentious pature,

Hon. 8. W, Munsie: It was only about a
fortnight ago that you asked for it.

Mr, J. H. SMITH: It was three or
four months ago when T asked for informa-
tion on the subjeect. Certain news had
leaked out and I wanted to know about
it. I asked the Premier a legitimate ques-
tion as to whether he intended to intro-
duee the Bill this session, or next session,
and I received a very evasive reply.

Mr. Hughes: You have got it now.

Mr, J, H, SMITH: Yes, in the death
throes of a hard session, and in weather
like this.

The Premier: Would you not have op-
posed it just the same if it had been in-
troduced at the beginning of the session?

Mr. J. H. SMITH: 1 d¢ not see any
reason why I should be opposed to it,
except on the question of the liberty of
the subjeet. We have no right to pass
legislation for a simple majority vote to
take away the liberty of the subjeet. It
amounts to saying I am not to do some-
thing that has been legalised for years and
which has never done me any injury, and
on which I have thrived in many diree-
tions, just as some of my friends have
thrived. I see around the Chamber some
of the most robust, some of the brainiest
and most able men, who realise the bright
gide of the movement, and who bave at
different periods bent their elbows, not
to drink water or tea, but something
stronger. The Minister made ocut a very
poor case, and did not produce one argu-
ment why tbis House should support the
simple majority, I cannot understand
why the Premier has broken faith with
the community. Is it beeause during the
election ome section or another of the
people bas pandered to him in the way of
giving politieal support? Surely we are
above that sort of thing. The Minister
spoke about a p'ank in the Labour plat-
form. T defy the Minister and half of the
members sitting opposite to tell me that
this was ome of the leading planks of
their platform at the last election. The
only time they ever advocated the simpre
majority was when some person in the
audience asked the direet question, ‘Do
you favour the simple majority?’’ This
¢annot be demied. The Minister did not
say how the compulsory vote was to he
taken, whether the rolls were to be puri-
fied, and whether police or agents were to
enrol the people. He did not say what
would he done in the way of taking the
votes of those who lived withont the seven-
mile radivs. The compulsory voting could
be rothing but a farce. I am not opposed
to the people ruling. If 5014 per cent.
of the people said they wanted prohibition
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they would have it, but if as low a per-
centage as 35 or 40 per cent. secured it,
there would be nothing but crime and
law-breaking every day, and I should be
inclined to resign my seat in Parliament
and o a bit of bootlegging on my own
account. Members will recollect the re-
port which you, 8ir, presented on the
question of the liquer traffic. They will
also remember the speeches that were
made in Parliament concerning it. We
were bere till 1 o’clock in the morning
discussing it,

Hon. 8. W, Munsie: We may be here till
that hour to-morrow.

Me, J, H. SMITIL: £ven if we are, we
shall be fighting for our liberties. In 1922
a vote of the people was taken on the
liquor trade as a result of the amendments
to the law. In many distriets reduction
was carricd and in some increases were
earricd, but I do not think that ‘‘ne
license’’ was carried anywhere. The in-
creases that were carried, however, went
by the board, During that discussion
we were promised a vote of the
people.  Ifere again {he Government
pandered to ope section of the community.
They promised that in 1925 another vote
would be takem and that there would
be a three-fifths majority again. This
is how we keep faith with the peoplel The
Government without comsulting Parliament
or their party members, decided that a board
should be coustituted and that the board
were to travel from one erd of the country
to the other {eciding where therc should be
decreases or inereases in the licenses al-
lowed, That board have been operating in
the interests of the trade and of the com-
munity. I helieve that those who de not
agree with me, and even prohibitionists, will
sny that the board have been working in
the best interests of the eountry. T believe
that they will admit that the hoard have
done wonderful work, If the simple ma-
jority ia to govern the position and we got
a 60 per cent. poll, 31 per cent. of the peo-
ple deciding the issue, the work of that
hoard will be futile. The member for Men-
zies (Mr. Panton) referred to another point
when he said “*why give preferential treat-
ment?’’ T say that treatment should be
extended to those conneeted with the trade
because they have been lulled into a false
sense of security by the hypoerisy of some
members sitting on the Government side of
the Honse. Tf a vote were taken on this
gnestior, T am sure some would he found
voting on the right side. However, many
of these people have heen lulled into a
false security hy the work of the hoard and
have, vnder the instructions and by the au-
thority of that hoard, invested thonsands
of jounda in bringing their lieensed prem-
ises up to date.

Mr, Hughes: Ves, with money thev made
out of the trade.
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Mr. J. H. SMITH: Many of these men
have invested their money in the trade and
have Leen connected with it for years. If
Parliament agrees to the proposal before us
now, it will be barefaced robbery. I hope,
even at this late hour, the Premier and his
Ministers will liaten to reason and withdraw
the meosure secing that it cannoet do any
good. The hoard’s work is satisfactory
to-day. There is another phase that should
not be lost sight of. I refer to the financial
side, with which the Treasurer is.always
worrying. When hotels are closed down,
provision has to be made for compensation,
If the trade be closed dewn as a consequence
of the Rill, the Treasurer must find the
necessary funds teo provide compensation.
That is a trouble in stere that must not be
logt sight of. If the Minister will agree to a
50 per cent. poll and will meet us to that
extent, it will save a lot of discussion and
probably some atonewalling.

The Minister for Justica: The Speaker
will look after that.

Mr. J. H. SMITH: Again, T would appeal
to the Minister for Lands who is in control
of soldier settlement. Tf the Rill be paserd
and a minority declare for prohibition, fin
what position will the country be? Thon-
sands upon thousands of pounds have heen
invested in vineyards and in the wine mak-
ing industry. Returned soldiers are inter-
ested in those propesitions. Has the Min-
ister given that matter eonsideration? T
know where this agitation haa come from.
T do not believe it has come from the honest
sections of the commumity. T do not refer
tn the promises made hy the Government,
but to the apitation that has pone on in
favour of this move. I know the Govern-
ment have had this question on their politi-
eal platform. If thev are aneh wonderfnl
maoralists, however, why do they not deal
with our ‘‘white eities,’” where there is w0
mueh erime and vice going on? There will
be found gambling and young fellows well
under 20 vyears of age being led astray
Why do the Government not tackle that
problem? '

Hon, W. D. Johnson:
time.

Mr. J. H. SMITH: The attitude taken up
is hvpoerisy of the lowest water. The Gov-
ernment are pandering to one section of
the community. A lot of the prohibition cry
comes from the drapers in the eitv, Thrre
is more possibilities for c¢rime by wavy of
those beautifol silk ffundies’’ and lovely
fine drapery and silk stockings that the
flappers of the town may be seen wearing
about the streets, than come from the hotels.
We ean see girls whose fathers have hig
families——

Mr. Teesdale: Mind the step!

Me. J. H. BMITH: T do not intepd e
apeak apart from the nuestion, Mr. Speaker,
but T wish to deal with viee as T see it
I wish to eonneet it up with the question

One reform at a
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of the simple majority. I am justified in
ruising my voice against this phase of the
problem. The Government would be right
if they took action along the lines I have
indicated. These drapers think that money
is spent on the liquor trade that should be
going into their own pockets. Thus they
say that drink is the eause of erime. Drink
is not the cause of all the erime. Some peo-
ple are Jed astray by the advertisements
appearing in the papers regarding drapers’
sales. When temperance people attribute
all crime to drink, they are not fair. Whae
will ocecur if Western Australia goes dry
while the other States remain wet? How
impossible it will be according to your own
report, Mr. Speaker, which I have read
carefully and marked in variows parts. I
trust to he able to read various portions of
it before I have concluded my remarks. You
have indicated the difficulty experienced
in Amoerica and elsewhere in dealing with
the runners and bootleggera. You have
shown how an army of ships are enpaged
in an endeavour to keep them out, If Weat-
ern Australia goes dry, and the other States
remain wet, what sort of a position will our
Treasurer be in in view of the expenditure
necessary to keep Western Augtralia dryd
How will he be in a position to guard our
shores from Broome to the Leenwin? It is
an absolute impossibility; it i a dream that
cannot come true. We have a lot of people
in this country to-day who will have a drink.
Bome cannot think of drink without tempta-
tion arising before them. There are people
who, so long a8 they ean get a drink, will
have one, and if people are to foree pro-
hihition upon those individuals, they will
buy stocks and then we will hear something
about lionor made from potatoes, blackboys,
and so forth.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! 1 wovld remind
the hon, member that the question before vs
iz ome relating to the simple majority.

Mr. J. H. SMITH: T am pointing out to
the Government the error of their ways and
the trouble that will be opened wup if
they proceed to amend the law as the
Minister for Justice suggests. THe talks
abont a penalty of £10 as though that will
be some inducement for members to sup-
port him in his proposal. On the Opposi-
tion side of the House we are not united on
this question. Fvery members has the right
to vote as his conseience dictates. Tf the
gimple majority rlavs: is to he carried, T
cannot say that I appreciate the action of
the Government in not having the courage
of their convietions to introdnee the legis-
lation in this Chamber at an earlier stape.
Rather than o that, thev endeavoured to
introduee it in the Council, Tt reminds me
of what happened to a previous Government
recarding the State trading concerna. Tn
that instanee the lesiglation was introdnced
and on that oceasion the Clouncil had the
courage to deal with the measnre and Adid
not send it down to as. Y am more than

2019

gurprised at the Premier’s action in intro-
ducing the Bill here at this stage. On our
gide of the House we are not compelled to
vote ome way or the other. Therefore why
should it be made a party measure on the
Government side of the House? If 1 start
stumping the country in the near future in
oppositon to prohibition, I feel sure I
will have the support of some hon. members
gitting on the Government side of the
House. As a matter of faet this is pure
hypoerisy and pandering to one seetion of
the community only. will place before
the House the views of Archbishop Riley
showing that if I err in my views I err in
good ecmpany. The newspaper report of
the Archbishop’s remarks shows that he is
an opponent of prohibition. The report con-
tains the following:—

The attitude of Archbishyp Riley upon
the queation of prohibition and liquor re-
form was defined by him in forceful terms
last night, when in 8t. George’s Cathedral
he delivered his eharge to Diocesan Synod.
His Grace spoke of the views he had held
when he came to the State 30 years ago.
“*Then, as now,’’ he said, ‘I believe that
what we had to do as a church to promote
temperance was to try to bring the power
of the spirit of Christ to bear upon the
lives of people and the thought of the
world. I deprecated then, as I do now,
the appeal to force—that is, the civil law
—to eompel men to be sober. If we could
do it, the cost wonld be too great. To buy
sobriety at the cost of freedom is not by
any mecans a good bargaim, .. .. Pro-
hibition for a frec peopls is wrong in
principle and so T will not do anything
if T can aveid it ta bring it ahout.”’

Those wyrds of the Archbishop are forceful
and they convey a great deal more to the
Premier than I eould if T continved my re-
marks. As to endeavouring to educate
people to keep sober

Mr. Taylor: It will take a long time to
educats gome people.

Mr. J. H. SMITH: The churches wonld
be hetter advised if they went into the
schools and started educating the coming
generation, starting from the lower classes
and working up. If this trade is sueh an
immoral thing and has such a harmful effeet
upon the people of Western Australia,
future generations will benefit if they
are educated away from the use of aleohol,
It would have been better if the temperance
people, when they waited upon the Premier
and got from him his famous promise
to introdnce the Bill, had sought per-
mission from the Minister for Eduea-
tion, to go to the achools and start
their edueation there. It is no use appeal-
ing to us, for we are hardened sinners and
have gone too far. T do not sce how any
henefit can be derived from the legislation
proposed by the Government. That is not
the way to achieve their ends. Tt 38 not a
fair proposition; it is pure hypoerisy. His
Graee continued—
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If we conld do it, the cost would ke too
great.

Mr. SPEARKER: | must ask the hon.
member to confine himself to the Bill and
not mlvoeate either probibition or non-pro-
hibition. .

Mre. J. H, SMITH:
a liyuor reform RBiIL

Mr. SPEAKER: Tt is only « voting re-
form measure,

Mr. J. H. SMITH:
abolition of liquor.

Mr, SPEATKER:
on the same level.

AMr. J. H. SMITH: Oh no, I must dis-
agree with you there. 1t ie voting reform
dealing with the abolition of liquor, His
Grace continued that the ecost would be too
great to buy sobriety at the cost of free-
dom.

Mr. Taylor:
the brutes!

Mr. J, H. SMITH: And agein—

The question of the aceuracy or other-
wise of reports from America as the re-
sult of prohibition does not affect me.
Prohibition for free people is wrong in
principle and so I will not do anything
to assist it if I ecan avoid it. The im-
provement in the drinking habits of the
people has been very pronounced.

Our Licensing Aet has been earried out
more strietly, and consequently we have had
great improvements, His Grace continues—

There is, however, one very unfair way

of bringing about prohibition.

Mr. SPEAKER: T have repeatedly
directed the hon. member to eonfine him-
self to the Bill

Mr. J. H. SMITH: I always endeavour
to bow to your ruling, Sir, se I will drop
His Grace. Here iy a report on prohibition
by the Hon. Thomag Walker, M.L.A, There
is in this a few points T desire to make
here, the reasons why we should go for loeal
option and the reasons why we shounld re-
fuse to have this question of prohibition
settled by a simple majority.

Mr, Taylor: You will require to read

I thought this was

Dealing with the

Tt is to put all voting

That is the stuff to give

this report with ecircomapection and d.ls

cretion.

Mr., J. H. SMITH: Thia report reads as
follows:—

About the middle of the nineteenth cen-
tury the people in the various States com-
menced to apply the prineiplea of loeal
option. Tt was a right they believed con-
ferred upon them by the Constitution of
the United States. Tt is important to re-
memhber that prohibition eame to America
by a series of experimental tests.

That is what I am advoeating. At Jeast,
for a beginning, we should make it a three-
fifths instead of a simple majority. More-
over, I believe that that experiment should
be continued. Then, if hv eduncation the
peovle Jearn to understand the question,
perhaps in 50 or 100 years’ time we may
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have prohibition in Western Australia. The
report eontinues—
Through local option votes small dis-
tricts, achool districts, towns, then eoun-
ties, and finally whole States adopted
prohibition.
The Bill proposes to take the vote right
through the whole State, instead of cutting
the State into sections. TIf Kalgoorlie de-
elares wet, while Perth declares dry, what
will be the difference in bringing down
liquor from Kalgoorlie to Perth and from
bringing liquor from Sonth Australia te
Perth? It would be mueh easier to bring
it from South Awstralia.

Mr. Sleeman: What has this to do with
voting?

Mr. J. H. SMITH:
tinues—

Many States adopted prohibition lawa,
but in some instances these were repealed
later.

It does not go on to say whether it was done
by a simple majority or by a three-fifths
majority, but apparently the people were
not satisfied with prohibition, Let me point
to this aspect: To-day we have many fine
hotels, Tf we carry prohibition by a simpla
majority those hotels will change hands and
be put to other uses. Then, perhaps, fol-
lowing history in Ameriea, in five years’
time the vote will be reversed and those who
want hotels will have to build new ones.
Possibly at the end of the next five years
we shall revert fo prohibition once more.
Of conrse that is an impogsible state of
affairs. However, this report continues—
South Dakota repealed the law in 1897;
Yermont in 1902, and New Hampshire in
1903.
Then the anthor goes on to speak of the
difficnlties that have to be confronted under
prohibition.  He gives the viewa of the
fTowets”! and of the ‘*drys’’ and he shows
that there was a good deal more home
brewing in consequence of the law pro-
hihiting the prrchase of aleohol. More wine
wns made in the homes of the people. So
it wonld seem that by prohihition we force
the Arink evil rieht into the homes of the
people. Tt is shown in thia remort that the
Jaree States conld not be coerced into vot-
ing for total ahstinence. Nohndv will re-
frain from bhaving a drink if he wants it.
Mr. SPFAKER: I arain ask the hon.
member to eonfilne himself to the Bill. He
cannot he allowed to defy the House and
mv ruling.
Mr, J. H. SMITH: Verv well, 8ir. I
agk whetker T am entitled to read evtracts.
Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member ia en-
titled to read no extracts that are not per-
tinent to the measure under disgussion. The
hon. memher must confine himself to the
suhicet matter of the Bill,

Mr. J. H. SMITH: Very well, on second
considerations I will not attempt to go eon.
In conelvsion, I ask the Minister to

The report con-
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reconsider ihe position and I remind the
Premier of the enormous amount of money
he will have to find for compensation alone,

Mr. Richardson: There will be no com-
pensation. ’

Mr. J. H SMITH: I draw the hon.
member’s attention to the hotels the
Licenses Heduection Board bave closed. I
know that the untair part of it is that there
will be no compensation for the hotels to be
closed under prohibition when the simple
majority becomes law. As for compulsery
voting, I remind the Minister that,
while one can take a horse to water, it is
impossible to make him drink. How is the
returning officer to know who among re-
calcitrant voters have marked their ballot
papers informally? Large numbers of
people who will refuse to be forced to vote
are not in a position to pay a £10 penalty.
Many of them have never given the sub-
ject of prohibition the slightest considera-
tion. When they are compelled to pay
motor c¢ar hire and drive miles to the
polling booth, probably they will merely
mark their voting papers informally.
If the Bill reaches the Commitiee stage, I
shall endeavour to amend it by providing
that 5014 per cent. of the people must
record their votes in the affirmative or nega-
tive. T have no interest in the liquor trade
to-day, s¢ I am not spcaking as an inter-
ested party. I em speaking as one who
apprecintea his liberty, and who claims to
have the right to do as he pleases within
reason. Is it not fair that if the issue can
be carried by a 50% per cent. vote, it ghonld
be possible to restore the original position
by a similar majority? I hope the Minister
will not tie the hands of his followers, but
will permit a free vote on this elause, We
do not desire to flout the wishes of the
public, but we do objeet to one section of
the community endeavouring to dominate the
liberties of other people on this momentous
question, and being able to decide it on a
snateh vote. Thousands of nounds of capi-
tal have been invested in the trade, repre-
genting the life zavings of many peaple,
and they should reeeive some protection,
esrecially as the licensing board has been
operating and ordering them in some in-
gtances to make alterations and additions
to the value of £3.000 to £4,000. Yet in
one fell swoop, all that is to bruched away.
Under the compulsory voting provision, a
renalty of £10 1a to be imnosed for failure
to vote. This is another illustration of the
Government’s insincerity. The Minister
knows it is impoesible to eolleet such a fine.
He will have half the people of the country
in gnol, and the Government will have to
maintain them. Thus the Goverament will
be making more criminals.

Mr. A, Wansbrough: That is a poor argn-
ment,

Mr. J. . SMITH: There are many elee-
tors in the Albany electorate who. if they
were fined £10, could not pay it. The same
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thing applies to any number in my distriet,
I repeat, this is another iilustration of the
Government’s insincerity. It is eamouflage
to hoodwink the people into voting. Let us
provide that there must be a 5014 per cent.
vote tor or against prohibition. In Queens-
land I believe 82 per cent. of the people
voted at the latest elections,

[The Deputy Speaker took the Chair.]

Mr. MANN (Perth) [11.5] I wish to
gshow that the charges made regarding the
consumption of liquor in this State are not
g0 grave as has been alleged. The con-
sumption of liquor iz not having any ili-
effects upon the people. If it is desired
that the sale of liquor under existing con-
ditions should cease, some consideration
should be given to the people engaged in
the trade. There ara two points of view
from which we may approach this question,
namely, its effect industrially and its effect
socially on the people.

Hon. W. 1. Johnson: What! This votat

My, MANN: The liquor trade finds em-
ployment for some thousands of workers.

The Minister for Mines: Tbhis Bill does
not say it shall not.

Mr. MANN: And it finds hundreds of
thousands of pounds of revenue for the
development of the State.

The Premier: This is not a prohibition
Bill.

Mr. Griffiths: It is a Licensing Act
amendment, and prohibition is bound up
in it.

Mr., MANN: Are we going to say that
by the vote of one individual, thousands
of employees are to be thrown out of work,
and all the capital invested is to be
wasted ¥

Mr. Hughes: The emplioyeces do not get
comrensation now.

Mr. MANN: How will those thousands
of cmployees, who will lose their livelihood,
be absorbed?

The Minister for Lands: How will they
be absorbed if prohibition is carried on the
three-fifths majority?

Mr, MANN: Under the three-fifths pro-
vigion greater consideration will be given to
the position of these men than will be done
by a simple majority..

The Minister for Lands? How will you
provide for them? That is the question.

Mr. MANN: Under the simple majority
provison, a catch vote taken in the
stress of exeitement may reveal only one
vote in favour of prohibition, and the iasue
would he carried. If the three-ffths major-
ity was required, the question would receive
more consideration.

The Minister for Lands: That does not
provide for those who will be out of employ-
ment.

Mr. Davy: It would give some stahility.

Mr. MANN¢ The question requires more
than a simple majority to decide it.
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The Minister for L.ands: But you asked
what we were going to do to absorb the
people thrown out of work.

Mr. MAXNX: 1 asked what suggestion have
the prohibitiouists to offer for the employ-
ment of the men whe will be thrown out of
worlk,

Mr. Marshall: They could all go info the
pulpit.

Mr. MANYN: I wish the member for Mur-
¢hiron would make a start,

Mr, Davy: If he did he would not preach
prohibition,

Mr. MAXX: One of the arguments ad-
vanced in favour of prohibition is the effeet
of drink on the people, and the extent of
the crime of drunkemness. I have gone to
a little trouble to ascertain the facts, Dur-
ing the years 1920 to 1922 the average
of convietions was less than 1 per cent.;
yot we were told that the position was seri-
ous, and that the trade must be suppressed
even by a simple majority.

The Minister for Justice: Who told you
that?

Mr. MANN: The Minister, in moving the
second reading, said the question should be
gettled by a simple majority; yet less than
one per cent. of convietions for drunken-
ness were recorded during those two years.
Even that does not take into aceount the
fact that some persons were convicted on
numerons occasions, and so the number of
individnals actuaily charged with drunken-
ness was very small.

The Premier: What has that to do with
the Bill?

Mr. MANN: If it is not the important
matter it is alleged to be, why should the
Bill be rushed through in the dying hours
of the sessiont

Hon, W. D. Jobnson: It is a voting Bill.

The Premier: It is not a prohibition BIill

Mr, MAXNX: If it is not, I do not know
what it is.

The Premier: Of course it is not.

Mr. MANN: I have particulars of the
goantity of liquor consumed in this State.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I am afraid
you are going beyond the question, The
question comprises the relative merits of
the simple and three-fifths majority, and
compulsory voting, and I should like the
hon, member to keep within that.

Mr. Grifliths: T rise to a point of order.
The short title says this Act may be eited
as the Licensing Aet Awmendment Act
1924, and shall he read as one with the
Licensing Aet 1911. Ts not the member
for Perth in order in referring to those
points?

The DEPUTY SPEARER: We are not
dealing with the whole of the ramifiea-
tions of the Licensing Aet. Members must
stick to the questions dealt with in the
Bill.

Hen, Sir James Mitchell :
amend the whole of the Bill.

We could
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The DEPUTY
could not.

Mr, MANN: L shall endeavour to keep
within your ruling, but I feel I am en-
titled to point out what effect prohibition
would have if it were passed.

My, Panton: Do that on the platform.

The Minister for Justice: The same
argument would apply to the three-fifths
majority.

Mr. MANN: It bhas been alleged that a
considerable quantity of liguor is being
cousumed fo the detriment of the people.

Hon, W, D, Johwnson: On a three-fifths
majority votei

Mr, MANN: And that a bare majority
vote would have the effect of suppressing
the large sale of liquor.

Hon. W, D. Jobnson:
Bill say that?

Mr. MANN: The large quantity of
liquer consumed amounts to .39 of a gallon
per head per year, and of wine the quan-
tity ia just half a gallon per head per year.

Hon. W. I. Johnson: Would the three-
fifths majority increase it

Mr. MANN: Do members think that
with such a ‘‘great’’ consumption per
head of the people, this Bill providing for
prohibiton on the simple majority sbould
be rushed through at this hour? Should
pot this Bill receive mature considerationf
It is alleged that liquor is filling the gaols
and asyloms.

The Premier: Thig Bill does not deal
with that matter at all.

The Minister for Mines: On a point of
order, the Bill does not provide for pro-
hibition or anti-prohibition; it is merely
an amendment of the Licensing Aect.

Hon, Sir James Mitehell: The Minister
capnot make a speech.

The Minister for Mines: I am rising to
a point of order.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: What is the
point of order?

The Minister for Mines: How dare yon
get up and interrupt me?

The Premier: The Minister is entitled
to state his point of order.

The Mipister for Minea: I am entitled
to state my point of order; and after I
have stated if, the Deputy Speaker will
state it if he thinks it of any value. The
Bill is a Bill to amend the Licensing Act,
and does not preovide for prohibition or
against prohibition. It provides that a
poll shall be taken wunder certain con-
ditions.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Ta this a peint
of order?

The Minister for Mines: The Bill fur-
ther provides for a simple majority as
against a three-fifthy majority. I ought
to know where I stand with regard to this

SPEAKER: No, you

Where does the

matter better than the T.eader of the
Opposition.
Hon, S8ir James Mitchell: There is

nothing youn don’t know.
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The Minister for Mines: The point of
order is that speeches must be contined to
relevaney with regard to the discassion
of the measure,

Hon. Sir James Mitchell:
is left to the Speaker,

The Miaister for Mines: The member
for Parth is introducing arguments about
the guantity of liquor consumed and the
nomber of people who have been con-
victed—matters totally outside the ques-
tion. I suggest that in view of the fact
that the Bill deals only with certain
specific items the discussion cannot go
beyond those points.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I thought [
had made the matter clear before. I
pointed out that members were not
relevant in speaking on prokibition or
diseussing its merits or demerits, The
question before the House is the subject
matter of the Bill. There are two points
in the Bill—the question of the majority
and the question of compulsory veting. [
ask members to keep within the scope of
the Bill and not to discuss the whole ques-
tion of prohibition.

Hon, Sir James Mitehell: What was the
point of ordér, Bir{

The DEPUTY SPEAEKER: The Min-
ister for Mines asked whether the mem-
ber for Perth was in order in referring to
the consumption of alcoholic liquoers and
80 oOn.

Mr. MANN: Would I be in order in
drawing attention to the cireumstances
that a vote carried by a simple majority
will have the effect of throwing out of
work thousands of men who are in honest
employment to-day, and also throwing out
of employment thousands upon thousands
of pounds of capital? I want to know
whether those who are endeavouring to
secure a bare majority vote have con-
sidered the number of industrialists who
will thereby be thrown idle. Is wnot the
position sueh as requires very mature con-
sideration? We ‘have to consider all the
men who are employed in the growing of
bharley, hops and herse-feed, in transport
work and =o on, as well as barmen, bar-
maids, cellarmen, yardmen, glass blowers,
painfers, carpenters, paperbhangers and
manufaeturers of every description, And
then we have those employed in our vine-
yards and in the wine-making industry.
How do the prohibitionists soggest that
these people will be absorbed? Can they
suggest any industry that will utilise their
labonr? And this great revolution of in-
dustry is to be allow~d by the vote of
one individual, probably influenced by ex-
citement and who, in calmer moments, and
with more congideration would have taken
a different view of the position. It is
absolute nonsense to compare our position
with America,

That matter
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The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I do not see
anything in the Bill regarding those
matters.

Mr, MANXN: I contend that a matter of
such vaat importance should not be de-
cided by a asimple majority, but by a
substantial majority, in order that the
measure may have the people behind it,
The Australian is not the man to pe rushed
irto a position he does not desire to
oceupy.

The Minister for Mines: He won’t be.

Mr. MANN; If prohibition is carried by
a three-fifths majority there will be a
reasonable prospect of its being put into
operation, and of effect being given fo
the law; but if we endeavour to force
upon the majority of the people a law
earried by a minority we shall need to
double the police foree and to double their
pay. If probibition was carried by a
simple majority I should like to he the
proprietor of an hotel in Port Augusta,
because we should sce every train coming
from Port Augusta loaded up with liquor
to be consumed in this State,

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Orderl I ask
the hon. member to get back to the guestion.

Mr. MANN: With a three-fifths wajority
the law will have the bulk of the peopls be-
hind it, but if it is earried by a minority ——

Hon, W. D. Johnson: Why three-fifths
and not four-fifths?
Mr. MANN: The hon. member can move

to make it four-fifths if he desires atill
greater security. The three-fifths majority
has worked well up to now,

Hon. W. D. Johnson: But where has the
three-fifths majority come from?

Mr. MANN: Taking all matters into con-
siderativn und knowing what the effect of
this Bill will be and how difficult it will be
to put into operation, T must oppose the
gecond reading.

Mr. RICHARDSON (Subisco) [11.21]:
My views on the question of the simple ma-
jority or otherwise are so well known that I
need not say muoch to-might. I have been
struek, however, with the many side issues
which have been introduced into this debate.
To my way of thinking the argument has
not been directed against the simple ma-
jority, nor yet against the three-fifths ma-
jority. The argument has been based on the
fear in the minds of some members that we
are going to get prohibition, just hecause the
people will probably vote for it. T {do not
think it is reasonable for us to suppose that
anything of the sort is going to happen. We
know perfectly well that when this questiom
goes ta the country, either on simple ma-
jority or on three-fifths majority, both sides
of it will be put plainly to the people. Thus
it will become a matter for the people to
decide. Many years ago this Parliament, be-
fore the majority of us had the honounr to
be members hers, decided that the question
should he referred to the people for their
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decision. What we are debating to-night is
not a question of prohibition or non-pro-
hibition, but a question of how the vote
shall be taken. That is the whole issue as
regards the simple majority. If anyone
here can show me that his vote is worth
three-fifths of a unit whilst mine iz worth
only two-fifths, I shall be prepared to agree
that the trend of my thoughts has been in 8
wrong direction,

Mr. Davy: The same thing applies to
every question—say, amoking,

Mr., RICHARDSON: One man’s vote is
as good as another man’s, On this particu-
lar question, however, because of the fear
that prohibition may be introduced, ome
man’s vote is to be considersd worth three-
fifths of a unit and the other man’s vota
only two-fiftha. Like the member for

. Guildford (Hon. W, D, Johnson) I want
to know on what basis that ealculation has
been arrived at. The privilege of the general
elector iy being taken away by his being
asked to score three-fifths as against two-
fifths, Working on the simple majority,
however, one man is given the same voting
power as another.

Mr, Davy: Why not put the thing to the
people on the question of smoking, or of
wearing collars and ties?

Mr. RICHARDSON: That is an argu-
ment against putting the question to the
people at all.

Mr, Davy: I quite agres. It naver ought
to be put to the people.

Mr. RICHARDSON: Let me say to the
member for West Pertk (Mr. Davy) that it
has already been decided that this question
should go before the people. An honour-
able understanding to that effect was ar-
rived at in 1911, and that honourable un-
derstanding is going to be earried out, The
present question simply resolves iteelf into
whether we shall send the issue to the peo-
ple on the basis of a simple majority or a
three-fifths majority. If an agitation arises
against emoking or anything else of the
kind and the agitation is sufficiently strong
to influence members of this Honse to say
that the issue is too large for them and
must be sent to the people for their decision,
then it should be sent to the people upon a
simple majority basis.

Mr. Day: You should alter the Standmg
Orders of the House, too, then.

My, RICHARDSON: It has been said
here to-night that perhaps less than 50 per
cent. of the electors of Western Australia
may carry prohibition. It is inferred or in-
sinuated that not the whole of the electors
on the roll will vote. Why should we al-
ways pav so much attention to the people
who rtefrain from voting, because they are
not snfficiently interested to go to the poll?
Ts it right {o assume that the people whe
refrain from going to the poll are people
who would vote against prohibition? Prob-
ably those who remain away will be fifty-
fifty, for and against prohihition.
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Mr, Davy: No fear!

Mr. RICHARDSON: Thus the resnlt from
a full poll would be the same. Not one ai-
tempt has been made by those opposed to
this Bill to prove that the simple majority
is wrong or that there ever has beea an in-
stance of & referendum in connection with
which the simple majority has not been en-
forced. Therefore, I claim it ia right from
a democratic standpoint that we should
send this question to the electors for ded
cision by simple majority., I have listened
with great interest to the many side issuea
which have been introduced to cloud the
main, issue, Many men who believe in
simple majority believe in prohibition. It
is wrong to suppose that ever with a simple
majority decision we shall have prohibition.
One might just as well say that with a three-
fifths majority we are certain to get prohi-
bition. T am not going into the probabili.
tiea of prohibition bringing with it boot-
legging and liquor-running and the unem-
ployment which the member for Perth (Mr.
Mann) apoke about. This Bill is just a
question of the value of votes, and that is
the point we are discussing. I know of no
case in Australian history where any ques-
tion has been referred to the electors ex-
cept to be decided by simple majority.

Mr., Davy: Nothing has ever been sent
to the electors to be decided.

Mr. RICHARDSON: I beg to differ.
There may be a distinetion without a dif-
ference. In Australia we have had many
referendums and they have all been decided
on simple majority, Whether the referen-
dums were to give the Government certain
powers or only te give them certain instrue-
tions is a matter which does not concern me
or any member of thig House in the present
connection. Such referendums as have been
taken have heen decided by simple majority.
Let us not cloud this issue. I have made my
position c¢lear whenever I have spoken onm
this subject. Like the member for Menzies
(Mr. Panton} T have no reason to be grate-
ful to the opponents of prohibition. They
have attempted the same thing with me as
they have attempted with that hon. member,
T want to see fair play given to both aides,
and the only means by which we can do that
is to submit the question to the people on
the simple majority basis. Tf the Govern-
ment had not included compulsory voting in
the Bill T would still have voied for the
simple majority, and so far as the members
of the Government are eoncerned they are
not going to let the simple majority go by
the hoard without having a compulsory vote.
T congider apain that those who stay away
from the polling booth shonld lose their vote
and we should not give them a moment’s
consideration. If we huve a compulsary vote
the matter shonld be decided by the ma-
jority who take a suffiecfent interest in it
for or against. Something has been aaid
with regard t{o the financial side of the ques-
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tion. I am speaking from memory, but I
think that if we get prohibition the Trea:
surer will not leose any sleep over his loss.
The revenue that the State draws from the
liquor traffic amounts to between £50,000
and £60,000 as against over £600,000 ob-
tained by the Commonwealth and for which
we get no return whatever. Therefore it is
folly to talk about the loss that the State
is likely to suffer. .

Mr. Mann: And who is to absorb the
unemployed?

Mr. RICHARDSONXN: Great Scot! Here
again the member for Perth is trotting along
the supposititious problem of how to deal
with the unemployed.

The Premier: Even if prohibition were
carried with the three-fifths majority, there
would be unemployed.

Mr. RICHARDSON: That question doea
pot appeal to me. I hope that the Bill will
be carried so that we may have the poll
during the fortheoming year, Many mem-
bers have criticised the Government for
bringing the Bill in at this late hour. The
Government certainly gave their promise
that they would submit the measure at the
earliest cpportunity. The present may not
be the earliest opportunity, but it is early
enough and in sufficient time to meet the
requirements of the” poll that is to take
place,

Mr, STUBBS (Wagin) [11.34]: But for
the remarks of the previous speaker I ghould
not have spoken. 1 ghould merely have re-
corded my vote in favour of the three-fifths
majority. I was atruck during the course
of the previous speaker’s remarks by the
fact that he omitted one important point
when he said that the people who did not
go to the poll were not worthy of considera-
tion. If the hon. member had travelled
throngh the North-West in company with
other memhbers of Parliament a few years
ago, from one end of the Kimberleys to the
other, he might them have asked himself
what community of interests there were be-
tween the people of Subiaco and the people
in the North-West. No community of in-
terests whatever,  The people of Subiaco
may think there ia too much drinking going
on in Perth, and that it was {ime a halt
was made. Those people however know no-
thing about the conditions of the community
who live in the far north, and some of those
people are hundreds of miles from = polling
booth. The member for Subjace says they
should not count. Ts it becanse they happen
to be so far away?

The Premier: Those peonle will have tho
same opportunity of voting as anyone else.

Mr. STUBBS: Every Parliament during
the last I7 vears—the period that T have
been & member of this House—has endea-
voured to tinker with the lieensing laws and
eventnally it was decided that there should
be a poll in 1925. That gave the hotel-
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keepers an opportunity of knowing that
when 1925 came round, prohibition might be
carried and that there would be no com-
pensation. During the last few years there
have been altered circumstances in many of
the electorates of the State. In my own
electorate, for instance, a new distriet
sprang up a few years ago and if any hon.
member went to Lake Grace as I did on a
score of ocecasions, and saw women and
children sleeping in railway coaches and
under trees beause there was no accommeoda-
tion, he would have sympathised with those
people. T have no desire to be parochial,
but I must mention that two young men
wera induced on acecount of the existing
conditions to erect a hotel in that district
at a cost of between £10,000 and £11,000.
They undertook that work in the belief that
the existing Act would not be altered. The
member for Subiaco new defends the Bill
hefore us. Most of the people in the State
stand for the three-fifths majority and if a
vote ia taken on that majority I feel con-
vinced that prohibitien will not come into
forece. It is my intention to votc against
the Bill before us.

Me. NORTH (Claremont) [11.387: When
I was contosting the election for the Clare-
mont seat I was asked a question that I
have po doubt most hon. members were
agked with reference to the views I held
on the subjeet we are now dealing with, and
I stated then, as I say now, that T believed
in a State-wide poll, an absolute majority
and compulsery voting., T potice in the Rill
there is no satisfactory provision for in.
suring compulsory voting, and therefore T
shall be bound te oppose it because it doas
not carry out the pledge that T made to my
electors, The present law provides that a
30 per cent. majority can bring into effect
the reform by a referendum. The Bill in-
tends to po much further. Surely the Govr-
ernment are trying te make the position
stronger and more advantapeous for the
ligner reform members of the community
than is the position ta-day, but that is not
the only possibility. Admittedly there is a
risk that some thousands, or perhaps tcns
of thousands mey not vote, and I take it
that many members have no desire that
legislation should be passed on what might
be enlled a sporting ehanee.

Hon. W. D. Tohnson: And
pledged yourseif to it.

Mr, NORTH: Yes, on a State-wide poll,
an absolute majority and eompulsory vot-
ing, To-day only 30 per cent. of those an
the rtoll need vote for prehibition to hring
it ahovt, whereas im mv opinion, if the
measgure be paseed and a vote he taken on a
simple majority of the whole of the aleetors,
there will he a Tikelihned of defeating pro-
hihition. The pertinent gquestion may he
asked, how could one bring about compnl-
sory voting to ensure an absolute majority.

you have
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It is difficult to answer that, but we are not
here to answer questions of that descrip-
tion.

Hon. W. D. Johnson: Did you express an
opinion at the elections?

Mr, NORTH: Yes. For many years I
have thought that the method of voting as a
whole in this community is cumbersome,
eostly, and causes needless trouble. Tf it
is the intention of the Government to have
compulsory voting, they might arrange a
system on the turnstile prineiple and herd
people in paddocks and then tick them off
one hy one. There would thus be no spoil-
ing of ballot papers, no risk and no un-
certainty. It is necessary to safeguard the
eommunity by taking more than usual pre-
cautions in a question of this nature. We
here are attacking morals and customs and
whenever anyone attacks morals or eustoms
or anything that the community make a
practice of indulging in, there is bound to
be opposition. But when we pass laws, but
possibly by representatives of hardly 30
per cent. of the electors, we are dealing with
questions where the minority and not the
majority are being reformed. In the case
of ordinary legislation affecting only a few
delinquents, the process is simple, but when
we are attacking widespread fashion, morals
or customs, we are on more dangerous
ground. T say it is physically possible to
have compulsory voting and prevent the
spoiling of ballot papers in this particular
question by doing away with the ballot. As
the Bill is before us we are not supporting
a measure in favour of an abselute majority
at all. We are supporting a measure which
might lead fo greater abuses than is possible
under the present law.

Mr, TINDSAY (Toodyay) [11.44]: Tt is
necessary that one should not give a silent
vote on a question such as this. T have no
intention to go baek on what T stated dur-
ing the eleetion eampaign, T said that if
the majority of the people on the roll voted
in favour of prohibition I would he pre-
pared to agree. T do not say this Bill will
not give vg that. T am sorprised to hear
the statements of Ministers as to what oe-
curred in Queensland. The Honorary Min-
ister, Mr. Muonsie, atated that 97 per cent.
of the people of that State voted, and the
Minister for Mines said that 92 per cent.
had done so.

The Minister for Mines: At one election,

Mr. LINDSAY: The Commonwealth
‘“Year Book’' states that at the elections
held in May, 1915, the prineiple of com-
pulsory voting was introduced for the first
time in Australia, Of the total number of
electors enrolled at the 1923 eleections, over
82 per cent. went to the poll, Statisties re-
garding the five elections of which there is
a reeord are also given, Im 1912, without
eompulsors voting, the votes east totalled
75.52 per cent. Tn 1915, with compulsory
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voting, the votes cast totalled 88.14 per cent.
In 1918, when the next elections were held,
under compulsory voting tbe total dropped
to 80.27, and in 1922 the total dropped to
79.93. At the last elections in 1923 the
total rose to over 82 per cent. One can see
that there is still a large number of people
on the rolls who do not attempt to vote.

Mr. Chesson: But very oftem the rolls
are inflated.

Mr, LINDSAY: I am replying to the
statement of Ministers. They seem to take
Queensland for their bible.

The Minister for Mines: That does not
include uwnoprosed returns in the case of
non-contegted electiona.

Mr. LINDSAY: If there was no con-
test there would be no voting. The mem-
ber for West Perth (Mr. Davy) said that
when it came to a question of dealing with
important problems this House must have am
absolute majority of the House before a
Bill eould be deslt with. The member for
Guildford (Hon. W. D. Johnson) stated that
this is what the Bill means. There is no-
thing to say in the eompulsory voting sys-
tem in Qucensland that the majority of
the people must vote before a Bill can be
dealt with. If the Bill were amended to
provide that over 50 per cent. of the elee-
tors on the roll should votz in favour of it,
T would agree, but it does not say that now.
I think in the Labour organisations, if a
change in the constitution is required, it
must be effected by a two-thirds majority.
That is the ecase in the organisation with
which T am e¢onneeted. That iz dome to
avoid snateh votes being taken and in order
to stabilise the constitution., Prohibition is
one of the biggest things this House can
possibly deal with. Why should we not
have some stability? I¥f we are going to
have this decided on a simple majority, are
we going to provide that a simple majority
may restore licenses? Tf it is fair in one
direetion it is fair in another. I know of
no organisation whoge constitution does not
contain some provision to make it safe,
either that the voting shall he by a two-
thirds majority or by an absolute majority
of the votes, before the constilution can be
changed.

Hon. W. D. Johnson: A two-thirds major-
ity and a simple majority are two different
things.

Mr. LINDSAY: How 3id they get pro-
hibition in America, and how can they alter
the system? T believe it is necessry to have
a three-fifths majority there. If it is de-
cided to alter things there, the people shounld
he able ta do go by the same means that
the first alteration was effected. TProhibi-
tion was brought in at a eritical period dur-
ing the war, otherwise the people of Ameriea
would not have had it. Tf this Bill were
amended =0 that an absolute majority of
those on the roll are compelled to vote in
favonr of or againgt prohibition, T would
agree. We require some stability about our



|22 DEcEMBER, 1924.]

laws, particularly when such an important
alteration as this is under consideration.

[The Speaker resumed the Chair.]

Bon, W. D, JOHNSON (Guildford)
[11.50]: I should like to reply to some of
the arguments raise@ concerning this Bill
We have heard a lot about maiters that
could weil be left until the people have an
opportunity of deciding the question. The
advocates of anti-prohibition or prohibition
will then have their opportunity of deliver-
ing somme of the speethes they have delivered
to-night, and some that were not allowed to
be delivered., In regard to matters raised
by the member for West Perth (Mr. Davy)
and endorsed by the member for Toodyay
(3Mr. Lindsay), I would say that we eannot
amend anything affecting the constitution,
of vital importance in this Chamber, unless
we have an absolute majority of the mem-
bers present. That is as it should be. We
say exactly the same thing in this Bill. We
say that this is a big question end that it
should not be decided upon a cateh vote.
The reason why in our Standing Orders we
provide that all matters affecting the con-
stitution must be voted on by a majority of
membera is to prevent a catch vote upon
an important question. After we have got
a majority of members present, an absolute
majority decides the issue. We do not want
anything beyend that. All we say is there
must be a representative gathering of mem-
bers, a majority of the whole, and once
that majority is present ome vote or B
gimple majority of those voting deecides the
issue.

Mr, Lindsay: I think you are wrong.

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: Yes. We mnst
have one more than hal€ of the members in
the House, and that is a siinple majority of
the House.

Mr. E. RB. Johnston: Of those entitled to
vole.

Hon. W. D, JOHNSON: One voie wanld
decide the issue. Tn order to prevent there
being a eateh vote, we say there must be
an abgolute majority present before a gues-
tion ean be decided. We say in the Bill that,
in order that this shall not happen, com-
pulsory voting shall be insisted upon and
that every eclector shall vote. We cannot
enforee that to the extent possible in this
Chamber because we have not the power.

Mr. E. B. Johnston: You egn say that
50 per cent. of those on the roll must vote
for prohibition.

Hon. W, D, JOIINSON: Tf it were pro-
vided for in that way, people would be
allowed deliberately to stay away in order
to prevent the settlement of the issue. In
this Chamber we can enforce a decision one
way or the other, but when we leave it
withont any penalty the people will refuse
to vote, and the whole thing will go by
the board. WWhat we want is to get the
people to recognige that this is a question
belonging to them, and that it shall not be
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dealt with on a catch vote, but must be a
representative vote of the people, The mem-
ber for Claremont (Mr, North) takes up
an extraordinary attitude. It would be in-
teresting to find out how he can justify this
before his constituents. He admits that he
promised he would agree to a simple major-
ity, and a State-wide pell with compulsory
voting. When the question was submitted
to him it was done in a fashion that bad
been advocated time after time in thig
Chamber, and advocated by different can-
didates in the various constituencies, and it
was a definite plank of the political party
which the hon. member was opposing. The
candidate who stood against the hon. mem-
ber was on the platform advoeating the
gimple majority vote, a State-wide poll on
the compulsory voting basis.

Mr, North: A simple majority only.

Hon. W, D, JOHNSON: No. I know the
candidate and have heard him. TIle pro-
mised he would vote for amd support a
simple majority on this question on a State-
wide poll on the compulsory voting basis.
The hon. member said he was in favour
of that. He used the same words as the
man he defeated. While he pledged himself
to his constituents, he is trying to get out
of it by saying that the kind of ecompulsory
voting in this Bill is not the kind
he had in mind at tbe time, If the
hon. gentleman had some speeial brand
of compulgory voting, he was in honour
bound to give it to his constitu-
ents so that they might understand what he
meant. 1f the hon. member is going to
earry ont his pledge, he must stand for
exactly the same as the man he sucecssfully
opposed stood for.

Mr. North: He did not frame this Bill.

Hon. W. D. JOANSON: The Bill was
framed by the party in whose interests the
other ecandidate was contesting the elee-
tion. That candidate was pledged to ad-
voeate the same thing aa the member for
Menzies, and other membere and I advo-
cate. If the member for Claremort pledged
himself to the people to do this, then he
shonld support this Bill, I leave it to him
to decide whether or not that is so,

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: This is not
compulsory voting.

Hon, W. D. JOHNSON: The next point
is this: it is said that people have invested
their money in hotels, and did so on the un-
derstanding that a law existed providing for
a three-fifths majority and that this would
not be altered. They had no right to come
to the conclusion that it would not bhe al-
tered. The fact that the Assembly passed
that measure and deelared for a three-fifthe
majority is gufficient indication that it
might declare for something else at any
time,

The Miniater for Lands:
them 10 years previously.

Hon, W. D, JOHNSON: Undoubtedly,
The fact that the three-fifthe majority was
carried by only four votes ir this Chamber

And we gave
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was an indieation that it was not likely to
be aecepted as final. The vote that declared
for a three-fitths majority was earried by
19 to 15. It was not a representative vote
of the Chamber. There was such a small
majaority that anyone who thought seriously
of the question must come to the conelusion
that there was a likelihood of the matter
being reconsidered. Suppose that is not so,
have we not on various occasions done things
to alter the [aw in this House that have
injured people fo a greater extent than this
Bill will injure people if the vote is cast as
members say it will be cast? If these
hotels in which capital hns heen invested
ara going to be closed, are they pgoing to
suffer any more than other people have suf-
fered as the result of the action that took
from the women and children that which
they were enjoying? Take the miners on
the Kalgoorlie goldfields. They had an
award of the conrt giving them certam
wapes. A political opportunity presented
itself to so constitute and pack the court
that it deprived these men unjustly of what
they had enjoyed.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: I rise to a
point of order. No political opportunity
eame along. I object to the siatement.

Mr. Marshall: Why should you ohject?

Hon. Sir James Miteheil: T do object.
I know to what the hon. member is refer-
ring. He said that a political opportunity
eame along to pack the court for the pur-
pose of dealing with wages on the gold-
fields. This amounts to contemptible mean-
ness on the part of the hon. member, He
has reflected upon members on this side.

Mr. SPEAKER: Ts the point of order
that the hon. member reflected upon the
court or upon the Leader of the Opposi-
tion?

Hon. Sir Jamea Mitchell: The point of
order is that he reflected upon the Govern-
ment of the day.

Mr. Thomson: On the court as well as
on the indee.

Mr. SPEAKER: I ask the hon. member
to endeavour to confine himself to the Bill.

Hon. W. D, JOHNSON: I am not re-
flecting upon the Leader of the Opposition.
If he applies my remarks to himself, I do
not wigh him to do so. It is a matter for
his own judgment.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell:
statement is not truc,

Hon, W, D. JOHNSON:
stating faets.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Tt is com-
temntible meannesa on your part!

Hon. W. D, JOHNSON: T say that
when the opportunity came along for the
wages the men bad heen enjoying to be re-
duced eonsiderahly helow what they had
& right to cxpeet, that opportunity was
avatled of.

Hon. 8ir James Mitehell:
ferent.

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: When the
gtandard of living waa reduced, it meant
that the women and children, as well as the

I say your

T am merely

That is dif-
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workers, were not able to ecnjoy a reason-
able standard of comfort. lLn these eir-
cumstances we must realise the risk the
men had to run. However, it is a risk we
all have to take, and 1 see no reason why
people should not aceept the risk under the
Biil, Greater injusiices than those sug-
gested have been experienced under other
legistation. The people affected by the Bill
will, it has been stated, have their security
interfered with. If Parliament permitted
that sceurity to obtain, then that is no ar-
gument why people who allowed the bene-
fits of these investments to acecrue, should
not have the right to be heard in deciding
whether the trade should continue or not.
These arguments will have some weight
with the people when the poll is being
taken, and that will be the time for these
arguments to be advanced. There is no
doubt that all these questions will be raised
during the course of the prohibition cam-
paign. We have had references to min-
isters of religion declaring their attitude
in certain directions. Those facts will be
taken into covsideration by the people
in due course. The question is whether
there shall be an opportunity for an ex-
pression of opinion on the part of the
people as a whole. There will be no cateh
vote. The poll will be taken under the
best possible means of guaranteeing that
there shall be a representative vote., The
member for Claremont (Mr., Morth) sug-
gested putting all his electors in a pad-
doek,

Mr. North: I was speaking figuratively,
of course.

Hon, W, D, JOHNSON: That may be all
right for his constituency. He could have
the people run in through the turnstile aé
the show grounds, and get his decision
there, but that would not apply to my
electorate, for instanre, for the penple
wonld have to be driven from hoth ends
and it might not be so effectively done.
Then reference has been made to the poai-
tion in the outer areas. As it is, we go as
far as it is humanly pessible to get a
proper expression of opinion by the peopie.
Wherever compulsory voting has been
uged, it has increased the number of
people who have gone to the poll. Even
if at the ountset compulsory voting does
not prove wholly successful, the position
will improve ag time goes on. We have
eompulsory enrolment now and we have
had to face difficulties, Penalties have
had to be impozed and people have been
fined because they have not piaced their
names upon the rolla, They have been
fined £2 or more.

Hon. 8ir James Mitehell:
ever heen fined £2.

Hon. W. D. TOHNSON: The fines may
have been 28. or 55. I was referring to the
penalties provided in the Aet. Whatever
the fines may have heen, they have had
some effect. Nowadays people come to
one’s doar and ask for assistance to fill

No one has
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in the electoral ¢laim cards so as to avoid
prosecution. It is possible, therefore, that
the first prohibition vote will not be as
large as the second vote that will be
taken. I believe that if fines are imposed
upon those who do not vote, the subse-
quent vote will be much higher, I believe
we shall have to do a lot of work hefore
we get prohibition. If better arguments
cannot he advanced in favour of the three-
fifthe majority, or against prohibitien,
than have been voiced to-might, then the
way of the reformer will not be very
difficult. We can claim that the Bill is a
just one because we can produce argu-
ments to demonstrate that the simple
majority is the honest way to get an ex-
pression of public opimion, whereas the
stipulaiion for =a three-fifths majority
benefits one section of the community at
the expense of another. That is not demo-
cratic, and cannot be supported by argu-
ment, But the simple majority provision
i3 in operation in many ways, It has
been sufficiently demonstrated that it is
the only way to get a true expression
of opinion from the people., It has been
established throughout the world that the
liquor problem is ome that should be de-
cided by a vote of the people as a whole.
The Leader of the Qpposition has declared
in favour of spbmitting this question to
the people. The member for West Perth
(Mr. Davy) was pleased that the question
was to be decided by a vote of the people,
because it enabled him to say that as it
was to go before them by way of a refer-
endum, he would accept the deeision of
the people. The only question at issue
during the last election was whether the
basis upon which the vote should be taken,
should be the three-fifths majority or the
simple majority, Those advoecaiing the
simple majority were succesaful at the
polls, consequently tbe Bill has been in-
troduced. The member for Claremont, on
hie own utterances, must support the Bili,

Mr. SAMPSON (Swan) [12.10]: When
the Bill was before the House in 1922 I
supported the taking of the poll on a
thiree-fifths majority. I recognise this is
a non-party measure, and T recognise the
disinelination that the Government feel in
bringing it forward. It has been de-
layed, but it has been brought down
at last. I Ymow it will be passed hy
this Chamber, We can, however, with all
gincerity congratulate ourselves ag citizens
upon the standard of sobriety attained.
That such great progress has been made
during the past comparatively few months
in connection with Hqnor reform, is largely
due to the Licensing Aet Amendment Act
dealt with during the time the Mitehell
Government were in power. That Act has
been responsible for the improvement in
the position. Tt is unuseal nowadays to
see anyone in the street the worse for
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liguor; certainly it is mueh more unusual
than it was a few years ago, Gradually
by evelution, this bag been brought about.
Tt is the right way by which retforms must
be achieved, The Government of the day
did what was possible to amend the exist-
ing legislation and took important steps in
that direction. Provisirns were included
in the Act that have materially assisted
those who are imbued with a desire for
temperance reform. T have mo reason to
alter the opinions I held when that legis-
lation was brought in. When certain
matters of grave importamce are brought
before Parliament, an absolute majority
is required before it is possible to deal
with such problems. This measure does
not even require that 50 per cent. of the
electors shall vote, but merely reguires a
simplie majority of those voting. I do not
think the final result will be good,
Althoungh it is claimed that voting will be
compulsory, almost any excusc will suffice
for abstaining from voting, An elector
will be able to say that his horse cast a
shoe, and the excuse will be accepted. We
are already on the right path, and we shall
be well advised to continne the progress
we are making. Tn 1922 the House de-.
cided to take certain steps, yet already it
i3 proposed to reverse that decision, I
oppose the second reading.

Mre. SLEEMAN (Fremantle) [12.17}:
The Government have been accused of politi-
cal dishonesty in introdueing the Bill in
another place. I comgratulate the Govern-
ment on having done as they did. They had
an idea that it was of no use wasting hours
of discussion here, and then having the Bill
rejected in a few moments in another place.
And T am pleased that, leave having been
refused to introduce the Bill in another
place, the Government were strong enough to
introdunee it here. It hag been said that this
was not made a subject at the recent elee-
tions. Certainly T was asked many times
for my attitude on it. The member for
Nelson (Mr. J. H. 8mith) said the move-
ment had not come from the bonest section
of the community. T eay it has come from
the dinkum honest section, namely, the
workers. Tt was discussed and acreed to
at the annnal congress, delegates having been
previously instrueted how to vote upon it.

Mr. Teesdale: How did the brewery em-
ployees vote?

Mr. SLEEMAN: They were there, and
they had to abide by majority rule. Very
likely some of themn voted in faveur of it.

Myr. Teesdale: If they wanted to lose their
jobs, yes.

Mr., SLEEMAN: Other members have
told us we are interfering with the
liberty of the subject. If it comes to that,
we interfere with the liherty of the subject
every day in the week. Ewven the churches
have been brooght in, the member for West
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Perth (Mr, Davy) referring to the Anglican
Church. As a member of the .Anglican com-
munity I am not prepared to allow the
member for West Perth to speak for me
and say that my chureh is apainst it.

Mr, Mann: The leader of the church is.

AMr. SLEEMAN: Xo, he has never made
a public vtteranee on this Bill. He is op-
posed to prohibition, but that is not the Bill.
I am not a prohibitionist, and when I vote
in April next it will not be as a prohibi-
tionist. But T am democratic, and therefore
I vote for a simple majority with one vote,
one value, The Bill represents the only fair
way to denl with this business.

Mr. BROWYN' (Pingelly) [12.20): Pro-
hibition is a burning question throughout
the State because the vote is to be taken
next year. Y am not a prohibitionist. I
am like Timothy or Paul—I often take &
drop of wine for my atomaeh’s sake. But
also 1 am a democrat. When on the hust-
ings 1 was asked my opinion on the liquor
guestion I said T was not a prohibitionist,
When I was asked was I in favour of a
gimple majority I said ‘‘No, except with
compulsory voting.’’ Therefore, to be con-
sistent with my statement c¢n the hustings,
I feel it my dnty te vote for the second
reading of the Bill. Dauring my election 1
explained how compulsory voting could he
brought into effeet. T said that if we had
s gystem of voting based on the census,
searcely a voter would escape. Tt would
give a 00 to 95 per cent. vote. I on such
a poll a simple majority said they wanted
prohibition, T should agree to give it to
them, We have heard 2 cood deal from the
member for Nelsor (Mr. J. H. Smith).
‘When we have this simple wmajority poll
every man with the courage of hia convie-
tions can go forth and express them. If a
majority of the people say they want pro-
hibition, by all means let them have it. The
Bill will ensure that a majority of the peo-
ple on the rolls shall record their votes.
Howerer, T feel the "Government are con-
vineed that theére is no chance of the Bill
being passed,

Question put, and a division taken with
the following result:—

Ayes .a . .. 26
Noes - :. .. .. 18
Majority for ..o 11
AYER.
Mr. Angwin Mr, Hughes
Mr. Chesson . Mr. W. D. Johnsen
Mr. Clydesdale Mr. Kennedy
Mr. Colller Mr. Lamond
Mr. Corbny Mr, Lindany
Mr. Coverley Mr. Lutey
Mr, Cupnningham Mr. Marshall
My, Heron Mr. Me¢Callum
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AvEs—confinued.
Mr, Millington * Mr. Thormeon
Mr. Munsle Mr. Troy
Mr. Panton Mr, A, Wan brough
Mr. Richardson . Mr. Willeuek
Mr. Sleeman | Mr, Wilson
1Pciler.y
Nogs,
Mr. Barnard Slr James Mitcehetl
Mr. Davy Mr, Notth
Mr. Denton Mr, Bampson
Mv. Grifiths Mr, J. H. B8milth
Mr. E. B, Johnston Mr. Tarlor
Mr. Lindsay Mr. Teerdale
Mr. Maley Mr, Stubbs
Mr. Mann (Teller.)
Pams.

Aves. Nokes,
Mr, Lambert Mr, Angeln
Mr. Withers Mr. Letham
Mr. Holman Mr. George

Question thus passed.
Bill read a second time,

In Committee.

Me. Lutey in the Chair; the Minister for
Justice in charge of the Bill.

Clause 1—agreed to.
Clanse 2—Amendment of Seetion 100:

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I ask the
Government to insert & compulsory voting
clause that will be effcetive if they want
compulsery voting. This clause cannot pos-
sibly be cffective. Nothing will happen to
a man who does not vote,

The Premier: I do not know how we can
make it more effective.

Hon. 8ir JAMES MITCHELL: I do not
see how it could have been made less effec-
tive. Make the penalty fit the offence.

The Premier: There ia a penalty.

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: It is pro-
vided that the returning officer shall write
to the person who neglects to vote, and if
the explanation is satisfactory, there will be
no prosecution. Any excuse will do.

The Premier: Not any exeuse.

Hon. 8ir JAMES MITCHELL: If we
are to have compulsory voting, make it
effective.

The Premier: I know of no other way of
doing it.

Hon. 8ir JAMES AMITCHELL: Yon
conld not have a worse way than this. I
do not faveur compulsory voting under this
measure,

The Minister for Justice:
duty of every elector to vote.
Mr. Mann: So it is now.

The Minister for Justice: No, it is not.

Hon. 8ir JAMES MITCHOELL: Of course
it is.

The Premier: Not his legal duty.

1t will be the
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Hon, 8ir JAMES MITCHELL: If it is
to le compulsory voting, it should be made
effective.

Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON: As sooun as local
option was brought in there was no com-
pensation. But it has always becn reeog-
nised that there should be a three-fifths
majority, and the House, feeling there would
then be sufficient weight of public opinion,
agreed to the prineiple of no compensation, I
aprea that if a three-fifths majority were
accepted, there should be no eompensation,
but if we alter entirely the conditions of the
vote there should be compensation, Com-
pensation has never been urged except when
a bare majority vote is proposed. 1 do not
mind if the Government close hotels with-
ovt a referendnm, se long as they give full
and adequate compensation. I want compen-
sation provided for the employees who lose
thei, work as well as for the vignerons,
lessees, licensees and owners. I soggest an
amendment as follows:—

Add to paragraph (a) of Clause 2, the
following words:—'‘and a new proviso i3
substituted therefor as follows:—*Pro-
vided that no sueh proposal shall take ef-
feet unleas three-fifths of the votes ~iven
throughont the State bave been cast in
favour thereof, or provision has been mads
by Parliament for payment of adequate
comnensation to—(i) Every owner, lessce,
and licensee of any licensed premises
which shall become delicensed on a pro-
posal that prohibition shull ecome into
foree heing given effect to; (ii) Every
prower of grapes for the man-facture of
wine or brandy and every mauunfacturer
of wine, brandy, or beer who shall be pre-
judicially affected hv prohibition coming
into foree; and (iii) Any person em-
ploved by a grower of grapes or by an
hotelkeener, or by a mannfacturer of
wine, brandy, or beer who sghall snffer
pecuniary loss owing to being deprived
of emplovment as the result of anch a pro-
posal heing brounght into operation.’ *?

If a three-fifths majority is east for pro-
hibition there would be no comnensation at
all. Tt is important that that should be up-
derstoed. If the majority is less than three-
fifths, then effect shouvld not be given to the
poll until provision had bheen made by Par-
tiament for the payment of adequate com-
pensation to the whole of those concerned in
the liquor trade. This is entirely logical.
We have said we would have prohibition on
the three-fifths majority. That was put
into the law in 1911 and remewed in the
measure of two years ago. When subse-
quently the Government said that certamn
hotels shenld be closed by a hoard irrespee-
tive of the voting, compenzation was pro-
vided payable by the trade. Tt is interest-
ing to recall that on the Kalgoorlie gold-
fields a record for Australin was established
in that 29 hotels were closed in one day by
this excetlent board.

(98]
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The Premier: Why have you made no
provision for compensatior for the girls em-
ployed in hotelst

Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON: Any person em-
ployed is to receive compensation,

The Premier: 1 thought you had over-
looked the girls.

Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON: No ane has been
overlocked. The whole of the people who
have been robbed of their employment have
been included. I admit that compensation
should be provided by the trade. That is
the ideal system, and if this Government
woull gmive sufficient time for the trade to
provide compensation I should be guite sat-
isfied. That is fhe jrimeiple now adopted
in the closirg of hotels by the licensing
board.

Mr. Hrghes: Why did not you try to
include the employces in the compensation
provisions on the last accasion?

Mr. E. B. JOERSTON: They should
have been included. I have always favoured
complete compensation for those afected by
arbitrary laws of this kind. This House has
realised that if any deporture is to be made
from the three-fifthe majority, there should
be compensation, The hoard have been given
the power to close hatels wherever considered
desirable, cven in distriets where continn-
ance has been carried. All of the 20 Kal-
goorlie licensees whose hotels were closed
have been fully compensated out of funds
provided by the trade. If the Goveroment
depart from thbe law that has been recou-
nised for so many years, the people who
vote for this drastic alteration shonld be
prepared to gee that full and adequate com-
penaation is paid.

The CHAIRMAN: The proposed amend-
ment geems contradietory, and T think it im-
poses a charge on the revenue.

My, E. B, JOHNSTON: There is no
charge.

The Minister for Justice: Who will pay
compensation?

Mr, E. B, JOHNSTQON: Ths Govern-
ment.

The Premier: Then you will want a mes-
sape.

The CHATRMAN: 1T thipk the amend-
ment is out of order.

Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON: If you intend
to rule that way when T move the amend-
ment, 1 shall Fave to diesent from;, your
ruelinge,

Mr, J. H. SMITH: T trust the Premier
and the Minister for Justice will be reason-
able as regards the reduction of the ma-
jority, Two-thirds would be a fair thing. I
move an amendment—

That in paragraph (a), line 1, *‘a ma-
jority’* be struck out, and ‘‘two-thirds’’
ingerted in leu.

The MINISTER POR JUSTICE: I shall
not accept the amendment, because the Bill
has been introduced for a ecertain purpose,
from which the amendment departs.
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Mr. J. H. Smith: Tweo-thirds would be
meeting you half way,
The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: I ean-

not accept the amendment.

Amendment put, and a division taken
with the following result:—

Ayes . . .. 14
Noes .- . .. 25
Majority against B
AYEB.
Mr. Baroard Bir James Mitchell
Mr. Davy Mr. Nortb
Mr, Denton Mr, Sampson
Mr. Grifiths Mr. J. H. Smith
Mr. E. B. Johnston Mr. Taylor
Mr. Masley Mr. Teesdale
Mr, Mann Mr. Stubbs
(Teler.)
NoEa.
Mr. Angwin Mr. Lindsay
Mr, Brown Mr, Marshall
Mr. Chesron Mr. McCallum
Mr. Clydesdale Mr., Milllngton
Mr. Colller Mr, Munsie
Mr. Corbeoy Mr., Panton
Mr, Coverley Mr. Richardeon
Mr. Cunningbam Mr. Sleeman
Mr, Heron Mr. Troy
Mr. Hughes Mr. A. Wapsbrough
Mr. W, D. Johnson Mr. Willcock
Mr. Kenpedy Mr, Wilson
Mr. Lamond {Teller.)
Parms.
AYES, ! NOER.
Mr. Angelo Mr. Lambert
Mr. George Mr. Holman
Mr. Latham Mr. Withers

Amendment thus megatived.

Mr. DAVY: I understand the Govern-
ment: desire this question to be decided by a
gimple majority of the people of Western
Australia, and accordingly I move zn amend-
nent—

That in poragraph (o) after ‘'‘a
majority,”’ in line I, there be inserted
fYof the total number of persons entitied
to be enrolled for the Lepislative As-
sembly.'!

If less than a majority, not of the people
who happen to go to the poll, but of the
people in the State—

The Minister for Lands: How ecan you
find that outY The Commonwealth ecan’t.
Your leader has been at the Commonwealth
authorities about that for years. Be a little
bit eensible!

Mr. DAVY: Is it gensible to put on our
statute-book a law under which fewer than
a majority of the people who live here and
pay taxes and have the right to vote will
be enabled to dominate the private lives and
personal habits of the whole community?
The peorle on the roll do not neeessarily re-
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present the people who ought to be on the
toll. Frequently the rolls are a screaming
farce, and yet the Bill proposes that the
question of prohibition shall be decided on
those rolls! If we carry prohibition, unless
there is an overwhelming majority we shall
require a number of persons to enforce the
law, such g number in fact that we shall
not be able to afford. We may alsc expect
to have a nomber of decent and reputable
citizens against this particolar law and
their conscience will not priek them when
they break it.

Hon, W. D. Johnson: You should not say
that.

Mr, DAVY: I do say it.

Hon. W, D. Johnson: If I broke the law
would you agree with my action?

Mr. DAVY: No, but there are certain
limjtations, and we cannot enforce a law
that is not believed in by a majority of the
people,

Mr. HUGHES: The hon. member prac-
tically says ¢‘If there are enough of yom,
disobey the law,’’

Mr. Davy: Did I say that?

The CHAIRMAN: I did mnot hear the
hon. member say it.

Mr, HUGHES: Well, I heard it.

Mr. Davy: Nothing of the kind.

Mr. HUGHES: The hon. member said
that unless there was a sufficient majority,
there would be no chance of enforeing the
law. The Leader of the Opposition alse
said that if the majority was not favourable
to the Bill it would not be possible to en-
force it. ¥or hundreds of years minorities
have been forcing their will on the ma-
jorities.

Mr. Davy: That is what is called tyranny.

Mr. HUGHES: That is what we find in
our own State, and that the majorities sub-
mit to it, If the doctrine laid down by our
ultra-radical friends opposite is adopted, un.

-less we have an absolute majority at the

poll, the people will not obey the law.

Mr, North: That is when you are attack-
ing customs.

Mr, HUGHES: We are always attacking
customs when we pass laws. If no Bill
can be passed except by an absolute major-
ity, Parliament will become a farce. A re-
presentative in Parliament can only repre-
sent those who record their votes at the poll

Mr. Mann: Are you suggesting that the
Government have not a majority of the
people behind them?

Mr. HUGHES: They have behind them
a big majority of the people wha went to
the joll, but I doubt whether they have
an aksolute majority of the people enrolled
who voted for them at the last elections.
Not more than 63 per cent., T think, of the
people went to the poll. T do not think any
Government can say they have had 51 per
cent, of the total number of the electors
enrolled voting for them. The amendment
would nullify the elause. How ean we find
out who is entitled to be enrolled for the
Legislative Assembly? The Opposition say,
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““If you have a majority, do not obey the
law,’”

Mr. Taylor: You, Mr. Chairman, have al-
ready told the hon. member that that state-
ment was not made, but he is repeating it.

The CHAIRMAN: I said I did not hear
the statement. The member for East Perth
is, at all events, repeating himself.

Mr. HUGHES: The member for Nortkam
sgid that if a majority is not in favour of
the Bill it cannot be enforced. That is an
open invitation meaning, ‘‘If you have a
majority, do not obey the law.’’ If that
had eome from this side of the House there
would have been a scream of protest. The
members opposite now have the cheek {o say
the Government are imsincere,

Mr, NORTH: I support the amendment.
The Government are always dependent upon
a8 majority of the people.

Mr., J. H. SMITH: The amendment is
fair, reasonable, and impartial., It only ap-
plies to those who are entitied to vote
on the referendum. The onus is upon
the Minister to see that those who
are entitled to vote do so, if there is
to ke compulsion. There is a ery from one
end of the State to the other as to the
stuffing of the rolls and their impurity, and
as to the unmber of dead men whose names
appear upon them.

The Minisler for Lunds: There are not
many of those now.

Mr. J. H. SMITH: The Minister for
Lands once said he had put 1,200 names
on the roll and taken a great many off. On
a big question like this it is necessary that
this amendment should be carried. We want
a proper consensus of opinion on this sub-
jeet, and every one in the State entitled to
be on the roll must be enrolled.

Mr. FHughes: I think you have the wind
up.

Mr. J. H. SMITH: T take all knocks as
they come. We only want to ke fair and
reasonahle.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: I do
not propose to aceept the amendment, for it
is impracticable. There i8 ne method
whereby we can ascertain those persons in
the State who are entitled to be put on the
roll,

Mr. Griffiths: What about enforcing the
Compnlsery Enrolment Aet?

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: We
pasz a law and we expect people to live up to
it. If they do not obey, in some instanees
we nroseerte.

Mr. J. H. Smith: How many prosecn-
tiona have von had since the last elections?

Mr., Lavy: None.

The MINISTER FOR JURTICE: There
hava heen some in regard to nom-cnrolment,
and there mav te others in the future.

Mr. DAVY: The Mirister’s arguments
are agsinst the whole Bill. He said it is
impassible to carrv a law into effeet sush
as wonld he introduced by my amendment.
AN my amendment ensures is that prohihi-
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tion shall not be carried unless there is n
real majority of people entitled to vote in
favour of it.

The Minister for Justice: We passed a
Jaw compelling people to enroll.

Mr. DAVY: Members opposite passed the
law compelling people to get on the roll,

The Minister for Lands: Your erowd
brought in compulsory earolment,

Mr. DAVY: I have always been strongly
opposed to compulsery voting, because 1
think it is a farcieal and ridiculovs thing.
I wag strongly opposed to the Bill for com-
pulsory voting ihat was introduced in the
Couneil,

The Minister for Lands:
compulsory enrolment.

Mr, DAVY: T do not know anything
about that. I know that.when one is seek-
ing election one finds that the rolls are just
a3 impure as before compulsery enrolment
was enaeted.

The Minister for Justice: That is not so
at all.

Mr. DAVY: My agents put on 500 votes
in the West Perth constituency and my op-
ponents put ou another 500, The member
for Canning put on 1,100 in the short time
available in his clectorate. That shows
the value of eompulsorv enroliment. T know
of half a dozen persons whose names appear
on the West Perth roll twice, onge in their
unmarried names, and the second time in
their married names. If that happens in
one electorate, how much greater will be the
defeet when the whole State is concerned?

The Minister for Justice: Therefore T say
that your amendment is inwpracticable.

Mr. DAVY: Then it shows how utterly
impracticable it is to suggest compulsory
voting at all. We are told that this decision
ghould be arrived at by a majority of
the people. The reference was not to the
people on the rolls, but to the men and
women entitled to be enrolted. The Bill
doer not provide for that.

The Minister for Justice: It provides for
the machinery where possible.

Mr. DAVY: And everyone knows it will
not assnre any such result.

The Minister for Lands: You know that
everything is not perfect.

Mr. DAVY: When one half of the people
endeavovr to make eriminal an offence which
was not anch before the vote, how can it be
expected that the law will he enforeed? If
my amendment ecannot be given effect to,
then there is a grave and serious risk that
the leciglation may cause that which ig quite
proper to-day to be improper to-morrow,

Amendment put, and & division taken
with the following result:—

I referred to

Ayes
Noes

IS

Majority against
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AYKs. Noxs.
Mr. Barnard Mr. Mano Mr. Angwin Mr. Millington
Mr, Brawn 8ir James Mitehell Mr. Chessno Mr. Munsio
Mr. Davy Mr. Bampson Mr. Colller Mr. Panton
Mr. Denton Mr. J. H. Smith Mr. Coverley Mr. Richardsan
Mr. Grifiths Mr. Stubbe sr. Cunoiughnm Mr. Sleeman
Mr. E. B. Johbston Mr. Taylor Mr. Heron Mr. Troy
Mr. Lindsay Mr. Tessdale Mr. Hughes Mr, A Wsansbrough
Mr. Maley Mr. North Mr. W. D. Johnson Mr. Willcock
(Teller.) Mr. Kennedy Mr, Wilson
Mr. Lamond Mr. Corboy
Mr. Marshall {Teiler.)
Nons, Mr, MeCallum
Mr. Angwin Mr, Marshall
:: gohli:ls:on nl:vII:'. 1\X:{itl:;'_:n:::::Ifl PAIES.
. T F. 1; 1+ ]
Mr. Corboy Mr. Mupzle M AY!E 8 N::sl.
Mr. Coverley Mr. Panton r. Acgalo Mr. Lamber
Mr. Cunningham Mr. Richardson 1::‘ G“:“ M. Hf’:mnn
Mr, Heron Mr. Gleeman t. Latham Mr. Withers
Mr. Hughes Mr. Troy Amendment thus negatived.
Mr. W. D. Johnson Mr. A. Wansbrough
Mr. Kennedy Mr. Willeock Mr. E. B, JOHNSTON: I gathered from
Mr, Lamond Mr, Wilson your remarks that on a cursory glance at
(Teller.) my proposed amendment you deemed it to
be out of order. If you will look at it
Pains. more carefully, I think you will find it is
AvEB. NoOEB. in order. It does mot impose any chargy
Mr. Abgelo Mr. Lambert at all, It only luys down conditions under
Mr. Qeorge Mr. Holman which the proposed alteration shall take
Mr. Latham Mr. Withers place, and other conditions under which,

Amendment thos negatived.

Mr., MANN: I move an smendment—

That after ‘‘majority’’ in ling 3, the
following words be added, '‘of the per-
sons entitled to vote by reason of their
names being on the ro'ls at the dats the
poll is taken.'”

That is n reasonable proposition because it
eannot be conlended that it will not be pos-
gible to know who will have the right to
vote. The names will appear on the roll
This amendment does not go so far as that
of the member for West Porth, whose
amendment referred to persons entitled to
have their names on the rolls.

Amendment put, and a division taken
with the following reault:—

Ayes 16
Noes 22
Majority against .. 6
AYEa.
Mr. Barnard ' Sir James Mitchell
Mr. Brown l Mr. Sampson
Mr. Dary Mr. J. H. Smith
Mr, Denton Mr. Stubbs
Mr. Grifiths Mr. Tarlor
Mr. E. B. Jobnston Mr. Teesdale
Mr. Lindsay Mr. North
Mr. Maley (Teller.)

Mr. Mann

if the majority be smaller than three-fifths,
it shall have no effect until compensation
is provided. The Goverament wounld have
to bring down a sepurate Bill, just as in
respect of the taxation measures, one of
which supplies the machinery while the
other prescribes the tax. T move an amend-
ment—

Add to paragraph {a) the words fol-
lowing: “‘and a new provise s substi-
tuted therefor as follows: *Provided that
no such proposal shall take effect unless
three-fifths of the vates given ihroughout
the State hare been cast in foavour there-
of or provision has beea made by Parlia-
ment for payment of adequaie compéensa-
tion to (1) every owner, lessee and licensee
of any licensed premises which shall be-
come delicensed on a proposal that prohi-
bition shall come into force lLetng given
effect to; (3) every grower of grapes
for the manufacture of wine or brandy
and ¢very manufacturer of. wine, brandy
or beer who shall be prejudicially affected
by prohibition coming inte force; and
(8) any person employed by a grower of
grapes or by an hotelkeeper or by o
manitfacturer of wine, brandy or beer
who shall suffer pecuniary loss owing o
being deprived of employment as the re-
sult of such a proposal being brought into
operation.’ *’

The CHAIRMAN: The amendment
seems to me to make a charge on the
people, and so I rule it out of order.

Digsent from Chairman’s Ruling.
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Mr. E. B. Johnston: I am sorry, Sir, but
I move—

That your ruling be disagreed with.

The Premier: Why disseni? The amend-
ment is clearly out of order.

[The Speaker resumed the Chair.)

The Chairman reported the diesent.

Mr. Speaker: Does the hon. member
wish to say anything?

Mr. E. B, Johnston : This amendment
does not impose any charge at all. It only
lays down the conditions under which the
poll to be taken shall be operative. [t
says that if a three-fifths majority for
prohibition be achieved, then the existing
law shall be maintained and there shall
be no compensation at all. It says that if
a smaller majority be achieved, adequate
provision shall be made for compensation
before the poll takes effect., If the tax-
ing measure be not introduced as a
separate Bill, the amendment gimply
means that the poll does not take effect.
The amendment does not make it neces-
sary for the Government to impogse any
charge on the people,

Mr. Speaker: The Bilt amends the ex-
isting Licensing Aet in certain particulars.
Those particulars are the substitution of
a simple majority for =a three-fifths
majority, and the institotion of eompul-
scry voting. It has no relation to com-
pensation. Consequently the amendment
i8 out of order in that respcet. Tt is
inconsistent. It provides eventualities
upon the three-fifths majority which
are not contcmplated under any circum-
stances in the Aet itself. The amendment
furthermore makes it obligatory to pursue
this legislation with a Bill for compepsa-
tion to be provided out of the public
funds. Therefore it places a burden on
the public and so I uphold the Chairman’s
ruling.

Committee Resumed.
Clanse put and passed.
Clause 3—agreed to.

Titla—agreed to.

Bill reported without amendment and
the report adopted.

Third Ecading.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS (Hon.
J. C. Willcock—Geraldton) [2.0]: T move—
That the Bill be now read a third tims.

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

Ayves . . .. .. 24
Noes . v A .. 18
Majority for .. .. 8

AYes,
Mr. Angwin Mr. Marshall
Mr. Chesson Mr. McCallum
Mr. Clydesdale Mr. Millington
Mr. Colller Mr. Munesie
Mr. Corboy Mr. Panton
Mr. Coverley Mr, Richardson
Mr. Cunninghsam Mr. Bleeman
Mr. Heron Mr. Troy
Mr. Hughes Mr. A. Wansbrough
Mr. W, D, Johnson Mr. Willcock
Mr. Kennedy Mr. Wilson
Mr. Lamond | (Teller.)
Mr. Lutey
Noga.
Mr. Barnard Mr. Mann
Mr. Brown Bir James Mitchell
Mr. Davy . Mr. North
Mr. Denton Mr. SBampson
Mr, Grifiths Mr. J. H. Smijth
Mr. E. B. Johnston Mr, Taylor
Mr. Lindsay Mr. Teesdale
Mr. Maley Mr, Stubbs
(Tellor.)
Pairg.
AYES, Nogs,
Mr. Lambert Mr. Angelo
Mr. Holmon Mr. George
Mr, Latham Mr, Withers

Question thus passed.

Bill read a third time and transmitted
to the Counecil.

BILL—LAND TAX AND INCOME TAX.
Council’'s Bequest for Conference.

Message from the Council received and
read requesting a conference on the Land
Tax and Income Tax Bill and intimating
that if the reguest were agreed to, the
mapagers for the Council would be the
Colonial Secretary, Hon. J. Ewing, and
Hon. A. Lovekin,

Mr. Taylor: No chanee of getting that
conference,

On motion by the Premier, considera-
tion of the Alessage was made an Order
of the Day for the next sitting of the
House. :

BILL—TREASURY BONDS
DEFICIENCY,

Returned from the
amendment.

Council without

ADJOURNMENT-—CLOSE OF SESSION.

The PREMIER (Hon. P. Collier—Boul-
der} [2.5]: T move—

That the House at its rising odjourn
till 11 a.m, to-day.

Quaestion put and passed.

House adjourned at £.6 a.m. (Tuesday).



