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of the Statutes Compilation Act. it
would be well when the Standing Orders
Comsmittee meet again that Standing
Orders to meet the case should be drawn
lip. I have very much pleasure in sup-
porting the Bill, and am glad to see that
the Statutes Compilation Act, which has
been allowed to stand somewhat in abey-
:1JV iji Li-t last beeii lJonhlit inltoI opera-
tion.

lion. D. Gl. GAWLER (Metropolitan-
Suburban):- Considering the circumn-
stances under which this Bill has been
introduced T should like to have seen
copies of the Statutes Compilation Act
put before members. I knew there was
such an Act in existence but I had not-
looked it up, and should have liked to
study its provisions before this 1i3l was
introduced. In this case the Bill is merely
one of putting in clauses where they are
r'; be iserted, and the strildung out tof
those which are unnecessary. I take it
that members can be satisfied with the
Attorney General's certificate. I should
like the Colonial Secretary in a future

(--pof this kind toi di~trihute copies of
the Compilation Act among members.

The Colonial Secretary-: Why should
thnis be done any more t han distributing'!
niky other Acts!' The Bill ha-; been on the
'Notice Paper for a fortnight.

lion. 1). G. CIAWLER: This is the first
111m11 1v Ilk. lit%. t ipuJilal-olI Act 113'4

been brought into force, and it would
have been a good thing if copies had been
provided for members so that we could
see that all the formalities had been ful-
filled.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY (in
reply) : I did not think it necessary to
distribute copies of the Compilation Act
any more than I would distribute copies
of any other Act members were asked to
amend. Thtere is a set of the Statutes on
the Table for the use of members if they
desire to look up any Act, and this Bill
has heen on the Table for quite a fort-
nig-ht. The measure has not been brought
oin nnawraics; members hare had full time
to look up the Compilation Act of 1905
if they so desired. If I thought members
wished it, I would have got a number of

loose copies of the Act from the Govern-
nment Printer and hed them distributed.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

793 cornmittee.
Bill passed through Committee without

diebate. rep~orted without amendment, and
the report adopted.

House adjourned at 8.50 p.m.

legislative E~s0Cmbip,
'Wednesday, 26th October, 1910.
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Thu. DEPUTY SPEAKER -took -the
('hair at 4.30 p.m., and read prayers.

PAPERS PRESENTED.
By the Minister for Works: 1, Esti-

mates and Tenders for various Public
Works, return (ordered on motion by
Mr. Ileitmaun). 2, Plan of the pro-
poscvd Railway from Katanning- to Shan-
rion's Soak. 3, Plan of the proposed
Railway from Dumblrynpng to M1oulyin-
ning.

By the Premier: 1, Report by the Snp-
erinltendentt of the Labour Bureau to 30th
.Tlme, 1.910. 2, By-laws of the mutnici-
pality of Perth.

QUESTIONS (3)-LAND SELEC-
TIONS.

litr, Osborn's -Applications.
Mr. PRICE 4 for Mfr. Johnson) asked

the Minister for Lands: 1, Did Mr.
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Osborn apply to amend his application
from Geetarning to Kumminia? or 2,
Did lie forfeit Gkeebarning tand submit
fresh applications for Kilruminin? 3, If
the latter, did he forfeit the application
inoney' paid on the Geetarning blocks
secured by him?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS r'e-
plied: 1, No. 2, Mr. Osborn asked to
have his money transferred from Gee-
turning to Nunadjin about the 9th Au-

gust, 1910, but he was unsuccessful be-
fore the land board in his application
for this land. Before the board sat, Mr.
Osborn applied for blocks at Kuinminin,
and lodged fresh application fees. 3,
The feesi paid on -the Geetarning land
have been refunded.

Mr. Wilkie's Holding.

Mr. COLLIER asked the Minister for
Lands: 1, Did MT. Johln Wilkie acquire
blocks Nos. 6470/56 and 6471/56 con-
trary to Section 23 of "The Laud Act
Amendment Act of 1906"? 2, Did Mr.
Wilie make a sworn declaration that lie
was qualified to hold the land in ques-
tion? 3, Was the declaration correct?
4, Did'the Under Secretary for Lands in-
form Mr. Wilkie by letter that he had
illegally acquired the lands? 5, Did he
also point out to Mr. Wilkie that by
transferring so many of his other hold-
ings as would reduce his total area to the
limit prescribed by the Lands Act he
would be enabled to hold these blocks?
6, Does the Minister approve of the per-
manent head of his department advising
large landholders of methods by which
they may retain possession of lands il-
legally obtained? 7, Has the land been
forfeited, and if not, does M\r. Wilkie
still hold the lands so acquired?

The MINISTER FOR LAXDS re-
plied: 1, Yes. 2, Yes. 3, No. 4, Yes.
5, He informed 'Mr. Wilkie that he must
either surrender 4hese two blocks to the
Crown or transfer some of his other hold-
ings. (Mr. Wilkie subsequently trans-
ferred .5,000 acres.) 6, No; but the de-
partment was satisfied that these applica-
tions were made in error and under the
circumstances the action taken was justi-
flbe. 7, The land has not been for-

feited, but was transferred to Mr. C: E.
Slee on 3vd June, 1909.

Mr. Robins's Holding.
Mr. SCADDAR asked the Minister for

Lands: 1, What is the -total area held by
WV. H. Robins and his wife under condi-
tional purchase, either by original appli-
cation in thieir own names, or by transfer
from others? 2, Does it contain any land
granted as homestead areas, and if so,
how much? 3, Where are the holdings
of each situated

The MINISTER FOR LANDS re-
plied: 1, 3,418 acres. This area was ac-
quired by the parties before they were
married, ndr the then existing Act.
2, No. 3, In the Avon district, east of
Beverley.

QUFSTJON-LATIN PHRASES IN
REPORT.

Mr. SCADDAN (for Mr. Underwood)
asked the Minister for Education: See-
ing that a large majority of the members
of this House do not understand Latin,
will he have tile Latin words and phrases
in the University Commuission's report
translated into English?

The 'MINISTER FOR EDUCATION
replied: Yes, if the hon. member will
supply a list of the words and phrases
which he desires translated.

BILL-AGRICULTURAL BANK
ACT AMENDMENT. I

Read a third time and. transmitted
to the Legislative Council.

BILL-WORKERS' COMPENSATION
ACT AMENDMENT.

In Cowmitee.
Mr. Brown in the Chair ; Mr. Hudson

in charge of the Bill.
Clause 1-agreed to.
Clause 2-Amendment of 1 andy 2

Edwd. VII., No. 5, Section 2: /

M~r. DRAPER opposed the clause.
This clause contained the principle of
the Bill. The first paragraph provided
that the definitions " engineering work "
and "factory" should be struck out,
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but this was really consequential on
the adoption of the paragraphs im-
mediately following defining "injury"
and "worker." The clause extended
the meaning of 'injury " to include
injury to health or toss of life through
diseases mentioned in the schedule or
in any proclamiation under the Act,
the schedule specifically mentioning the
disease known generally as miners'
complaint and also poisoning due to the
inhalation of gases. The member for
Dundas in introducing a Bill of this
kind, beyond informing members there
was an Act in force in England which
made provision for loss occasioned to
a worker by reason of certain diseases
mentioned therein, should have advanced
arguments why the definition of " injury "
should be extended in this way. There
wa3 no provision in any existing Act
ini the Australian States or in New
Zealand which corresponded to this,
and in the Act9 of the Canadian Pro-
vinces no provision of this nature could
be found.

Mr. Scaddan :That is no argument
_t-'inst it.

Air. DRAPER: Quite so, but when
an innovation of a somewhat startling
character was put forward, and when
it was found necessary within nine
months after passing a similar pro-
vision in New Zealand to repeal it,
members were entitled to have evidence
put before them to clearly prove the
innovation was desirable in the interests
of the community as a whole. The
evidence from both sides, employers
and workers, practically concurred that
the Bill in its present form was un-
workable, that the employer could not
protect himself by insurance, and that,
although there was serious reason for
protecting miners from the consequences
of this disease, yet that remedy was
not found in the Bill but was something
that could be better dealt with by
State insurance. In considering this
disease we had to bear in mind that
every mining company was not a wealthy
corporation, but that there were many
companies carrying on a struggling
existence, and that there were many
miners, although employing others under

them, wh3 weare possibly making a bare
living yet we sought to impose upon
them the duty of insuring and increasing
their presnt rates of insurance by about
150 par cant.

Mr. Collier: A wvitnesi said .50 per cent.
Air. DRAPER: In hii evidenc Mr-.

Black stated that the premium would
amount to 150 per cent.

Mr. Collier;: Mr. Hamiltin said 3$)
per cent.

Mr. DRAPER: The p~oint that
should be made was that there would
be a substantial increase over the rates
of insurance which employers would
be able to beam. Mr. Sullivan, in g-iving-
evidence, said that it was the experience
in New Zealand that the insuranco
companies refused to issue policies cover-
ing the disease mentioned in the Bill.
Further on the same witness said that
if the disease was included the employcee
could not be in-ed. Then, in answer
to a further question, he represented
that companies in New Zealand absolutely
declined to issue a policy covering thi4
disease, and that the Government the-:.'
were going to cover, but the miner-.
declined to undergo an examination.
Mr. 'Murray also gave evidence which
put the position of New Zealand very'
clearly. The Committee shouild reniem-
ber that both Mir. Sullivan and Mr.
Murray' were not witnesses who were
likely to give incorrect information,
because they were totally uninterested;
if anything their evidence was against
their own interests, because it naturally
would be to their interests that everyone
should be brought under the Bill. The
statements of the witnesses, therefore,
were undoubtedly worthy of a great
deal of consideration at the hands of
the Committee. In reply to a ques-
tion as to his opinion of Clause
7, Me. Murray wvent on to explain
the matter in detail, and gave
the position as it was in New Zealand
in January, 1909. by submitting an
extract from the Austraaion Insurance
and Bonkino Record.

Mr. HUTDSON: On a point of order;
the Bill having passed its second reading,
and the principles of the Bill having
been accepted, the member for Wast.
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Perth was now again dealing with the
principle involved in the Bill. The
hon. member had no right to continue
in that direction ;moreover he was
dealing with Clause 7, while the Com-
mittee were considering Clause 2.

The CHAIRMAN: The hon. member
was keeping within the rules.

Mr. Scaddan: A perusal of the copy
of the evidence would show that the
member for West Perth was dealing
Vith Clause 7.

The CHAIRMAN: Clause 2, which the
hon. member for West Perth was
speaking on, dealt with diseases.

Mr. Scaddan: Clause 2 deals with
interpretation.

Air. DRAPER: The mine owners
were quite agreeable to bear the extra
insurance, provided that they could
get insured with the companies, but the
insurance companies insisted before grant-
ing policies that the miners themselves
should undergo medical examination.
The miners refused to do that, and
consequently the mine owners were
unable to insure. If one looked at the
evidence closely it would be found
that one of the witnesses spoke of it as
being derogatory to a man to have to
undergo medical examination, while other
witnesses spoke of the impossibility of
examining men who were changing
their occupation from time to time.
It was obvious from the evidence called
that it would be practically impossible
to trace these men and maintain a proper
supervision as to what they were or
had been suffering from. Further than
that the mine owners, in whose employ-
went a man had become incapacitated,
were responsible to the worker no matter
whether the disease had arisen in their
employment or not. There were three
things which would have to be considered:
firstly, the value of the medical evidence
or the amount of reliance that could
be placed upon it, secondly the pro-
bability of any man who thought he
was affected with disease submitting
to medical examination, and thirdly
that even if we could Zet that, it would
be practic-lly impossible for the mine
owners to have recourse upon those
in whose employment the disease was

contracted, because it would be necessary
to prove that the disease was con-
tracted in the employment of that
other person.

Mr. Hudson :We do not knjow that
on this clause. Surely the hon. member
is out of order.

The CHAIRMAN : I think the hon.
member is in order.

Mr. DRAPER : In the evidence it
would be found that Dr. Cumpston
pointed out that miners' complaint was
not contagious, and he drew a dis-
tinctian between what was known as
miners' complaint and tuberculosis. Ac-
cording to Dr. Cwnpston tuberculosis
was contagious, whilst miners' complaint
was not. The miners themselves in
their evidence had declared that the
disease was caused by dust and that
the dust was preventable by ventilation
or by water jets. If the disease was
preventable and could be remedied
then there wvas no necessity whatever
for including it in the definition of the
word " injury," because it was a matter
for which Parliament had already pro-
vided in the Mines Regulation Act.
The whole subject could be dealt with
in the Mines Regulation Act. He would
ask that the member for Murchison
be made to withdraw his remark. ,

The CHAIRMAN: I did not hear it.
Mr. DRAPER: The hon. member had

made a series of offensive remarks, the
general insinuation being that when
he (Mr. Draper), moved for the appoint-
itent of the select committee he had
been impelled by ulterior motives-had
in fact been briefed to do so.

Mr. BATH: As a matter of fact the
member for Claremont had remarked,
" Try to learn as much," whereupon the
member for Murchison had further
remarked, " Try to earn as much."
Nothing whatever had been said of any-
body being briefed.

The CHAIRMAN: Members would
have to refrain from interjecting so
frequently.

Mr. DRAPER: Mr. Watson, the
secretary of the A.W.A., in his evict ice
before the committee had earn - ly
admitted that he did not know how the
Bill was going to work. Could any
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stronger evidence be wanted to show
that with the inclusion of diseases
mn the schedule the Bill would be un-
workable ? Mr. Salmon and other wit-
nesses had confirmed this view, pointing
to the fact that the employer could not
be protected. The only actual guide
the Committee had was the experience of
New Zealand, where the section relating
to the disease had been repealed nine
months after its passing. It was mn-
fortunate that the definition inserted
by the member for Dundas went as far
as it did, seeing that many p imbers
of the Houtse would be prer red to
extend the Workers' Compensation Act
to a number of employees who were not
included in it at the present time. The
definition was almost entirely the same
as that in the English Act. There
were certain exceptions in the English
Act which were not in~cluded in the Bill.

Mr. Hudson: W at are they ?
Mr. DRAPER: 'Outworkers" was

one. There was niot one State in the
British dominions which had adopted
the provisions of the English Act. The
p~rinciple of our own Act was dangerous
cmeployment, and in New Zealand this
principle had been extended to cover all
employments in a trade. In this respect
the Queensland Act was similar.

Mr. Hudson: Would you be prepared
to accept either of these ?

Mir. DRAPER: Certainly they were
worthy of serious consideration. The
South Australian Act confined the prin-
ciple to dangerous employment, as did
also the New South Wales Act. While
he admitted it would be desirable to
extend the employment to which our
existing Act applied, he could not go to
the extent of adopting the definition
mn the Hill.

Mr. O'Loghlen: The Victorian Par-
liament included domestic servants in
their Bill last week.

Mr. DRAPER: There could be no
reason for extending the compensation
beyond the two principles of dangerous
employment and employments in a
trade. Dangerous employment was the
original basis on which the Act was
founded in the old country.

Mr. Holman: Does not the fact of an
accident I appening prove the employment
dangerous?

Mr. DRAPER: Not necessarily- It
had been found almost impossible to
prove serious and wilful misconduct.

Mr. Heitrnann: It had been proved
several times.

Mr. DRAPER: Very seldom. Hle
did not propose to delay the Committee
any longer, but in his opinion it would
not be desirable to extend the definition
of worker in the way proposed. He
would vote against the clause.

Mre. HUDSON: It was satisfactory
to hear the member for West Perth
state that hie did not wish to delay the
Committee any longer. It was evident
that the lengthy speech he had just made
was one that he had prepared, but
had failed to deliver, for the second
reading debate. Members had not much
to thank either the member for West
Perth or the Government for in regard
to the time that had been lost in the
consideration of the measure. On the
consideration of the definition of the
clause alone the hon. member had been
granted three-quarters of an hour to
discuss the principles of a Bill which had
been accepted on two occasions. One
member, who was now a member of the
Governmnent, the member for Suibiaco,
supported the principles of the Bill and
voted for them last session. That mem-
ber was now in a Government who
were doing nothing to assist in the
consideration of the Bill. The same
thing applied last year. He did not
propose to deal extensively with the
objections raised by the member for
West Perth. The deliberations of the
select committee had proved, as was
expected, absolutely futile. The de-
cision on nearly every clause, as, could
be seen by the report, rested upon the
casting vote of the chairman, that
chairman being the member for West
Perth. The primary question raised
by the member was whether disease
should be regarded as an injury in
employment. He (MrI. Hudson) had
been twitted with having given no
reason for the inclusion of diseases
in the Bill. , He had dealt with this
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matter on the seeond reading last year.
but for the hon. member's information
he would refer them to the report made
by Dr. Cuinpston upon the prevalence
in the State of the diseases included in
the ',chedule of the Bill, diseases peculiar
to the calling of the miner. The doctor
had stated that the disease had been
prevalent in the State for a number of
years and had caused great mortality
amongst the miners oil the goldfields.
In the majority of cases the disease
had originated in the mines of Western
Australia, owing to the peculiar con-
ditions under which the miner worked.
That was one reason why there was a
necessity to deal with this particular
complaint. Originally the Bill was in.
troduced because of the number of
accidents in dangerous occupations. The
provisins had been extended in most
parts of the British Empire to cover all
dangerous callings, anti in England it
had been extended to include diseases,
owing to the number of the population
there who suffered in consequence of
their employment. It was regarded in
England as sound reasoning that the
industry should pay for its killed and
wounded, not that the worker or em-
l0er should stiller, but that the industry
should pay for the result of its operations
upon those engaged in it.

Mr. Walker:; Upon its own victims.

Mr. HUDSON: That was the proper
way to express it. It was necessary
that diseases should be included in the
definition clause. The anxiety shown
by the member for West Perth was not
on behialf of those who suffered from
the disease, but in order to prevent the
employer from having to pay for the
results of the disease. T he lion. member
went beyond the definition clause and
dealt at some considerable length with
a subsequent clause which was purely
machinery. The principle in the de-
finition clause was whether or not
disease should be included as an injury,
and that was not affected by the mach-
inery clause as to what the employer
should pay or what evidence should be
given of complaints. The question was
whether or not the industry of mining

should pay for those injured in tho
performance of their occupations.

The Minister for Mines: You rnakc-
the individual pay, not the industry.

Mr. HUDSON: It was the industry
that in every instance was called upon
to pay.

Mr. Draper: It is the individual matt
in the industry.

Mi. HUDSON: It was; the machinery
clause that affected the member for
West Perth. That member was solidi
tons for the employer, but had not
suggested any remedy or improvement
in the mneasure. He had made no
attempt to bring forward an ameondment
so as; to put the Bill into what he might
consider a better shape. All he did was
to condemon the whole business because
there was not sufficient protection for
the emplo 'yer. We were told that it was
unnecessary to include a definition that
might be wise in England, because the
conditions were so different out here.
The conditions in regard to miners'
complaint were such as to warrant us
including the provision in the Bill, even
if there had never been such a section in
the English Act asi that relating to
disease. So strongly was the efficacy
of the Act realised in England that
every year the number of diseases
coming within its scope had been in-
creased. It was; left to the Secretary
of State to say by proclamation what
diseases should bie declared, and the
English Governmnent had thought the
Act so wrise and ' tic provisions of such
advantage to the general coninunity that
they had added eighteen diseases by
proclamation during the year 1907, the
year after the publication of the Act.
When dealing with insurance the member
for West Perth had referred to the
working of the Act in New Zealand.
He omitted to state, however, that the
conditions here were very different from
those in the Dominion. He might have
said that the climatic conditions were
very different, and that the working of the
mines was very very different there,
but hie had not done so. It was clear
that there was a far greater necessity
here to make provision for this disease
than in New Zealand. In his report
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Dr. Oumpston made comparisons between
this and other States to show that
Western Australia in this respect wvas
worse than most other places.

The Premier: Dr. Oumpston cannot
have compared with the Eastern States
considering he has just gone over there
to make inquiries.

Mr. HUDSON: The fact that hie had
gone showed how serious the matter
was here. The climate in New Zealand
was very different from what it wvas
on our goldfields. lDr. Cumpston had
made certain comiparisons and had
provided comparative tables which had
been obtained, not from Personal obser-
vation. but from information hie had
obtained from elsewhere. The point
made before the Committee in regard
to insurance was that if disease were
included there would possibly be an
increase in the rates of insurance. Nat.
urally there would be an increase mn
accordance with the increase of re-
sponisibility. There had been nothing
definite as to it-hat the increase might
be, although one mnine manager had
said it might mean an increase of fifty
per cent. It had always been said
that the Bill would ruin private enter-
prise and the industry, but that was
absurd. Those who were opposed to
the Bill stated that if the provision
were to go through the State should
do the insuring. With regard to the
definition of wvorker that was almost
word for word with the provisions of the
English Act, and with the clause of the
Bill now before the South Australian legis-
lature. This Act was passed in England
in 1906, and no attempt had been made
to amiend it. It appeared to be working
satisfactorily, and the insurances seemed
to be undertaken in England. With
regard to the 28 diseases, and all the
different employments, it wan reafly
a question of insurance. Were the
danger slight, and the risk nminimised,
the premiums would be small, so that
there was no hardship in occupations
where there was little danger of accident.
This provision worked out well in Eng-
land, and we would bea guided by the
decisions there. Therefore the law ought
to be acceptable in this State. It was

conceded on all hands by those who had
dealt with Workers' Compensation Acts
that it was a wise provision to have
the definition of "worker" in the form
in which it was presented in the Bill so
as to extend it to other occupation-

Mr. BATH: The member for West
Perth had quoted extensively from the
report of the select committee, but if
members examined the report carefully
and read it through, they would find
the report might be used with much
better advantage as a means of examin-
ation into the evils of the present insur-
ance system, or rather the evils that
arise in Private insurance. The member
for West Perth, as chairman of the select
commttee, had collected overpowering
evidence to show that under existing
conditions the system of private control
of insurance was am absolute evil, and
that some drastic remedy was necessary.
As to workers' compensation, extracts
quoted had an little to do with that as
" the flowers that bloom in the spring.'"
The member had attempted to convince
the Commnittee that the representatives
of the insurance companies who gave
evidence would be naturally more cie-
sirous of extending the scope of insurance.
That wvas absurd, because by the oper.
ation of the " ring " they could secure
the minim-aum rate, and it was to their
interests to keep the number and variety
of mishaps as low as possible. If the
rates were apportioned to the risks
involved, we might understand the
argument of the member that the
insurance representatives were interested
in extending the risks under the Workers'
Compensation Act.

,Hon. A. 'Male (Honorary 'Minister):
What about the extra volume of business ?

Mr. BATH: If insurance companies
could get the same rates with a lesser
volume of business, they did not want it.
It did not matter if the risks were reduced,
they demanded the sme rates. The
member had conveniently blinded him-
self to the question of the necessity for
compensation. What was the real posi-
tion ? The miners or workers in all
employments were compelled to undergo
unnecessary risks simply because of
the prevailing opinion amongst employers
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that they had the right under the, old
laissez /aire idea to maimi, and very
often to kill employees in their industriest
without being tinder the necessity of
taking into consideration the Jpayment of
compensation :that it was part of the
systemn that they should have the right
to work people in such a way that they
had to meet accidents and be killed
wvithout any liability on the part of
the employer. That idea had been
destroyed, or met to a certain extent
by the Workers' Compensation Act as
it existed now ;but that Act was so
limited that employers could still carry
onl their industries in such a way that a
very large number of men were subject
to diseases which gradually grew in
intensity until at the age of from . to 4fl
men became so diseased as to be in-
capacitated from work, and were thrown
on the charity of their friends, or the
State. The employers said it was neces-
sirv in the interests of the indusatry that
they should be able to do this, that the
induistry could not be carried on unless
they were permitted to do this. They
sai in previous times that the industry
could not be carried on if there was such
a measure as tile Workers' Compensation
Act at all. But, having been defeated
on that, when it was a question of
extending the Act they repeated the old
argument and said, "We are not re-
sponsible and it is wrong to propose in
any Bill to make us responsible." That
seemed to be the idea solely regarded in
the report of the select committee.
There were others beside employers
to be considered.- There were those
i-ho had the responsibility of the people
as a whole. It was amusing to him
that there were professional men, men
of education, who regarded it as necessary
to make themselves intellectual pros-
titutes to moneyed interests. We should
remember that the employer was one,
and the workers might be 100 or 1.000.
No community that called itself civilised
could turn hundreds or thousands of men
onl to the charity of their friends, or
the Government, and this Bill was brought
forward to prevent that.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: The
hon. member used arguments to appeal

to the passions of the people. It wa.
shown that the clause before the Corn
mittee was unworkable. It was not
(lu1te fai~r to say that thle Opposition
to the measure was simply because of
the increase in the insurance. That
was not the reason of the opposition
at all. The Bill was considered to be
unworkable. There was a safeguard
omitted from this Bill, that any disease
should be proclaimed, and that the
schedule of diseases would have to be
paMssed by both Houses of Parliament
first. The hon. member had pointed
out that ant industry should be made to
pay compensation, bitt, would the in-
dustry have to pay 'PThe Government
should have power to proclaimn diseases
for which compensation would have to
be paid ;otherwise the whole respon-
sibility was on the employer to prove
that the person contracted the disease
while in his employ. It was for the
employer to prove that the person did not
contract the disease while in his employ-
ment. If an employer could prove that
thle disease was contracted elsewhere, he
could make that other person pay the
compensation. But, take a disease like
fibrosis, which was of very slow growth.
It would be impossible to prove where
the disease was contracted. It had
been proved in New Zealand where the
employers demanded a certificate showing
that a workman was free from disease,
that the workmen refused to be examined
before being employed. If we passed
this Bill it would be found that the
employer would insist on a certificate
that a man was free fromt fibrosis before
employing him.

M r. Bath : We will give you power
to deal with fibrosis, and %%ye will give
you power to prevent if it you will take it.

The MINISTER FOR MINES : If
the miners would agree to a small amend-
ment to the Mines Regulation Act we
could prevent any person suffering from
tuberculosis working in or- about a
mine, and tuberculosis was more danger-
ous than anything else.

Mr. Angwin: It does not kill so many.
The MINISTER FOR MINES : We

learned from Dr. Cumipston's report that
inhaling dust particles shortened a man's
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life by 31 years. It would be agreed
that some aetion should be taken.

Mr. Scaddan: That is about as far
as; you get.

The MAINISTER FOiR MINES: How
could it be done?' The Government
wanted to do it in the proper way.

MrL Scaddan: You should do it.
What are you there for ?

The MiNsISTER FOR MiUNES: The
bakery trade was equally dangerous for
contracting fibrosis. One of the worst
places for contracting fibrosis wvas in
connection with swie sewerage works
in Sydney.

Mr. Reitinann:- The rock-chopper's
disease.

The M1INISTER FOR MINES : Those
engaged in that work contracted it to
a, very alarming extent. But the question
was not the prevention of fibrosis ; the
question wvas how we coid best provide
an insurance for those people who con-
tracted the dis ease.

Mr. Alud-son: This is one method of
prevention.

The MXINISTER FOR MINES: It
was not prev'entiou. Tihe experience of
New Zealand ought to be sufficient for
hon. members. Without one word in the
House of Representatives in the Dominion
of New Zealand the first, second, and
third readings of a Bill repealing pneu-
mronoconios-is from the Workers' Com-
pensation Act were passed, showing
there was danger a measure could prove
unworkable. If this provision passed
Parliament the employers would demand
a clean bill of health from every person
coming for employment.

Mr. Scaddan : That will draw attention
to the prevalence of the disease and that
is what you are frightened of.

The MINISTER FOR MINES:- No,
Dr. Cmpston was making a preliminary
inquiry into the prevalence of the
disease and had gone to the Eastern
States to get farther information, as to
the conditions prevailing there and as
to what the Governments in the Eastern
States proposed to do in regard to it.
Again, the Government Analyst for the
past nine months had made a special
and exhaustive examination into the
fumes resulting from - the explosion of

dynamite and gelignite and was working
in this direction in conjunction with
the Transvaal Giovernmnent. His in-
structions were to find out what caused
the fumnes and also to see if it was possible
to insist on some other-method of maim-
facture to prevent them. 'Phe Cov(-rn-
mont were desirous of doing what they
could properly do. If the Bill were
passed in its present form it would do an
injury to the mining industry. The
proper principle to adopt was to try to
bring f.ortward some method by which all
persons disabled by accident or sickness
could he insured, and we need not
necessarily confine ourselves to the
mining industry. Mir. Hamnilton, the
president of the Chamber of Mines. had no
object ion to the amount of insurance
being increased, or to a Bill that would
give far greater security to employees
generally, if it were the means of the
whole industry paying the cost. In this
Bill, however, the responsibility was
placed direct upon the employer. If a
man left his employment 'where he.'was
insured and went to another employer
and was found to be suffering from
fibrosis, the responsibility would be on
the previous employer, but that previous
employer would not have the man in-
sured.

Mr. Holman: The man would be
insured at the time of contracting the
disease.

The MINISTER FOR MINES:. The
policy would have lapsed and the in-
surance company would have nothing
to do with the man, This Bill was
opposed to the interests of small em-.
ployers. and if this definition formed part
of the measure it would do a serious
injury to the mining industry.

Mr. HEITMANK: It came with bad
race from the Minister to charge the

member for Brown Hill with appealing
to the passions of members. There was
nothing more worthy of an appeal to
the passions than this definition. In
times past the Minister for Mines had
accused him (Mr. Heitmann) of playing
to the gallery and appealing to the
passions of men when recognition was
sought for this disease, but if a stronger
appeal was made to the humanity of
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members a little more humane treatment
might be obtained by the men who
were suffering in this way. Members
seemed to be turning from the real point
-of issue to the consideration of the
insurance companies and the employers.
The first object of this kind of legislation
was to protect the workers in dangerous
places, hut it was desired to extend the
scope of this, and though it might be
difficult to bring in a workable measure
and to locate the responsibility, all the
same week after week hundreds of work-
-era were becoming disabled, and the
question to members of the Chamber
was what were we going to do for them.

M~r. Harper : Put them on the land.
Mr. HEITM.ANN: The hon. member

who interjected w'as the gentleman who.
after making his for-tune in mining,
fouled his nesit. It would be only too
pleasing to have the miners put on the
land. The mines; might wvell be closed.
-the injurious mines-if it was possible
to place the workers in better occupations.
But the question was how to locate the
responsibility. The difficulty could be
got over in regard to previous employers
if the Goverrnent were sincere and
were prepared to go further, so that if a
man worked on the Fingall at one time
-and on the Hainault at another time
both companies would be paying a
premium into the one company, that
would be the State. They would have
their responsibility all the sme, but it
wvould be spread over the whole. Em.
ployers had no great concern as to
whether a man was healthy or not, so
long as they got a day's work out of him.
They paid their premiums whether a
man was healthy or not. If we had the
one systemt of insurance dealing with the
-whole of the mines in the State there
would be no difficulty in applying the
provisions of the Bill. The fact that it
bad been tried in New Zealand and
found unworkable was really no argument
against its application here. If the
Government were prepared to bring in a
full scheme dealing with the question,
including the examination of miners.
the miners of Western Australia would be
only too willing to accept it. In the
TFingall mine recently there wast not one
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refusal on the part of the miners to
submit themselves to an examination by
Dr. Cumpston. In fact they were billy
too glad to be examined by him. fin
Day Dawni at the present time, so strongly
had the position been brought homie to
the miners that they were 'seeking
medical advice, In order to preserve
the health of the community we should be
prepared to ask the miners to 4tibinit
themtselves to a medical examination,
and it was due to the Government. seeing
that they were opposed to the Bill, to
make some declaration as to what thley*
intended to do with regard to the question
of miners' disease. It would be useles-;
to introduce a me(Iical excamination.
unless we were prepared to say what we
should do with the mniners if the ' were
prevented from going underground. It
should not be forgotten that many of them
had responsibilities and thev Would
prefer to continue to work even though
they knew that they were working
rapidly towards their death. The posi-
tion was not how we were going to deal
with the insurance companies or with
the employers; it was that we found
hundreds suffering from a complaint
which was preventable and what we
were going to do with these mnen. Were.
we going to give them succour Thlroug~h
insurance, or were the Government going
to bring in a State insurance scheme and
see that the life of every nmer was
insured ?If the Goverrnment were pre-
pared to do that there would be no nteed
to ask twice for authority to bring in
such a measure.

Mr. FOULKES : Both sides of the
House should insist upon doing- a lair
thing to the melt who ran risks, in the
occupations they were engaged in. It
seemed an extraordinary thin,,. hut some
labour members seemed to think that
the whole solution of the difficulty' was
the question of paying hard cash to the
men who were incapacitated. 'Menifstrs
seemed to think that that settled the
whole matter. if it were found that a
disease was commencing to attack a work-
ing community Parliament and the people
ought to decide what steps to take.
It was no use saying to the men " go on
working underground. you will be- qjtte
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happy you01 will get comipenesation, or,
your widow., will be looked after." The
point that had to be considered was that
as soon as a doctor found out that the
disease had eomnmenced to attack a man
that inan should immediately be pre-
vented from working, and when step)s we're
taken to prevent that man fromt working
lie should be provided with some ea~h
so that he( might commence elsewhere.
With regard to tuberculosis a man might
work underground and spread the disease
amongst Is fellow workmen.

Ho,,. A. Mlale: 01, no!
M)r. FOULKES : As soon as a man

working, underground was found to be
suffering, from tuberculosis hie should
not be allowed to continue working wvith
other people. What was it proposed to
do with all these pl)ell who were pre-
vented from carrying on their avocation?
It was no argument to say everything
would he all right and that they should
go on working. The member for Cue
stated that in his district certain miners
were. prepared to undergo examination.
He was the only labour member who had
made such a statement and it was to be
hoped that others who would address
themselves to the question would have
a similar statement to make. What
struck one was that in New Zealand
a large body of men had distinctly
refused to undergo medical examination.
It should be realised that it was for their
own benefit that they were asked to
submit themselves to such an examin-
ation. It was better for a. man to know
whether or not a disease was beginning
to make its appearance, and if all maining
bodies in the State undertook to address
themselvesi to this question and endeav-
cuired to induce the mnen to submit
themselves to examination, the results
would be far more satkfactory, and there
would then be no reason why the industry
should not compensate the sufferers as;
soon as the disease presented itself. It
was too late to pay compensation when
a man was incapacitated.

S ittingj sue prnded front 6,15 to -P.M.

I Mr. Taylor tuook- thle (Chair.)

Atir. FOU'LKES: No doubt a difficulty
would arise in recovering compensation,

owing to the fact that some of the em-
ployers would not have sufficient funds to
pay the amount of compensation awarded
by the Court. There would be the further
difficulty employees would have in deter-
mining definitely which employer was
liable to pay the compensation. This might
easily result in an ill-advised action
agaist the wrong employer, the end of

which would be the muictimig of the em-
ployee in heavy costs.

Mr. Hudson: He gets his compensation
rin his employer- for time time being.

anid that employer recovers from the pre-
vions employer.

lll-. FOULjKES: The unfortunate em-
ployee would then find it necessary lo take
action against another employer.

Mir. Hudson: No.
Mr. Collie,-: He would recover against

the employer in whose employ he was
when lie contracted the disease.

Air' FOLULKES: Having failed in the
one action the employee might be success-
fi] in recoveringl compensation from the
se-onid enmployer-, but from that compensa-
tion would be deducted the costs of the
first action. Theme was nothing in the
Bill to ensure that thle compensation woild
bea paid. Not all employers had the means
to pay compensation.

M~r. Hudson: That is not an argument
against the prloosl.

Mr. Collier-: In that respect the Bill
is precisely the same as the existing Act.

11r. POULKES: The Bill did not meet
the difficulty at all. inasmuch as there was
no guarantee that the compensation would
be foithcoming. Under a system of State
insurance the State would not sit down
and allow mine owners to employ men
who were not in a fit state of health to be
employed. It would be found necessary
to prevent men suffering from tuberea-
losis and fibrosis carrying on mining work
after contracting those diseases. It was
to be hoped the Minister for Mines would
realise the necessity for Parliament to
take steps to conipel mine owners to see
that their employees worked tinder healthy
conditions. Dr. Cumpston had declared
that without dust in a mine there would
be no fibrosis. It was not creditable to
Parliament that the mining industry
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should be carried on Year after year uinder
conditions the effect of which was to
decimate the ranks of the miners by the
ravages of disease, without Parliament
,doing anything to put a stop to that state
of affairs. To say that a man should re-
eceive compensation when he was fin-
eapancitated wats to put the cart before the
horse. It was clear that the Bill would
not meet 1he 'lillieut. le lhmped
steps would be taken to enforce an im-
provement of the conditions under which
the miners worked.

Mr. WALKER: It was interesting to
hear the member for Claremont declarimg
the necessity for improving the conditions
uinder which the miners worked. When
the Mines Regulation Bill was before the
Committee, members or the Opposition
had aimed at the very points the memher
for Claremont wvas enilenvouring to make

t- iptin providing lea!thy eoidtions
frthe wvorkers: bitt on that occasion the

inember for C'laremont had voted with the
Mfinister for Mfines a '-ainst thos? trying~
to Seen Ic imp)roved conditions. There
could he it, en iestness ii thme objeci ions
raised by an lion. member who had based
tin argumnent on the claim that there was
ito guiarantee in the Bill that employers
wvoiuld be able to pay the compensation.
Were wre to stop all trading relations he-
(a use the men wve traded with might pos-
sibly become bankrupt? The sa-me ar.gi-
moot could be adduced against the E-n-
plovers' Liability Act. and against the
Workers' Compensation Acts already law
in practically every part of the British
Empire. Like the Minister for Mines.
the lion, member had pretended to he
anxious to protect the worker against [lie
danger that would arise if wvorkers had
to undergo a medical exqaination. In-
ferentially the member for We~t Perth
bad used the same argumnent. blarney, that
once a miner had contracted the diseate
work would he refused him it the fau't
became known. It had been alleged that
in New Zealand the miners were afraid to'
be examined because they feared that as
a result of that examination they would
not get emuploymenit in the mines, where
the disease was likely to be intensified anid
accelerated. Recourse to such an az-gu-

ment was a striking comamentary' on the
powerlessness of the Government and
their lack of humanity. If we had a
system of State insurance insuring all en-
gaged in the employment it would matter
little whene the victim first got the germis
of the disease; for, the disease having
been contracted in the employment, the
employment would compensate for the
disease. Surely we were not going to
admit our impotence to deal with a fact
so transparent as was made evident by
the report of Dr. Cumpston, who clearly
showed that the disease known as minors'
complaint was the result of mining under
unhiealthiy conditions and that to work in
certain of the West Australian mines v as
to contract that disease. It was a disease
caused by that kind of work in that kind
of mine, and the Minister for 'Mines had
said we must he helpless in that ease, we
must not seek to give that mail any sort
of compensation, we must not eonsi(:er
it as an injury arising from that work,
we must allow the emuployers to escape
wvitlh impunity. The argument was ab-
stird. The Minister for Mines admitted
I hat the disease the Bill dealt with was
the result of working in the minesi. Dr.
Cumpston declared to the world that the
disease could be prevented if the mines
regulations were suich as to ensure good
ventilation, the absence of dust and somp.-
thing like an evenness of temperature;
yet thie Minister was opposing the passiws
of a Bill that would give compensation
to those who had got the disease from
working under such conditions. The rire
senut Minister for Mines bad occupied the
position for years and bad taken no Ateps
to prevent the disease; but, when a Bill
came in to give compensation to the vie-
Itinls, hie said the existi ng evil must lie
allowed to grow, men must be allowed to
die here and be sent abroad to die. One
could not compute the deaths from the
disease, as seores of men had left the field,
to go elsewhere to perish, but their deathi
sentence was passed in our gold mine--.
Tt was scandalous that the Hill should be
opposed hy one having charge of the de-
partment, one who had administered the
regulations for years. Because of the
prevalence of the disease, because em-
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players would be so heartless as not to
give work where there was the slightest
suspicion of this disease existing, it was
arvued by the MXinister that the state or
affairs, should be allowed to eon tinue, that
inure deathc should occur. Tine disease
had become almost universal on the fields,
and yet we mnust not make an effort to
remedy it. It was feared there wndud be
a revolt of workers against examination.
That mig-ht be so while the mines were
managed as they now were, white we had
these impure conditions prevailing, be-
eause men having wives aud children de-
pending- on them, even when they knew
death was knocking at their chests, dared
not ease work, though they knew death
was hastening even' hour they workedl
under such conditionst. It was A com)-
mentary oir the callousness of the Minos
Department and the MAinister. He could
only conceive opposition to the measure
and to the inclusion of this clause to be
either in the interests of the insurance
companies, who wished to escape from
risk, or of the big mining companies.
Were we to be impotent in the presence
of these personages who liad no other
basis of morality than pounds shillings
and p~ence? Surely humanity was at

'reater consideration. If the companes
would not take the risk, if the Bill he-
canie laxw; then it would be the duty of
the Government to step in with State in-
surance, Ihave compulsory insurance, andl
deal wvith all these dangerous employ-
msents onl an equal basis.

The M3iister for M1ines: What will yu
do with muen now suffering-, if examination
is inqisted upon.

Mr. WALKEFR :It was the duty of the
Ministry and all mnembers to deal with
miatters: of that kind. ]f a man broke ai
leg or an arm he w'as taken care of. If
a manl were mad lie was taken care of,
and so he should lie ini this ease.

The M1inister for Mines: These men cant
work.

Mr. WALKER: Yeg. and hasten to the
grave owing to it. Were the Government
incapable of providing- for men injured
mm' that mann11er'? The MAinister always
criticised in a carping spirit measures
brought down to nmeet a genuine evil that

existed. Let us deal with the question
while there was a chaunce, make a law lo

deal with it and, if new measures were
requisite in order to give effect to that
law, it would be the dutty of the Govern-
nient to provide them,.

31r. 3ecDOWALL: The inember for
Clemont seemed to press too far the
question1 of the examination of miners-
'J'he t'oolgardie Miners' Union, consisting
of smmething like three hirdred members,
soine time ago appointed a sulb-committee
in eonnectini with this Bill. Instead of
9 here, being anmy objection to the examina-
tioni of miners this was, in effect. what
they' decided, "That medical men he ap-
pointed by the Government to examine
miners and those working underground as
to their state of healthi; that the appoint-
menits for this purpose he independent or
all other medical men at present inl pra(--
tice on the fields, and the certificate or
health issucd he accepted by the parties.
concerned." Thiis was the decision of a
very important branchi of the miners'
union and it did away entirely with the
argu-ments of the member for Claremont
and others that mniners would not submit
to examination. T17he Minister had fre-
qulently thr-own at lie the experience in
New Zealand, where there was some
trouble in conimection with the exaina-
tion utf miniers.. The resolution of the
Co~olgardie union proved that a change
was gradually taking place ja the minds
of miners in connection with this import-
ant matter. There should be an effort
iuade to pass legislation ini the interests:
of so large a number of the people in the
community. Instead of throwing obstacles
in the way there sho~uld be anl endeavour
to pass the measure praetically as it stood,
and when difficulties arose to meet them.
There was no difficulty in connection -with
the Bill that could not be surmounted.
We were told that insurance companies
would put up their rates; if they did,
what would it mean? Merely that the
industry would eventually pay the pre-
miums. What did that meanl That the
people at the bottom of the industry, the
workers themselves, would have to pay it.
There was nothing serious in grappling
with thle difficulties. If the insurance
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-omipanies did not deal fairly with the
people there was nothing to prevent the
lproision of State insurance. Surely it
would be easy to devise means to provide
for this compensation. If an examina-
tion deprived a number of men of their
livelihood, some other means of getting
a living for them must he found, and who
was to provide it? We were spending
thousands of pounds in bringing immi-
grants here and we described them as a
valuable asset. Was it not equally ira-
portant for us to foster the lives of the
people already here, who -were the best
immigrants that could be obtained? It
wvas more important that we should study
matters of this kind than that we should
strive to bring people here from outside.
Our first duty was to the people who lived
wvithin the State or within the Common-
wvealth. If we found men wore incapable
of continuing their employment in conse-
quence of contracting one of the diseases
mentioned, something should be done by
the State to find them other congenial
employment. The employees' union had
decided something to the effect, that when
a man was deprived of following the voca-
tion of mining by reason of contracting
a disease mentioned in the schedule other
congenial employment be provided for
himn by the Government. It might seem
to be going a little ahead of the time for
the Government to find employment, hut
there was nothing unreasonable in the
proposition. A man who was dying of
consumption and whose lungs. were
affected and -was not in good health, but
wvas capable of doing good work on the
surface might easily be employed on the
lands of 'the State and be a valuable asset
to the State, and it would cure him at the
Fame time. He trusted that further con-
sideration would be given to the measure
believing it to he in the interests. of
hnumanity and the people who rightly de-
served being protected in every possible
inn er.

(lause put and division taken with the
following result:-

Ayes .. . .. 1
'Noes. . . . 23

'Majority against "

Ares8
Mr. Angwln
)tr. Bath
Mr. Boiton
Mr. Collier
Mr. Gill
Mr. Bteitmaon
Mr. Holman
Mr. Hudson
Mr. Johnson
Mr. McDowell

Mr. Brown
Mr. Butcher
Mr. Carson
Mr. Coweher
Mr. Daglish

Mr. D~aviles
Mir. Draper
Mr. Foulkes
Mr. George
Mr. Uordon
Mr. Gregory
Mr. Harper

Mr. scaddan
Mr. swan
Mr, Troy
Mr. Underwood
Mr. Walker
Mr. Ware
Mr. Gourley

(Tellecr).

Nors.
Mr. Jacoby
Mr. Male
Mr. Mitcheli
Mr. Monger
Mr. S. V'. Moore
Mr. Murphy
Mr. Nanson
Mr. Otborn

IMr. Please
'Mr. F. WilsonMr Lyra

Clause thuns negatived.
Clause :4-Liability of employers to

pay compensation -
Mr. Ii)80-N: In consequence of the

division just taken it would he necessary
to consider further' amendments to the
Bill,

Progress. reported.

BILL-LICENSING
In Committee.

Resumed from the previous day: Mr.
Taylor in the Chair, the Attorney General
in charge of the Bill.

Clause 110-Licensed premises not to
be opened before or after certain hours:

[An amendment had 'been proposed by
Arr. Keenan that all the words after "pre-
mises," in line five, be struck out, and the
following inserted in lien -"At any time
other than the hours fixed for sale of such
liquor by the licensingf bench for the
disiriet. and as set out in the license
granted to the licensee. Provided that
such hours on any dlay except Sunday
shall he continuous, and shall not exceed
sev'einteen hours in any twventy-four h1ours1.
Penalty for the first offence, fifty pounds:
and for any subsequent offence, one hun-
dred pounds."]

Mr. KEENAN: The reasons for the
amendment had been given, and until he
heard arguments against the proposal it
was unnecessary for him to say anything
further.. . 5
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The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Al-
though one must admit that the proposal
wa% not to be condemned on account of
its ntovelty, when a proposal was novel
and unknown in licensing legislation in
other countries, the effect required to be
closely scrutinised, The general conten-
tion of the Bill in the eyes of most peo-
ple was that it should be a measure to
assist in the promotion of temperance.
Shouild the amendment be carried the
Bill would, in that particular. rather as-
sist in the promotion of intemperance. If
statistical information could he obtained
as to the amount of drinking done in pub-
lie houses duringy the hours those honuses
were open, it would be found that by far
the greater proportion was ilone in thle

evening hours when men were free from
work and engaged in social intercourse.
If the amendmnent were carried we would
have ill the different districts throughout
the State, not one hour for cloing hotels,
but hotels closing at one hour in one dis-
trict and at another hour in a district per-
haps immediately adjoining, so we would
not be sure of any actual uniformity of
hours as ever-ything would depend uo
the u-ill of tihe licensing bench of the
licensing district. The member for Rl)-
giawlie would recollect that nwhen lie w-as
Attorney General the Chief Juistice ad-
dressed a letter to him pointing out how.
in the Chief Justice's opinion, serious
crimes had been caused owing to the late
hour to which public houses were allowed
to remain open at Kalgoorlie and Boulder,
and how in two instances serious crimes
which resulted in loss of life were at-
tributed to the fact.

'Mr. Angwin: Is that the reason why
you increased the time in the Bill?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Cer-
tainly not. In this matter we had to
walk the path of compromise. He would
like to see public houses closed at 10
o'clock ; but in endeavouring to pilot
a measure of this kind through the diffi-
culties with which it would have to con-
tend, he had to consider not only the
temperance feeling, but the feeling of
Ipeople who were certainly not enthusi-
astic advocates of temperance; and so
he endeavoured to strike to some extent

the -happy inediuw. He was anxious to
get the Bill through, and recognised that
legislation of this kiiid could not be a
suiccess if it ran to extremes in one direc-
tion or the other. On more than one oe-
casioin iii Committee lie found himself
opJ)OSilig the temperance party. and at
other -times opposini- those who more
particularly advocated the claims of
those persolns Who (-Outld lot be re-
garded as the advocates oif temper-
ance. Re stood in a i impartial
position in regard to the Bill. The amend-
ment moved by the member for Kalgoor-
lie was a retrograde step which would
alow pulic houses to renmain open until
mi- smnall hours of thle mnorning7 and which

woldh~ irolitibly lead to anl increase in
cinie, and wouild eerta inky necessitate
a considerable eula rgement of thle police
force.

Mr. Seaddan. The same1 alrg ument; will
logically apply to the extra half-hour.

Theo ATTORNEY GENERAL :If
everythling was argued to its logical issne
it generally ended in bringing things to
an absurd concluion. Thle whole art
of politics and successful legislation was
compromise, andl one's ideas of logic must
be tempered by common sense. In a per-
fect state of society it mnight be advisable
to have public houses closing at sundown,
but wve were not in a perfect state of
society, and human nature was not quite
as perfect as the memiber for Ivanhoe
would wish it to be, so that we miust adapt
our-selves to the existing conditions. The
min argument of the member for Kal-
goorlie was that a. large numbher of em-
ployees in the mines at Kalgoorlie left
their work after midnight, and that in-
stead of going to their homes to obtain
refreshment, they should be permitted to
go to the public house and have a re-
fresh er. Could it be argued this was a
(lesirable state of affairs? After work-
ing a long shift was it desirable to sit in
a public house longer than might be good
for one? It could scarcely be in the best
interests of the wage earners that an in-
ducemneot should be offered to them to o
to the public houses in the small hours of
the morning or about midnight and be-
gin drinking. If there were any merit in
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the alrgument of the member for Kal-
goorlie, at least one public house might
be allowed to remain open in Perth for
the special benefit of the compositors of
the morning newspaper. In that portion
of London, in Fleet-street, where the
newspapers mostly congregated, places
existed for the special benefit of the news-
paper workers, and remain open the
whole of the night, hut 110 one had ever
suggested in England-where the beer in-
dunstry was entrenched in a way we had
no conception of in Australia-tliat the
public houses should be kept open the
whole of the night iii order to cater for
the very large number of workers whose
avocations compelled them to work late at
night or in the small hours of the morn-
ig. In London tram cars ran all
I brought the night for the benefit of
workers, and restaurant and coffe shops
kept open; but no reformer, not even a
publican, had suggested that public houses.
should be open at these hours; for the
benefit of workers. That was a kind of
.zoini reform that was reserved for the
member for Kalgoorlie. One could not
wiith any sincerity congratulate the bon.
nicmber upon it.

Mr. ANOWVIN: The amiendmnent pro-
Iposed tha the licensing- court should have
power 'to deal with each license separ-
ately, so there was at possibility of one'
house keeping open during the day, and
another during the night, rendering 'the
sale of liquor possibe thronghb the whole
24 houirs. There was, however, one point
in the amendmenit strongly in its favour.
With the systemn of elective licensing
courts there was a possibility of the peo-
pie of a district electing members to the
licensing court in favour of closing hotels
at a certain hour. The districts would
probably be separated so that if one
district favoured closing at an early
hour and another district favoured
closing at a late hour, it would not
have the effect to the large degree
the Attorney General made out. Ap-
parently the present Attoriney General
took very little notice of the letter from
the Chief Justice, because the closing
hour in the Bill was extended. If the
Minister wanted to av-oid crimes being

committed,. there was no reason why t-
closing hour sthould not be fixed at S
o'ctock instead of 11.30. The amendment
should be made to read that the decisioni
of the licensing court should not apply
to separate licenses, but to thne district as-
a whole. This would give power to the
electors in a district to say through the
election of the licensing benoh whether
the closing hour should be made earlier
or niot.

Mr. KEENAN: The Attorney General
opposed 'the amendment onl twvo linies.
firstly that it was&- novel, and thei-efore
did not appeal to him, and secondly be-
ctibe it was. not in force in otlier coun-
tries; and from these -two p~remhises the
hon. member drew many conclusions. But
because somethiing was novel it did not
mean it -was to be rejected. In fact it
was something that recommended it.
Were we even to tread the beaten path
and s.imply because soinetihing was done
before persist in doing it now? The
precedent of other countries was, of no
use when applied to a young State suich
as On's, with a population so Widely
seattered. L~egislators -must learn (hat
the conditions of the State varied to such
an extent that -it was almost impossible
to frame legislation 'that wvould not in
sonic portions of -the State be not only
irk-sonic hut unjust. If there was a de-
sirable element that should be introduced
into -thne legislation, it should be to make
it capable of fitting the various wan-ts of
this great and wide State. Apparently
what would appeal most to the Attorney
General 'was the hard and fast rule that
would sit possibly the conditions which
he was better acquainted wvith, What he
did not really concern himself about, how-
ever, was whether it would or would not
suit the requirements of more out-stand-
ing parts. It was said that this amend-
men would assist intemperanc-e. As long
as a mant did not drink to excess after hi
work had finished that man should not be
deprived of the night of drinking. With
regard to the observation of the Chief
Justice that certain farms of crime were
fostered and encouraged by public-houses
remaining open as late as 11.30 at night.
it was wore likely that crime was asso-
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eiated with the dark 'hours of the nig-ht
after the public-hiouses were dlosed. The
cure was not to deprive the general public
of the conveniences that They -were en-
titled to, hut to see that the criminals
were removed from oar streets and to
educate people to abstain fromn crime.
The Attorney Gieneral should he con-
gratulated oni Occupying a middle seat
bietween advocates of temperancee and ad-
vocates of the liquor traffic. Hie (M1r.
1Keenan) was not concerned with either
party. If lie did hope to represent aniy-
thing- it was reforms for the general pub-
lie, which were forgotten in the turmoil.
and it was about time that the wants of
the general public were voiced in the
Hfouse. An instance might be given of
the district with which lie was best ac-
(Itainced on the goldfields. A thousand
men might comne off duty at night under
conditions t6hat inigflit he conducive to
drinking and those meni would insist upon
nletting a drink and no law could prevent
them from getting it. That kind of
thing should be controlled. The mrember
for East Fremantle had suggested the
inecessity for an amendment hut it was
not necessary that all houses in a district
s-hould be licensed to remain open at cer-
tain hours. It might well be that the re-
quirenments of the public would not gle-
inand. that. Again ;ie was thinlkinwr (if
the district that he was best acquafinted
with, and there only a portion of that
dlistrict would meet the requirements of
the working public. There seemed toilie
an assumption, too, that the livensig
bench to be elected would consist of in-
dividuals who would be hostile both to
public morality and to public in-terests.
That seemed to be the assumption of tie
Attorney General, But -what reason was
there for it? Mfore than SO per cent, of
tie public were absolutely temperate and
the great mass did not belong to the tem-
perance body or to the drinking body.
The bench to be elected would therefore
represent temperate men and womn and
such a bench would not adopt an attitude
hostile to public morality or public in-
terests.

Mr. B3ATH: The amendment moved
by the Attorney General at first sight ap-
penied to he an ingeniouis attemipt to get

over wvhat was undoubtedly an awkward
problem. At first sight it ought to corn-
mend itself to members of the executive
because it would mean -transferring the
responsibility with regard to the admin-
ist ration of the present licensing law as
far ai the hours of closing, were con-
cerned from thle shoulders, of the authori-
ties to thle licensing court and throughi
the licen~iug- court to the respective e le-
ments which miade up the liquor imtere'dts
on the one hand and thle temperance re-
forniers on tine other. it was premattii'e
on the part oif the member for K~algoor-
lie and others whoi looked at it from the
same point of' view to argue that the
prIesent law could nod be administered
and to arguci that becauise it w;as broken
that was proof that the authorities
could nit administer it. Before dile Coin-
inittee adopt ee a ffilal propos;al and made
vital alterations in the law with respect
to the hours or' elosing we should fist see
whether the present lawV could not be
administered. There had been too much
tinkering- and winking owing to the in-
fluencee of the powerful vested interests
which controlled thle liqJuor trade. If a
proper attempt were made by the antiori-
ties to administer tie lienising- law there
wvould he no difficuilty encountered. There
was no agitation anionnist the public in
favour of extending the hours of closing
Tshops; there was no agitation that they
should be allowed to remain open until
11 o'clock or I o'clock in the ni-trning
The people had shown by their acquies-
cence that -they readily approved of the
closing otf shops at the hour of 6 in the
evening, for half a day onl one day of the
week and all day on Sundlay. He had
always failed to understand why we
should be asked to pass special legislation
in regard to licensed rietuallers, which
we were not prepared to g-ive to Other
sections of the trading community. He
would oppose the motion. If a conurage-
ous attempt made to administer the pre-
sent law were to prove abortive then we
could consider other means of reaching
the desired thing

Mr. HARPER: It would be de-gradiiig
on the part of members to allow hotels
to be opened after 11.30 p.m.

M1r. Murphy: What about clubs?
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Mr. HARPER: The same argumient
might be used in respect to the closing
of clubs at 11.30 p.m. Tue wives of thle
mniners would strongly object to their hus-
bands being induced to go to hotels at uin-

earthly hours in the mornling' and they
should be Suipported in that objection.

Mr. COLLIER; Surely the mremuber for
Beverley was labon ring under a misappre-
hension when he argued that it was un-
desirable to extend the closing hour later-
into the nighlt than at present, obtained.
The amendmnent did not propose any such
thing. It mnight even he that under the
flrmendlmelit many of the hotels would be
forced to close as early as () o'clock: for
the amendment declared that, through the
licensing bench, the people should decide
at whalt hour thle hotels shlnut close. If
tlie lion, member desired to see thre hotels
closing earlier than at lresent. hie could
not do better than vote for the amnend-
mnent. What objections could there be to
thre principle of allowing local people to
decide for themselves what time the hotels
in their districts should hie closed.

The Attorney General: This will allow
them to remnain open until .3 o'clock in the
morninig.

Mr. Scaddlan : But they Cannot l1w open
mrie then IT hours in the 24.

Mr. COLLIER: Whatever the hour, of
closing might be, it would he decided by
the licensing bench, the direct relpresenta-
tives of the people.

Mr. OSBORN: The amiendment was
one which he certainly could not support;
indeed, he had not vet arrived at its pre-
cise mueaning. 111e had been surprised to
hear thle mnember for East Fremantle suip-
porting such anr amendment, if, indeed,
that lbon. member had been sincere in his
remarks. lie (Mfr. Oshorn) had pre-
viously understood that thle object of the
Bill was the control of tire liquor traffic.
Now, however, it had been discovered that
it was de, irable not to in any way res-
trict the traffic, but rather to give people
increased facilities for drinking-; and,
fluther. that certain hotels should have
special advantages afforded them by the
licensing benches. The people would have
no voice in this; matter. bec-aus.e it wonld

be wholly in the hands of the iccnsin-
bench.

M1r. Collier: Aecrding to that. thi-
people have no say in thle legislation we.
as their representatives, Pa..

Mr. OSBORN: The people were not
having mnuch say in tire framinge of this
Bill. Ire hoped tile amendment WoLuld
not be carried, but that we would enldea-
vour to control the liquor traffic, and not
mnake it easier for workers to biecomne in-
toxicated onl emering fromn the inines in
the early hours of the mnorning. Clearly
the wives of these miners would be only
too willing to remain t)p and lpiepaie
coffee or beef lea for their husbands when
they, came from wor-k in the earlyv hours
of tile miorning, rathee than have them
go to the hotels. It was the clear duty
of Parliament to protect those wives f ront
the evil effects of hotels being- kept o peni
all nighit.

Mr. WALKER : The lion. niemiber
ought to read a work onl logic. Whla t
species of reasoning was that which made
dr-ink a good1 thing uip to a certain hiour
and, five minutes later. ani evil? Up to
11 o'clock the member for Roeboorne was
with the Government, hut immediately
that hour, was reached there was some-
thing- wrong in having a g-lass. Again,
if the lion, member wished to be consis-
tent lie should carry local option to its
logical conclusion. Local option. meant
the option of the locality. it, all matters
of Government we hall too much ceutrali-
sat ion, too much direction i rom Perth.
If we were to go0vern the country accord-
ing to local reqnirents, ax, must have
local grovernmcnt in this miater as in all
others. Thle object of the Bill was to
give the people of the districts full an1d
complete control of the liquor tratle. For
that reason he supported the amendment,
because it gave every locality the right.
to mnag),te co'mpletely its liuorW coM nsup-
tion. It did not increase the hours.

Mrj. Osborn: Certainly it does,.
.1r. VAT.KER: If the lion. inendher

waiited to Show 1 us no ran cc11- lie -,11,n h
go back ainig the savages from -whence
he camne. It could not increase the hours.
becnuse the Bill fixed the limit at 17 holrs
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during- I le 24. The Minister could not
logricall IV ppose local option inl this
maatter. Another ground oin which thle
amendment could lie support.A was that
it would do away with the hypocrisy at
present existing. If the police niade a

raid )11 t et hotels in the City they
would find drinking taking, place after
closing hours. We now allowed the evil,
and added hypocrisy and lawv-breaking to
it. There was alwayvs a chance of reform
if the evil was u~nder the eve of the public,
but as it was at present we had the doors
closed at thle tick of thle clock and [lie
hi w appa rently resjpected, whvlp di king-
wvent onl to the small hours of the morn-
in~g behind the closed doors, alid cectain
ho tels were more greatly favoured in
this respect than) othIers. Was it a crime
ln drink n urinate after thme clock passed
lie closiiw hour?

The Attorney General; It is nlot a
crime in a moral sense; it is simply a had
habit.

.%r. WALKER: Each district should
be left to look after its own affairs in this
respiect, miodifyinig the hours according
to its particular habits. It was die ap-
plication of the local option principle all
rounid a lid ill ever v district.

Mr. OSBORN: Th~e amlendmnt Wou~ld
allowv one hotel to remain open from 6 in
the morning until 11.30 at night, and on-
other hotel to remain open all night. so
there was a possibility of hotels in a dis-

nret being openi all night7 and people
could pass from one house that was dlos-
inug- to the other that was pivileged to
remain open all night.

Mr. Murphy rose to speak.
Mr. Bolton: The hon. member was not

.speaking from his place.
The CHAIRMAN: The hoii. member

niust speak from his plates.
Mr. MI'RPHY kmiew no Standing Or-

deir which compelled him to do so, hut
would obey the Chair. He supported
the anienduinemt. If we decided public
houses oid renmain open for seventeen
and a half hloursin I the twenty-four we
should allow some form of local option to
say whlat those seventeen and a half hours
sh~ould lie in each district. Personall.) he
hadl seen less driniking in towns where

hotch', reimined o'pen a'11 night than in
places where the ciising time was fixed.
WhyV Should those Wtt)i had to labour into
tbe smuall hours of the morning be not
entitled to get a pint of beer without
1)reaking- the law? If it wvas not a crime
to drink until 11.30 it was no crime, nor
would it make a manl any more a drunk-
at, to get drink at 12.30 in the morning.
Generally speaking those men who had a
drink going home in tlie early hours of
the morning after knocking off work wvere
not drunkards. Inl a large State with a
scattered population. we should decide on
at certadin number of hours duiring the 24
inl whieh intoxicating, liquors could be
sold. but it would be absurd to say that
those hours should he between any par-
ticullar lh(urst of the clock, and that they
should apply to tile whole State. It might
be welil thlat they should close at
11.30 p.mn. inl Perth and Freniantle, but it
mighit be wvrong- that tlley should close at
that time elsewyhere. So far as hours
were cton cernied. tlhat should be left to
the decision of the licensinig courts. seeing
that wve were adopting the principle of
local option. If the courts iii Perth and
Frenmanltle decided that the hotels should
(,lose at 9t o'clock at night then why not
('hev. ('ertaill v Ave would not like it,
hilt if the people decided that, decided it
thl 1gh their reprnesentativyes on the
courllts. we luist bow to their will. .. f we
had local option we should let the people
decide what hours the hotels should be
openl.

The CHAIRAMAN: The member for
P'remantle had asked a question with re-
gard to at member speaking from some
other seat in the Chamber than his own.
His attention might be drawn to Standing
Order Il1, which said-

Every member desiring to speak shall
rise in his place uncovered and address
himself to the Speaker and may, if he
thinks lit, advance then to the Table
for the purps of continuing his ad-
dress.

That was the Standing Order dealing
with thle question.

Mr. Murphy: Oin some future occasion
he would ask the Chairman to interpret
the men ningl of the words. "in his place."
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The ATTORNEY GENERAL : The
amendment was sought for mainly on the
ground that a peculiar condition of
affairs had arisen in Kalgoorlie. The
condition of things at that town was the
same, however, as that at any other great
industrial community where mining or
irouworking was carried on. In all
places in which hundreds and thousands
of men were employed in European cities
the shift system was adop~ted, work being
continued for the 24 hours. We were
now asked to rive the licensing courts a
power given to snob courts in no civil-
ised country of the world. It was a
novel suggiestion. and thle member for
Ral.-oorlie and others had said that it
shiould not lie thrown ot merely for that
reason. It was hecause it was- novel that
it should he subjectedl to very c lose scmn-
tiny, and we shonid he tiuided by the ex-
perience of other countries. Those memi-
hers who advocated temperance views
shouild be warned that if theyv were led
away to vote for nu amendment of this
kind they would go perilously near the
breaking, point in regard to th~e Bill. 'rhe
Government had responsibility in this
mnatter. Although the local authorites
mnight provide that the hotels should be
open at all hours of the night and in thle
small hourls of thle morning, the respon-
sibility for maintaining punblic peace, law,
and order in thle district rested with the
Government. He had no doubt that if
it should happen that in a mining- or
ill any other industrial district public
hlolses were Open) until thle small honurs of
thle morning, it was a certainty that police
protection in that district would have to
be increased. Where there was a public
houise thlere must be police protection,
and thme more public houses, as a general
rule. the more police required. Tn coun-
tries where there was prohibition. what-
ever might be thie general effect of drink-
ing habits, there were fewer crimes of
violence than in places where public
houses flourished. It would be hard to
find a member of thle Judicial benich who
had not stated on more than one occasion
that the gr-eat proportion of the crimes,
by vriolence brought before them was due
to the abuse of strong liquzor. It -was im-
possibile for any member, no matter lion'

vreat his powers of argutment mighlt he,
to blind uts and the public to the fact that
if power were given to contiiiue thle open-
iug 41t j)uIliC houses. to the smiall hours
of thle miorning there would be a step
taken not in the direc2tion of greater so-
briety, bitt a step in precisely tile oppo-
site direction. If this amendment were
carried it would be possible for a licens-
ing court in a district where the temiper-
ance feeling was almost non-existent. and
where the liquor interest was exceedinguly
strong. to provide that public houseS
should remain open from 10 o'clock in
thle inorning until 3 o'clock the follow-
ing morning. Indeed, there might be
one set of hours laid down for one pub-
lie house in a district and another set for
another public house in the same district.
By the amendment a tremendous power
would bie given to the courts and lie was
niot prepared to grant that power. As
hie hadl already said, if members, moure
particularly those wvho represented temn-
lperance aspirations . were lprelpared to
gve those powers to the hoard they would

go very1 far towards wrecking the Bill.
The amendment was the most dangerous
that had been brought forward dnring
the somewhat perilous passage of tile
mCeasure.

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

Ayes . . .. 1
Noes .. . .29

majority against

Mr. Angwin
O~r. Collier
Mr. Keenan
Mr. MeDowail
Mr. Murphy
Mlr. OYLoglilen

Mr. Bath
'Mr. Bolton
Mr. Brown
Mr. Carson
Mr. Co3weher
Mr. Daglish
Mr. Davies
Mr. Foulker
Mr. Gill
Mr. Gourley
Mr. Oreory
Mr. Hardwick
Mr . Herper
Mr. Heitmarn
Mr. Neiman

Amendment

A YES.

Y r. Scaddan
Mr. qwain
Mr. Walker

*Mr. Ware
*Mr. Humdason,

18

Mlee)

NOS.
Mr. Tneobsy
Mr. Johnson
Mr. Laynuano
Mr. Male
Mr. Mitchell
Mr. Monger
Mr. S. F. Moore
Mr. Naulsea
Mr. Osborn
Mr. Pierre
Mr. 'Nor
'Mr. fUnderwood
Mr. F. Wil-kon
'Mr. Gordon

thus negatived.
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Mr. FOULKEM : Ut was his intention
to roove an amendment to strike out cer-
tain words in the clause.

'rhe CHAIRMAN: The member was
1101 in order in moving to strike out -words
now. He would be in order in adding
words; to the clause, but not in striking
any out.

Mr. FOULIKES. The amendment he
had desired to move was to provide that
the hotels should close akt 10 o'clock.

The CHATIMAN: That amendment
v'otld not now be put.

Mr, FOUL4KES moved a further
a meudneiet-

That tihe followii;y be, added to stand
as a new subela use: -- 'rovided also
that nto licensee shall sell to any woman
in any h4ouse licensed under a publican's
general or wayside-house license any
liquor at any lime before ten o'clock
in the morning nor after eight o'clock
at night unless she is a bona fide lodger
or inmate of the house so licensed!'

A large section of the community recog-
nised that a great deal of drinking took
place among women, particularly iii the
large towns. Frequently some of these
unfortunate womeli were dragged before
the police court, and their convictions
numbered sometimes 70 and SO. There
were somne womn~ who were so addicted
to drink that t he Y haunted the pnhhlie-
houses as soon as t'hey were opeiied. It
was the duty of the Commiititee to muini-
nise the tem]ptatioln.

The Attorney General : Put those wo-
men oti the prohibited list.

'Mr. FOULKE;S: 'WlIn did not the At-
torney General instinct the police to see
that that was done?

The Attorney General: I do not con-
trol the trade.

Mr. FOUIKES: Then who did con-
trol the timde? To a recent deputation
to ruie Colonial Secretary on the subject
oif Sunday dV (inkingl that M1inister de-
ciaied that lie did not control the trade,
and that the matter was in the hands: of
the licensing bench.

Amiendmient negatived.
Clause pitt and passed.
Clause 111-No liquor to be sold on

SUndays and certain other days:

Mr. SCAJDDAN mnoved an amend-
ment-

That Subelause 2 be struck out.
The suhelause provided that the sale of
liquor oil Sunday, Good Friday, or
Christmnas Da~y should not he prohibited
so far as bona fide travellers or lodgers
were concerned. If the Committee
agreed to the amendment it was his
hiutition to move in the direction
ot' providing that the licensing Court
iwht under certain conditions allow

licenused premises to be opened for
the sale of' liquor on Sunday during pre-
scribed] hours. This amendment would
1)e in; rodncerl by him in his capacity as
a private member. Of course there would
he sonie opposition to it from members
of the Opposition but he hoped to be able
to eonvince them that if they were desir-
ous of preventing so much drunkenness
and cnnSU~ptiOn of liquor on Sunday
and also causing people to tell deliberate
falsehoods in order to obtain liquor on
SundaY, they should support the pro-
posed amendmient. At present a similar
Amendment was in operation in the old
country anti in the last Licensing Bill in-
tflhtlti(d Io the House of Commons on
the 27th February. 1908. the following
clause appeared.

Premuises in) wich intoxicating
liquor., are soltd by retail shall be closed
duri61g the whole of Sunday except for
one hour between noon2 and three p.m,
and for any two hiours between six and
tenl pin. those hours; to be fixed as re-
spects any, licensing distict by the
licensing justices of the district.

The amendment to be submitted to the
Committee would differ to blhe extent that
while it would permit the licensing bench
in each district to fix the hours during
which hotels might be open with such
restrictions as they liked to impose, it
would not make a hard and fast rule that
the hotels should be opened. It would
also provide thiat the district bench might
impose such restrictions as they thought
necessary. such as that the front door
leading to the bar should not be opened
but that entrance might be gained by a
side door. At the present time. many
people, par~eularly those who claimed to

1194



[26 OCTOBER, 1910.] 19

be temperance reformers, were uinder the
impression that under the Licensing Act
hotels were closed onl Sundays to all ex-
cept bona fie travellers. There were
many instances of hotels existing en-
tirely on their Sunday operations and it
was doubtful whether they could continue
to keep open but for 'that Sunday trade
during the summer months, especially in
the electorate represented by the member
for Claremont A hotel-keeper in the
metropolitan district had told him (Mr.
Scaddan) that if the clause which coma-
pelled a man -to travel six miles before
he became a bona fide customer were
passed he wvould have to close his 'hotel.'
Simply because the temperance reformer
did not go near hotels on Sunday, it was
imagined that everything was all right.'
A protest should be entered against the
continual utterances of members and the
Treasurer, made publicly and in the
House, to the effect that Sunday trading
was rampant onl the goldfields, and mak-
ing it appear that it did not exist onl the
coast. There coulid ble found as mutch
Sun day ti'adinl Onl file coast as oil the
goldfields. Although lie (Mr. Scaddan)
had been a teetotaller all his life, lie had
never objected to going into a hotel on
Sunday and taking ginger ale with any-
one whol wanted a glass of beer, hut his
9oyes had not been closed to what had been
going onl. 11e had gone to hotels pur-
posely on Sunday in order to find out
the extent to which drinking was taking
place. In one of the hotels 'thait be went
into there were two men going as hard
as they could all 'the afternoon to provide
liquor to all and sundry without inter-
ference on the part of the pollee. That
too was in the electorate of the member
for Claremonit, An objectionable thing
about the bona tide clause was that once
a person became -a bona fide traveller
there was no restriction as to what quan-
tity of liquor be could have. If it was
necessary to have a bona fide clause in
the Act, it should also be provided that
this person Should get a drink and leave
the hotel; otherwise the bona fie clause
was a farce.

Mr. Bath: That is a good plan.
Mr. SCADDAK: It was a straight-

forward plan. Whether or not the amend-

ment were carried lie desired that thie
bona tide traveller clause Should go out
of the Bill. Some of the churches had
said it would be a retrograde step to
allow the hotels to open for certain hours
onl Sundays; but in granting this privi-
lege he wvould require Suich restrictions toa
be placed upon the licensees outside
those hours that it wvould not pay
them to break the law. In a men-
suare his object was to give the licensee
and his employees opportunity to leave
the premises during certain hours of the
Sabbath. Under existing conditions they
were at work all dlay. There was compe-
tition in the liquor trade as in all other
trades, and if the licensee onl one, side of
the street kept open on Sunday the manl
on the opposite side had to do the same.

Mr. Heitmanu: The Railway hotel
does not do that.

Mr. SCADDAN: All licensecs were not
in the fortunate position of the licensee
of the Railway Hotel. The amendment
was not being- moved in the interests of
the trade. If lie thoug-ht it would bejie-
tit the trade lie would not gol on with it.
He was sincerely of opinion that if the
hotels were allowed to open during limited
hours on Sundays, and at the same time
the bona fie traveller clause wvere deleted
from the Bill there would be less Sunday
drinking [thau there was to-day. To shlow
that it was not in the interests of the
trade lie would quote tho following
opinion issued] by the Licensed Victual-
lers' Association in respect to his amend-
ment as it had appeared on last session's
Notice Paper-

Regarding 'Mr. Scaddan's proposed
amendment in this connection, that the
matter of Sunday opening shall be de-
pendent on the taking or carrying of a
local option poll onl the question, the
association is of opinion that it would
be preferable to have the principle es-
tablished straight out in, ihe Bill as
suggested by -. rt. Keenan.

Then it wvent onl to say-
Regarding Mr. Scaddan's proposed
Clause 112, the provisions and restric-
tions which he proposes are altogether
too drastic and suggest that a licensed
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should be treated As though be was a
vriminal and his house a prison.

it was not easy to follow the trade in
their opposition to the amendment. If
thlere was one man in the community who
ought to be able to express an opinion
it was -Mr. Police 'Magistrate Roe. In
regard to this he (Mr. Seaddaiu) bad re-
ceived the following from some unknown
quairter-

Mrf. A. S. Roe, P.M.' as chairman
of the licensing bench and police magi-
strate for the City is in, perhaps, a
better position than any other indi-
vidual to have a complete gr-asp of the
:ijnor problem-to coin a term-there-
fore, his opinion should be worthy of

.1r. Heitmaun: He judges from A.
count standpoint alone.

Mr. SCADDA1N: Mr. Roe's experience
witrranted him in expressing an opinion.

Mr, Heitmnn: He may not have the
capacity to grasp 'the question.

,%T. SCADDAN: It would bie idle to go
into that. The anonymouls leaflet eon-
tin ucd-

Speaking on the occasion of a, recent
Sunday trading case, Mr. Roe delivered
himself in a manner which showed at
least that in the discharge of the func-
tions of his office he is no respecter of
persons. By some persons in the trade
the police magistrate's remarks anent
his inclination rather to punish the
publicatt than the mala fie drinker may
be resented, but those very remarks will
serve to prove that his subsequent re-
mark was not an expression of opinion
by a trade partisan. Following on his
d]enunciation of the publican who ille-
grally serves a customer on Sunday, Mr.
Roe expressed concurrence with the
lIzinciple of partial opening on the
Sabbath. Fortified with this impartial
opinion held by one competent to speak
with authority on the subject, it is to
he hoped that when the Licensing Bill
linally becomes the law it will contain
some provision for partial Sunday
opening, and thus do away with the
present bona fide traveller farce, which
is the detestationi of every publican
anxious to conduct his business in con-

formity with the law. Despite Mr.
Roe's inferred denunciation of city
hotelkeepers, we venture the opinion
that publicans are more often imposed
upon under the bona Hie racket than in
any other way. At any rate, the trade
would join wvith Mr. Roe in welcoming
ain amendment of the Act in the direc-
tion of doing awvay with the necessity
for perjury on the part of honest
drinkers.

Only recently he had consulted with mini-
sters of religion and with hotelkeepers,
and with one exception they had agreed
-with the amendment. In accepting the
Amendment the Committee would be tak-
ing, not a retrograde step but a step in
the interests of the community generally.
lTheu at Guildford he had lived alongside
a hotel, and certain of his friends coming
from Subiaco to see him on the Sunday
were able to get drinks without restric-
tions iv ile'he could not have one.

Mr. C~ollier: The journey made them
thirsty,

Mr. SCA2DDAN: It ought to be not
a question of distance, hut rather of the
mode of travelling. Thus a man hump-
ig his swag through the bush for a
couple of miles had a far better claim to
get a drink than a man who went a rail-
way journey of half a dozen miles. Let
the Committee give this amendment a
trial, and they would find that so long as
the penalties were made severe enough
the licensee would be content to confine
himself to the prescribed hours.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL : The
whole trend of modern temperance legis-
lation was towards limiting the hours
during which intoxicating liquors
might be sold. But if the amendment
were carried we would be going back to
an old system discredited by the majority
of people, and we would be the only State
in Australasia to affirm the system of
Sunday trading, which had been abolished
mn Scotland, and which it was proposed
to abolish in Wales.

ML~r. Scaddan: They have the bona fide-
traveller clauses there still.

The ATTORYEY GENERAL : For
his part he would be prepared to oppose
the abolition of the bona fide traveller
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clause, for it was a recognition of bhuman
-weakness, of the fact that people got
thirsty on Sundays as on other days, and
that if they went to the trouble of travel-
]iug several miles they earned their
drink. In the existing law the distance
to be travelled was three miles, but in the
Bill it was proposed to double the
distance. Perhaps the day wvould
come when, iii tile light of higher
education on this question the dis-
tance would be set at 12 miles or
more. To open public houses on Sun-
days would undoubtedly be a retrograde
step. He was not altogether able to fol-
low the reasons actuating the hon. mem-
ber in advancing the proposition that if
the public houses were open on Sundays
there would be less drinking than there
was under the present system, uinder
which one could only obtain a drink
either by breaking the law or becoming
a bona fide traveller. One would natur-
ally assume that the more facilities pro-
vided for obtaining- drink the more drink-
jog there wvonld be. If that wa,; not so. if
it was the other wvay about, we were alt
absolntely on the wrong track and had
better introduce another measure. There
mnight be some licensees not as strict as
they shuld be in regard to bona fide
travellers, but one could not believe that
Ihe law was broken to the extent some
lin, members would indicate. It was the
Colonial Secretary who was in charge of
the Police Department, and if lion. mem-
hers would specify cases brought under
their notice the Minister would be only
too pleased to see that the law was ob-
served, but the Government were not in-a
position to place a police conistable on
duty at every hotel to see that no one had
drink.

Mr. Scaddan :The police constables
were not allowed to go to a hotel to get
a conviction under the bona fide clause
without instructions from their superior
officers. If they did so they were sent to
the North-West.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: A note
would be taken of the hion. member's re-
mark, and it would be inquired into.

Mr. BATH: The hion. member for
Ivanhoe was going about his object in

rather an illogical way. We couild not
legislate for tile manl who was irrespon-
sible at certain 'hours of the Sunday, and
respoinsible at other [1ou1s; nor shouild
we legislate for the person whose desire
for liquior was so great oii the Sunday
that hie took a journey to Fr-emantle i'r
across the river to g-ratify it. Tue inin-
her for' Ivanhoe11 WOUld prescribe severe
penalties to prevent hotels being Open]
after the limited hours proposed in thie
amendment, hut if thie law was brokenl
now it wouild still be broken Under the
p~rovision proposed by' the lion, member.
Any prohibition the lion. member would
impose would lbe impossible of adminis-
tration. What wvas necessary was a
courageous andl coutialLlons attempt to ad-
minister the law of Sunday closing. If
that failed, then it would be time to pre-
scribe some other provision. One could
support the proposal to strike out the
boa fide proviso, but could iiot support
the proposal to insert in lieu a provision
for openiingo the -hotels during limited
hours on Sundays.

Atr. IJEITMANN: No serious attempt
was iacic in Perth to control Sunday
trading. It was almost impossible to get
a drink on Sunday in Mfelbourne, and the
samne condition of atmaits should e-xist in
Perth. The amendment proposed to give
fire hours for drinking, in addition to the
hours in) whicl] the Jaw was already
broken. If it would be possible to pre-
vent drinking during the prohibited hours
tinder the amendment, it should be pos-
sible to prohibit it altogether on Sunday.
We certainly should do away with the
hona fide proviso.

Mr. OSBORN: There was no necessity
for the bona fide provision; he 'would
support striking it out; but he must
oppose the words suggested to be inserted
in lienu because it we opened hotels on
Sundays for certain hours, it would be
impossible for hotel keepers to get rid
of the people from tbeir premises and
escape the heavy liability suggested by
the lion, member.

Mr. SCADDAN: If the Committee
were prepared to close hotels altogether
on Sundays, and strike out the boa fide
provision as well, that position eonuld be
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accepted, hut many members wvould not
go. that far. WVe should be consistent.
If lpeople did not wvant drink on Sundays
we should prevent the sale of drink alto-
retller on Sundays and strike out the
bona fide clause; but if drink was neces-
sary onl Sundays it should be allowed at
certain hours. It was not fair to say the
goldfields lpeople did the drinking on Sun-

days. They were just as temperate in
their habits as the lpeople onl the coast.
There was just as much Sunday drinking
in the coastal districts as on the gold-
fields. We should modify that evil, and
thle amendment would do it. In regard to
a man controlling himself during certain
hours, it haed to be done all day on San-
(lay at present unless a man broke the
law. The Attorney General should cer-
tainly make inquiries iii the direction of
the instructions to the police. In many.
matters a constable could not do anything
outside the orders received before going
out on duty, otherwise he would be trans-
ferred to the North-West quick and lively.
One constable, who made himself a bit
o'bnoxious to his superiors by persisting
that a certain licensee should keep within
the four corners of the law, was ordered
to go to Turkey Creek. That man was
fourteen and a-half stone in weight, and
was sent to do mounted duty at Turkey
C2reek. Protest was made to the Colonial
Setrelary by him (AMr. Scaddan), and the
nonstable Was immediately afterwards
called before the Commissioner of Police
and seriously reprimanded for darin~g to
approach a member of Parliament. He
had then accused the Colonial Secretary
of having informed the Commissioner of
Police that he had seen him about the
case. The Colonial Secretary be-
came quite indignant, rang up the Corn-
missioner of Police, and the latter said it
was through some other member lie had
obtained the information, that member
having rung him up from a hotel. NO
other member knew anything about it,
but the fact was that the Colonial Secre-
tary could not keep a confidence but went
g..rovelling to the Commissioner. The re-
-ult of the affair was that the constable
was sent to Broome. The hotel in ques-
tion was a favourite one with some of the

higher officials of the police in Perth.
If the Attorney General held an inquiry
lie would find that the ordinary constable
only did what lhe was directed to. That
was why abuses wvent onl without any
notice being taken of them. A constable
had to do his beat on the footpath, and
was not allowed to leave it, being. spied
upon by the corporals and sergeants. The
amendment was a fair proposition, as it
would bring about some control for the
sale of liquor on Sundays.

Mr. BROWN: Sunday drinking had
eil going onl for years, and everyone

knew it well. Very little attempt had
been made to stop it. If the hotels were
open for certain hours on Sunday there
would not be tile drunkenness now exist-
ing on that day. The House had already
decided to recognise Sunday drinking on
the steamboats on the river. He would
support the amendment,

Mr. HARPER: It was evidently im-
possible to carry out the law as it stood
at present, and it would be well for the
amendment to be carried. If a man said
he was a bona fide traveller how could a
hotelkeeper repudiate the statement and
refuse to give him drink. Either strike
out the bona fide traveller provision alto-
gether or else carry the amendment.

Amendment (that the subelause be
struck out) put, and a division taken
wvith the following result:-

Ayes .. . .26

Noes

Majorit

Mr. Angwin
Mr. Bath
Mr. Holton
Mr. Brown
Air Collier
Mr. Drawe
Mbr. Poulkes
Mr. GDi
Air. Gordon
Mr. Courley
Mr. Harp~er
Mr. Heir..a
Ur. Rol.=a
Mr. Hndsoa

Air. C..ber
Mr. Da 'ib
Mr: 1P'r -
Mr. Grr!ory
Mr. Ja.y1,
Mr. TLwyman
Mr. M0i2
Mr. Mitdhell

* - . .. 14

y for . .. 12

Are.

Noss.

Mr. Johnson
Mr Kcee."
Mr: MoDowall
Mr. Monger
Mr. Murphy
Mr. O'Logiblen
Mr. Osbone
,Mr. Seadda
Dir. Sway
Mr. Walker
Mr. Ware
Mr. Carson

(Tde).

Mr. S. F. Moore
Mr.Nam
Dir. Pes
Mr. Troy
Mr. P. Wilson
Mr. ra.demwed

(Tell&r).
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Amendment thus passed.
Mir. SCADDAN moved a further

amendment-
That the following be inserted to

stand as Subelause 2 :--"fPro tided also
that the Licensing Court may, in its
discretion, and subject to such restric-
lions and conditions as the court may
think fit to impose, allow licensed pre-
mises for which publicans' general
licenses or way-side house licenses are
held to be opened for the sale of liquor
on Sunday during prescribed hours,
but such prescribed hours shall -not ex-
reed fire hours in the aggregate."

The ATTORNKEY GENERAL: The
recent division had shown that bona tide
travellers had not a veryv large numiber of
friends in the House. It was to be hoped,
however, that the division was not an in-
dication that a large number of members
were in favour of the Sunda 'y opening of
public houses. If there were to lie a pro-
vision in that respect it should be niade
uniform throughout the State. The
amiendment huad a defect, the same as that
in the amendment moved earlier in the
evening by the member for Kalgoorlie,
in that it left the discretion in the matter
to the licensing court. The resuit of that
might he that somne hotels would be open
for certain hours in one district, and that
another set of regulations would apply
to another hotel in the same district. It
was to be hoped that the Committee, fol-
lowing the trend of temperance legislation
in all English-speaking countries, would
set its face against the opening- of public
houses on Sundays.

Afr. TROY: Did hie understand a
division was now to he taken on the
question of Sunday opening 7 If
that were so he would oppose it
for there was no reason for it, and
it would not assist the object members
had in view. It had been held by some
that the Sunday opening would prevent
people from lying- and from doing an
illegal action, and it presupposed the idea
that if a person could drink in prescribed
hours hie would not look for liquor duiring
the hours that the hotels were supposed to
bie closed. A person wanting to drink

daring prescribed hours would return to
the hotel after those hours had passed.

Air. UNDERWOOD: The manner that
members had adopted was to be regretted,
bunt still a man who was boarding at a
hotel should 'be able to get a drink on
Sunday. To avoid breaking the law it
should be mnade such that people would
be able to keep it.

Mlr. WALIKER:- The Committee ah&~ld
trust the people thoroughly or not at all;
the people were 'to be trusted in this in-
stance. The bench should have tbe right
to say whlether houses should be opened
or not.

Amendment put and a division taken
with the following resuilt:-

Ayes . .- .. 16
Noes .. .. .. 25

Mayority against

,Ar- Brown
Mr. Gourley
Mr. Harper
Mr. Holman
Mr. Hudson
Mr. Jacohy
Mr. Keeon
M r. NieDowal
Mr. Monger

Mr. Augnin
Mr. Bath
Mr. DaOlton
Mr. Butcher
Mr. Carson
Mr. Coller
Mr. Coweber
Mfr. Doglish
Mr. Davles
Mr. Draper
Mr. Foulkes
Mr. Gill
Mr. Gregory

9

AYES.
Mr. O'Lngbleo
Mr. Seaddan
Mr. Swan
Zfr. Underwood
Mr. Walker
Mr. Ware
Mr. Gordon

(T'eller).

Mr. Heitmnnn
Mr. Johnson
Mr. Male
Mr. Mitchell
Mr. S. F. Moore
Mr. Murphy
Mr. Naneon
Mr. Osborn
Mr. Piazze
Mr. Troy
Mr. F. Wilson
Mr. Layman

(T'eller).

Amendment thus negatived; the clause
as amended agreed to.

Clause 112-(Person found drinking
liquor on premises during prohibited
time) - consequven ti ally amended and
ag-reed to.

Clause 113 (consequential) -struck
out.

Clause 114-Penalty for obtaining-
liquor by false representation:

Air. HOLMAN: The Attorney Gen-
eral ouight to report progress and re-
draft a lot of the clauses.
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The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
Committee had decided that no bona fide
traveller or bona fide lodger should have
the privilege of obtaining a drink in a
public house either onl Sunday, 000(1
LFridayv, or onl (I1ristila [)ay' . Clause
111 praviled t hat a pcirson wvlo by falsely
repreienting himself ta Le a bona fide
traveller, lodger, or inmate, bought or at-
tempted to buy or obtained at any licen-
sed premises. liquor, during Sunday, Good
Friday, or Chiristmas Day, committed anl
offence against the Act. That of course
would go out consequentially.

Clause- (consequentia]) )-struck out.
Clauses 115 and 116-(consequential)

-truck out.
Clause 117-Licensees not o be com-

pelled to supply liquor onl Sundays, etc.:
Mr. FOULKES: There wvere eases

wvhere men were addicted to drink, but
who wvere not in a drunken state, wvio
should not be served with liquor, and
though the publican disliked serving them
lie was compelled to do so. The onus
should be put on 'the publican so that he
should not shelter himself behind the
Act. He moved an amnendet-

That the words "Onl Sunday, Christ-
meas Day, Good Friday, or between the
hours of ten o'clock at night and six
o'clock in the morning" be struck out.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: It was
provided by Clause 107 tha-t the licensee
should be entitled to refuse to supply
drink, provided hlie(a reasonable cause
For so refusing; therefore tiliere could bie
no reason for the amendment onl that
score. The amendment would enable the
licensed victualler to act in a most arbi-
trary manner if he felt so disposed.

Mr. KEENAN; Seeing that the Com-
mittee had passed Clause -107, was -the
amendment in order? Because the effect
of the amendment would be to repeal that
part of Clause 107 which -made it compiul-
sory onl the licensee to suppl 'y liquor.

Mr. FOULKES: Clause 117 was in
itself contradictory to Clause 107, and
the amenidment was even more so.

Air. KEENAN: Clause 117 was not
contradictory to Clouse .107, -but -was
merely a proviso to that clause. The
amendment was to remove the obligation

entirely and wa antt1 ire vn be'li .11
of Clause 107.

The CHAIRM2AN : The lion. ,ne;r,er
would not be in order in inuring to striikE
out from the clause words whicnh wonuld
alter 'the wish expressed by the Committee
in Clause 107. The point of order raimed
by the member for K algoorlie was up-
held, and the amendment could not be
accepted.

Mr. SCADDAN: Thie striking out of
the words was largely consequential, be-
cause Clause 110 made p~rovisionl for bona
fide travellers. We still required the de-
filitioni of bona fide tralvellers on pre-
scribed days other than Sundays.

Clause put and passed.
Clauses 118 and 119-agreed to.
Claus' 12 0-Penalty on keeper of eat-

ing, boarding or lodging-house selling
contrary to licenise:

Tire ATTORNEY GENERAL moved
anl aniendrnent--

That all the words after "No" in line
1 down to and including "license" in
line 4 to be struck out and the following
inserted in lieu :-"Iolder of a board-
ing house, lodging house, or eating
house license shall supply or cause to
be supplied anly liquor to any boarder,
lodger, or person taking a meal, in such,
ho use, unless his action in so doing is
authorised by the terms of Suich license
or of some other license held by hi.

The object of the amrendiment was the
improvement of the clause in Phe direc-
tion of making it clearer. The clause as
drawn assumed that every keeper of a
lodging. eating or boarding-ho:use must
have a license under the Bill, which was
not the case. If the keeper of such a
house sold liquor without having a license
he would be subject to a heavy penalty
under Clause 118. It was not necessary
to penalise the supply of liquor to any
person as die clause did. Hon. members
would see that the amendment introduced
no new principle.

Amendment passed; the clause as
amended agreed to.

Clauses 121 and 122-agreed to.
Clause 123-No action for price of

less than one gallon of liquor:
Mr. KEENAN: The effect of the clause

would be that the holder of a general
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publicaa's license could not sell a single
bottle. Why should the holder of such
a license be debarred from recovering the
price of a single tbottle? If. a general
puLblican were allowed to sell liquor in
single lrnttles. it was absurd to say that
lie should not be permitted to recover,
that, in other words, -he could not give
credit. There might be occasions when
a publican -would give credit to some per-
son who was ill, and who desired to takie
a single bottle of brandy. It would be
interesting to hear from the Attorney
General the reasqns wvhy' we should take
from a publican the righit to recover the
price of slock sold.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: It
was-an old provision, and was justified
by public policy. In all retail business
it was a good rule to pay cash, and parti-
cularly was it a good rule in regard to
this particular trade.

Clause put and passed.
Clause 124-agreed to
Clause 125-Penalty for selling liquor

to intoxicated persons:
Mr. FOULKES moved an amend-

iiient-
That the following stand as a new

subclause:-"(2.) If any person is ar-
rested for and convicted of being drunk
in a public place, every licensee who
has supplied such person with liquor
within three hours before such arrest
shall be deemed to have supplied such
liquor to such person when he was in a
state of intoxication, unless such licen-
see shall prove the contrary.

There was no intention that the provisions
of the clause should ever 'be carried out,
and if the amendment were carried it
would not be effective. His reason for
moving it was that very often men wvere
brought into the police court for being
drunk, and it was shown that they had
been served wvith liquor when in a drunken
state, yet no action was brought against
Ille publican who had so served them.
Although it could not be hoped that the
amendment would ever be effective, still,
it would do no harm.

*Amendment put and negatived.
Clause put and passed.

Clause 126-agreed to.
Clause 127-Licensed persons to receive

payment in money wily:
Mr. SCADDAN: The p)enalty of

tweinty pounds was too small. In the hill
tuen who went into a certain -public
house asked for chit for 2s. 6d., and
shouted for all hands. It really was a
breach of the Truck Act, and in some
cases left the men with nothing to draw
from the company at the end of the week.
He moved an amendment-

That after "twenty pounds" the
words "for the first offence; fifty
pounds for any subsequent offence" be
inserted.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL agree,1
to the amendment.

Mr. COLLIER: It was about time we
fixed a minimumn as well as a maximumi
penalty.

The Attorney General: Clause 6 pro-
vided that the minimum'slould not be less
than one-tenth of the penalty.

MNr. COLLIER: As a rule the justices
inflicted thle minimum fine, and what was
the use of a fine of two pounds in the case
mentioned by the hon. member?

Mr. FOULKES: It was a farce secur-
ing convictions in many eases, men being
fined a pound only for Sunday trading.
It was the fact of having seen some of
the magistrates, stipendiary as well as
honorary, freqnenting public houses and
being on most amicable terms with publi-
cans that had influenced him greatly in
voting for elective licensing benches. it
made one lose confidence in licensing
magistrates.

Mr. SCADDAN: In order to make the
minimum penalty sufficiently high, it
would be necessary to raise the maximum.
He altered his amendment to read-

That after "penalty" the words
"twenty pounds" be struck out, and
"for the first offence fifty pounds,
for any subsequent offence one hundred
pounds" inserted in lieu.

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

Clause 128-agreed to.
Clause 129-Exclusion of children from

bars of licensed premises:
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Mr. FOLULKES: The penalty should
he raised in this ease also to a maximum
ot £20) and a minimum of £10.

The Attorney General: It was not pos-
sile to do so.

Yr. FOULKES moved all amend-
wrent-

That in Sub~clause 1, after "penalty,"
the words "ten pounds" be struck out,
and "for the first offence twenty pounds,
for any subsequent offence fiftiy
pounds" inserted in lieu.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Was it
the intention to deal with all the penalties
in the same wvay? It would be as wvell to
consider the effect of making the penal-
ties too severe, because it was more diffi-
cult to obtain convictions if the penalties
were made too severe. This was a provi-
sion taken from the English Act passed
two years ago. Conditions in Australia
were different from those in England. In
England it was a great abuse the way in
which children were -taken into bars, bilt
here it was an exception to see children
in hotel bars, and it might be argued
that the clause was scarcely needed. The
penalty provided was at any rate suffi-
ciently severe. If it was found the law
was being broken, it was alwalys easy toa
Iicrease the penalty at a later stage.

Mr. FOULKES: We could get over the
difficulty in regard to the penalties by
providing that nothing contained in
Clause 6 should apply to those clauses
imposing penalties after Clause 128.

The Attorney General: I will oppose
linat; we have already decided onl Clause 6.

Mr. FOULKES: Then it would be
necessar-y to increase the penalties.
Magistrates were loth to convict, and we
should compel them to impose reasonable
Penalties. Some of 'the magistrates should
he compelled to impose reasonable penal-
ties.

Mr. ANGWIN: This was a trivial of-
fence. Let a heavy penalty be inflicted
in serious matters but not in one of this
natutre.

Mr. OSBORN: The portion of the
clause desired to be amended prohibited
a child from being taken into a hotel by
its father. Surely that was not a serious
offence.

Amendment put and negatived.
Clause put and passed.
Clause 130-Penalty for supplying

liqunor to children:
iMr. ANGrWIN: Children were often

sent to hotels to piurclhase liquor but as
they knew the licensee would not serve
them, they wailed for someone else to
come along and golt him to buy the liquor
for them. Pyrovision should be made for
dealing with cases of that kind. He
moved all amendment-

That in line 39, after the word
"licensee" there be. inserted "or other
perso.11
The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The

reason for the clause was to prevent chiil-
dren. from going into hotels to purchase
liquor. The amendment, however, wenct
so far as to prevent a parent from sup-
plying his sick child with liquor at his
home.

Mr. ANOWIN: It was not intended
that the amendment should apply when
liquor was given to a child as medicine.
He would, however, withdraw the amend-
ment.

Amend mentI by leave withdrawn.
Clause put and passed.
('laumc 131-agreed to.
Clause 132-Aborigines not to loiter

ablout public houses:
3Mr. COLLIER moved all amendment-

That Subelause 2 be struck out.
Amendment put and negatived.
Clause put and passed.
Clause 133-lefinition of aboriginal

native:
Mr. PIESSE: The clause was an excel-

lent one but the proviso exempting half-
castes who were not associating or living
with natives should be struck out. In
many cases half-castes, who were not liv-
ing or associating with natives, made a
practice of purchasing liquor for natives.
This should not be permitted. He moved
an amendment-

iol in lines 2 and 3 the words "such
half-caste or child habitually associat-
ing and living with aboriginal natives"
be struck out.
The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Ifa

half-caste were in the habit of obtaining
drink for full-blooded natives it could be
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easily proved that he associated with
them. Many half-castes; were respectable
settlers with families, and in some cases
it would hardly be known, that they were
not whites. If the words were struck out
they would be classed as aborigines and
would be unable to obtain liquor from a
hotel. The qualifying words were neces-
sary.

Mr. FOULKES: The amendment was
a good one. It was well known that many
half-castes made a business of obtaining
liquor for natives. They made money out
of it and caused great trouble to the
police.

Amendment put and negatived.
Clause put anld passed.
Clauses 134 to 142-agreed to.
Clause 143-Penalty for employing

females beyond certain hoour:
Mr. SCADDAN: It was quite a usual

thing at hotels to employ barmaids until
2 or 3 o'clock -in the morning, and they
were worked for more than 48 hours a
week. This should be stopped. If bar-
maids were to be employed they should
not be employed for more than 48 hours
a week anld not after hours at night.

The Minister for Mines: There is a
heavy penalty provided.

Air. SCADDAN: Yes; but the imini-
mum penalty is only £5. If it were made
£50 without a minimum it would be a
different thing. The Act at the present
time was being evaded in every instance.
When the police were on their beats and
they noticed a light in a bar through the
bar windows they should take it for
granted that the sale of liquor was going
on. He moved an amendment-

T'hat in line 10 "£450" be struck out
anud "First offence C100, and subseqvent
off ene" loss of license" be inserted in
lieu.
The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Undor

the existing law barmaids were not to be
employed for more than 48 hours a week
nor after 12 o'clock. The Bill proposed
to reduce the period by half an hour, and
the penalty which was provided went far
enough.

Amendment put and negatived.
Mr. HOLMAN moved-

That progress be reported.
r451

'Motion put, and a division taken' with
the following result:-

Ayes
'Noes

* .. .. 16
is

2Majority against

AYEs
Mr. Bath.
Mr. Centler
Mr. Foulke.
Mr. Gill
Mr. Gourley
Mr. flohun
Mr. Johnson
Mr. Keenan
Mr. Mc~owell

None
Mr. arown
Mr. Botcher
Mr. Careen
Mr. falish
Mr. Draper
Mr. Gregory
Mr. Hardwlck
Mr. Harper
Mr. laymn
Mr. Male

Motion, thus negativ,

Mr. O'Loghlea
Mr. Saddan
Mr. Swan I
MY. Troy
Mr. Underwood
Mr. Ware
Mr. Heltrann

(Tellsr).

M~r. Mitchell
Mr. Monger
Mr. Murphy
Mr. Narison
Mr. Osborn
Mr. Plesse
Mr. F. Wilson
Mr. Gordon

(Teller).

Mr. HOLMAN bad an amendment to
move in respect to the penalties provided.

The CHAIRMIAN : Seeing that the
clause had already been, dealt with the
hall. member would be out of order iti
moving any such amendment.

Mr. Underwood: Has this clause been

The CHAIRMAN : As far as the
clause ivent it had been agreed to, and the
member for Claremont wvas now about
to move Wo add a new subelause.

Mr. HOLMAN: With all respect hie
submitted that he would be in order in
adding words to the end of the clause.

The CHAIRMAN: The hon. member
could add words bat could not strike out
anything from the clause.

Mr. HOLMAN moved an amendment-
That after the word "pounds" in line

10 the words "for the first offence; and
for any subsequent offence loss of
license" be added.

It was necessary to prevent bar-maids
being employed after hours. Even if
members could not protect themselves
from being worked after hours the 'y
should do wha~t they could to protect bar-
maids from being, treated in a similar
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manner. Again, the keeping of barimaids
at work after hours was a strong incen-
tive to) men to remain in the bar long
after the time when they should have gone
home. Under the existing practice a
gil could be employed in a bar from 8
o'clock in the morning till 1 o'clock next
wormoing with short intervals off duty. If
girls were allowed to serve in bars at all
they should be properly protected. What
had the Attorney General done to see that
these girls were not employed after hours,
and what guarantee had 'we that te pro-
vision would be carried outli If the pen-
alty were made severe the licensee would
take care that the laws were not broken
in this respect. If it were held that the
provision dlid not extend to the Wife and
daughter of the licensee it was his inten-
tion to move a further amendment to
rectify that omission. In the meantime
he would draw the attention of the Chair-
man to the state of the House.

Bells rung and a quoruim formed.

12 o'clock, midnight.

Mr. TROY moved-
That progress be reported.

Motion put, and a division taken with
the following result:-

Ayes
Noes

Majority against

Mr. Bath
Xr. Collier
Mr. GUi
lfr. Holnian
Mr. Sbhnwon
Mr. Keenan
Mr. Mcowell
Mr. O'Logbien

Mr. flrow
X.r, Butcher
Mr. Delilah
Mr. Draper
Mr. Foulkes
Mfr. Goidon
Mr. Gregory
Mr. Harduick
Mr. Harper
Mr Male

Arms.

NoEs

for Cue bad not intended to vote, buf he
had entered the Chamber under the im-
pression that the bells were ringing for a
quorum, and before he could again leave
the Chamber the order was given for the
doors to be locked. Thus he had voted
pulrely accidently.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: It was a fact
that many holders of licenses paid con-
siderable sums for the right of ingoing-
so that we should earnestly consider any
amendment which would take away licen-
ses. T o employ a barmaid for a few
minutes after 11.30 o'clock should not
carry so Severe a penalty for the second
offence. The amendment might be altered
to provide a pienalty of f100 for the
second offence, and then possibly loss of
the license for the third offence. Provi-
sioni should also be made where the licen-
see left his wife to manage the hotel dur-
ing his absence. Again, the licensee might
be a female.

Mr. Holman: I have several provisoes
to cover that.

Mr. GILL: A penalty of £50 was not
sufficient in the ease of a publican who
compelled a barmaid to remain in the bar
after hours. It would not affect the man

15 genuinely desirous of carrying oat the
-is law. Provision should be made that bar-

- men also should not be employed more
3 than 48 hours in a week. The amendment

- of the member for Murchison should be
altered in the direction suggested by the

Mr. Prieda member for Pilbara. It would have more
Mr. Swan chance of acceptance.
Mr.
M r.
Mr.
Mr.

hir.
Mdr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

-Motion thus negatived.
The MrINISTER, FOR

'ogard to the division he

Troy
Underwood Mr. PRICE: It was necessary to Aix a
Wae" penalty which was just and fair. It -was
Gourley necessary to prohibit unscrupulous hotel-

(Teller), keepers from unduly working their bar-

Mitchell maids. The question was as to the pen-
lonoger alty to be inflicted onl anl employer who,

Murphy asked a female employee in the bar to
Nan son
Osborn work for more than 48 hours a week. All
Pies" employeeos in a hotel should be included in
F. Wilson the proviso.
Layman

(Teler). Mr. Gill called attention to the state of
* thle House.

* The CHAIRMAN: I am satisfied there,
WORKS: In is a quortm within the precincts of the

and the member House.
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Mr. O'LOGHILEN: It was not desirable
that these important matters should be
discussed with oniy four or five mem-
hers listening.

The CHAIRMAN: I have already said
I am satisfied there is a quorumt within
the precincts of the House.

Mr. PRICE: If the Chairman were
satisfied that members could judge the
merits of the case from outside the
Chamber, then those members and the
Chairman should decide the question.

The PREMER: That is a reflection
on the Chair.

Mr. PRICE: If it were so it could not
be helped. There was a very important
matter before the Committee and no
man had a right to decide upon it with-
out having heard the discussion. Members
opposite were driven in at the crack of
the party whip, and had to vote as the
Ministry decided. The penalty of £50
as a maximum for a first offence was on
the side of leniency. There should be a
subelause inserted to protect the publican
in the case when his wife or daughter
was called upon to aid him in conducting
the business.

Mr. TROY moved -
That progress be reported.

Motion put and a division taken with
the following result:-

Ayes .. . .15

Noes . .. .. 19

Majority against
Ayes.

Mr. Bath Mr.
Mr. Collier Mr.
Mr. Gill Mr.
Mr. Gourley Mr.
Mr. Holman Mr.
Mr. Sobneon Mr.
Mr. McDowell my.
Mr. O'Loglen

NOS.
Mr. Brown Mr.
Mr. Butcher Mr.
Mr. Careon Mr.
Mr. flaglieb Air.
Mr. Draper Mr.
Mr. Foulkes Mr.
'ter. Gordon Mr.
Mr. Gregory Mr.
Mr, Hardwick. .

Mr. Harper

MUotion thus negat ive d.

4

Price
Scuddern
swan
Troy
Underwood
Ware
Heitrmm

(T~iler).

Male
Mitchell
Monger
Murphy'
Nanson
Osborn
Please
F., Wilson
Laythan,

$Teller).

Mr. HOLMAN: With regard to the
penalty it should be doubled for the
second oiffenc, and then for a subsequent
offence the license should be forfeited..

[Interjection.]I .
Mr. Underwood: Was the bon. member

for Fremnantle in order in iuterjectin4
out of his place in tine Chamber?

T'he CHAIRMAN: The hon. member
was out of order iii interjecting from his
owni or any other seat ini the Chamber.

Mr. Scaddan: It was understood that
interjections should only he made by
members from their own seats so that
Bonnard would not make ally error inthe
way of attributing them to other mom-
hers.

The CHAIRMAN: Interjections were
highly disorderly from any seat in the
Chamber. The Standing- Ordens laid
down that an hon1. member was distinctly
out of order in interjectinig.

Mr. Murphy had been sitting in the one
place for tile last ten minutes, and the in-
terjections which were made were not
made by him. The voice inight have been
similar to his.I

Mr. Underwood: Interjections were
made iii every Parliament which was car-
ried on in the English language, and,; f
that was so why should every other Par-
liamnent except this one allow interjections
to be made.

The CHAIRMAN: The lion, member
was not ini order in reflecting on thle
Standing Orders. It was laid down that
interjections were disorderly and that in-
terrup~tions were disorderly.

Mr. Underwood: With all due respect,
lie would like to know whalt Standing
Order that was. He would like to say
lie was not reflecting on the Standin g
Orders; he was doubting the interprets-
lion.

The CHLAi~i2AN : The hion. member
wvas not in order in reflecting on.'the
Chair.

Mr. Underwood was not reflection. *rn
the Chair; He might have erred. It was
litman to err.

The CHAIRMAN : What was, the
pint of order? .. ;"

31c. _Undeirwood: twastwthrl
that jnterjections wero. out of qrdor-_,yas
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incorrect and not in accordance with the
general usages of Parliament.

The ('HAfltAIN: The hon. member
must resume his seat.

Mr. HlOLMAN: It might be advisable
to withdraw the amendment for the pur-
pose -of substituting another. Having
of ten travelled by the late train, which
arrived in Perth fromn the Mlurchison at
a late hour, the opportunity bad been
ifforded him of seeing barmaids employed

in hotels later than 11.30 pen. The A&t-
torney General should give an opinion
on the question, which might be of assist-
ace to hon. members, as to whether in

(ihe event oif a licensee's wife serving in
a bar that xrould render the licensee liable

The CHAIRMAN>Y The lion. member
is repeating himself.

Mr. HOLMAN: There wvas no occasion
for the Clerk of the House to tell the
Chairman what to do.

The CHAIRMAN: The hon. member
was- not in order in referring to the
Clerk.

-Mr. HOLAAX: Surely it was only
right that he should draw attention to
what he had seen done time after time.

The CHAIRMAN: The hon. member
had not seen it done at all.

Mr. HOLMAN: Hon. members could
even hear it. An amendment of such im-
portanee shonid receive tile consideration
of the Mlinister in charge of the Bill. It
was not desired to inflict hardship on any
licensee. If the offence was serious the
penalty should also be serious but, on the
other hand, if the offence was not senou

there was no occasion to make the penalty
.serious. He desired to know fromt the
Minister

The Attoney General: I have already
told yon no0.

Mr. HOLMAN: It does not refer to
the wife of the licensee, or his daughter?

The Attorney General: No.
Mr. HOLMAN: It would be necessary

to make that clear. However, there was
no iiecessity to dwell any longer on that
now that the Attorney General had
wakened up. He (Afr. Holman) would
w-k leave to withdraw the latter part nf

tie amendment, xnmely, the words "loss
of license for any subsequent offence."

Leave not given.
Mr. UNDERWOOD moved an amend-

ment on the amendment-
Thaet after the word "offence" the

words "for the second offence £100" be
inserted.

After these words would come the con-
eluding words of the amendment, "and
loss of license for any subsequent offence."
He knew of several licensees who in the
agricultural districts had paid large snums
as ingoings. and he held that it would be
inequitable to take away from them their
licenses for anything in the nature of a
minor offence. Still in dealing with li-
ceases we could not be expected to go to
the length of forgiving seventy times
seven, as directed in the Scriptures.

The Minister for Works: Scripture is
as hard to remember as Latin.

Mr. UINDERiWOOD: As he was not
acquainted with Latin he could not say,
bnt his experience was that those who
professed to know Latin remembered least
about it. It was easily possible that there
might be a rush of -business just at closing
time, and, not being able to deal with it
himself, the proprietor might by a mis-
take keep some female employed serving
drinks a few minutes over the prescribed
time. For that offence he (.Mr. Under-
wood) would be prepared to caution the
proprietor to the extent of fining, him
£30, with £100 for the second offence.
After the second offence the proprietor
should eentainly be deprived o~f his license.

Mr. COLLIER: It was surprising that
the Government should have refused leave*
to withdraw the concluding portion of the
amendment. The Attorney General ought
to realise that the penalty proposed in the
amendment was out of all proportion
with the penalties provided elsewhere in
thie Bill. lIt might be that in keeping a
girl on duty after the closing hour the
licensee was no more than a victim of cir-
cumnstances. He hoped the Committee
would agree to the amendment moved by
the member for Pilbara.

I O'clock ae.

Mr. SWAN moved-
That roress be reported.
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Motion put and a di
the following result:-

Ayes
Noes

Majority again

Mr. Bath
Mr. Collier
Mr. Bill
Mr. Gourley
hfr. Heitman
Mr. Rolman
Mr. K~eenan
Mr. McDowellI

Mr.

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

Brown
Butcher
Carson
Dagilab
Draper
Foulkces
Gregory
Hardwick
Harper
Layman

Anag.

Noss.

vision taken with to attend to during the day without giv-
ing them au inkling of it. It was non-

14 sensical the way members were talking
20 on both sides. If the members on the.
- Government side were not doing any talk-

ist .. 6 ing, actions spoke louder than words.
- The CHAIRMAN: The hon. member

must confine himself to the question.
Mr. O'Loghlen Air. 'MeDO WALL: It was time one was
Mr. Prime
Mr. $.an out of order, listening to such nonsense.
Mrt. Troy It wvas necessary to be indignant.
fr. Ware Mr. Uniderwvood: I hope the lion, maim-

Mr. Underwood
(Teller), her does not insinuate I have been talking

nonsense.
Mr. IleDO WALL: Everybody has

Mr. Male been talking nonsense.
Mr. itchell The CHAIRMAN: The Lion. member
Mr one is not in order in reflecting on hon. memn-

M(r. Osborn
Mr. Pieas.
Mr. Seadden
Mr. F. Wilson
Mir. Gordon

(Teller).

Motion thus negatived.
Mr. GILL: In the event of a license

being cancelled it would be fair to make
provision that the owner of -the premises
could apply at the end of, say, three
years for the reinstatement of the License.
Hfe intended to move in this direction, be-
cause injustice might be done to land-
lords by unscrupulous and careless ten-
ants.

The CHAIRMAN: The hon. member
would -be in order in discussing the point
when hie moved in the direction indicated.

Mr. COLLIER: Could an amendment
be moved on the amendment on the
amendment to provide "sueh forfeiture
shall not affect the owner of the premises
for Which the license is granted?"

The CHAIRMAN: The proper time to
monve would be after the amendments now
before the Committee were dealt with.
Members should not try to complicate the
question.

Mr. McDOWALL: It was extraordi-
nary members on the Government side did
not allow the member for Murchison to
wvithdrawv the latter portion of the amend-
ment. The whole proceedings were ex-
traordinary, keeping members in the
Chamber all night when they had business

Mr. Me1DOWALL withdrew. It was
simply absurd, with the minimum penalty
for the first offence at £5, to talk about
making the second offence loss of the
license. It was altogether ridiculous and
there was every justification for talking
of talking, nonsense.

The CHAIRMAN: The member must
confine himself to the amendment to in-
sert the words "second offence, £100."

31r. McDOWALL: Latitude should be
allowed to illustrate matters. So much
time had been wasted that he might just
as -well waste a little more. He intended
to support the amendment to make the
penalty £100.

'Mr. UNDERWOOD: As to the re-
marks of the member for Boulder. it was
only right that the owner of licensed pre-
mises should be Protected. He was put
to eom'iderable expense in erecting a
buildin-

The CHAIRMAN: The lion, member
must confine himself to the amendment.

Mr. UND)ERWOOD: Would the At-
torney Ceneral inform the Committee
how, in the event of the amendment as
proposed to be amended being carried,
it would be possible to protect the Owner
of the premises.

Air. HOLMAN : The Attorney General
should be courteous enough to answver the
question. As be had said the positiorn
with regard to the clause was-
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The CHAIRMAN: Members must not
be guilty of repetition in the course of
their remarks. They must confine their
attention to the amendment.

Mr. HOEXAN: If the amendment to
make the penalty £100 were defeated
would it he possible to move that the sum
be £757

The CHAIRMNAN: While he had no
dlesire to take drastic steps, members must
remember that they must confine them-
selves to the amendment.

Mr~. TROY: All the member for Mfur-
chison wanted to know was whether, if
the £100 penalty were defeated, there
could he an amendment to make the sum
£75.

The CHAIRMAN: That could be done.
Air. TROY: The penalty of £100 for a

second offence was too high.
Amendment (Mr. Underwood's) on

amendment put and negatived.
Mr. HOLMAN : Would the Attorney

General agree to have the sum fixed at
£751

The Attorney General: We will adhere
to the penalty in the clause as it stands.

Mr. COLLIER moved a further amend-
ineat on the amendment-

That the following words be added
to the amendment "but such forfeiture
shull -not affect the owner of the prem-
ises for which the license is granted.

The Attorney General: That is fully
provided for in Clause 55.

Amendment (Mr. Collier's) on amend-
ment by leave withdrawn.

Amendment (Mr. Holman's) put and.
iicgatiyed.

,)r. HOLM AN: If the wife or daugh-
ter of a licensee assisted or served in or
abput the bar a risk would be incurred

;1ncl the licensee would he brought undr
-the penalty clauses. In order to obviat
aIpy possibility of such a thing occurring-

,he tpond, a further amendment- :
-That the following proviso be ad-

(led :-"Prorided that this section -ph all
iiot apply Jo -the wife or danghtor of
a licensee whko may be absent *from
home or is sick and unable to attend to

-leis. ,bunsiness or to any female whos may
br kc~ bk older of a license." W

That amendment would prevent an -in-

justice being done. If, however, the At-
torney General gave an assurance that
the clause would not affect the people
who were referred to tbere would not he
any necesity to move the amendment.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
hon. member need uot have any anxiety
about these females.

Mfr. GILL: Would the Attorney Gen-
eral inform the Committee where there
was a provision in the Bill to protect
these people? The clause would undoubt-
edly inflict a hardship on someone.

The Attorney General: I am perfectly
satisfied it would not be possible to ob-
tain a conviction.

Mr. GILL: The Bill should he framed
without loopholes advantage of -which
might he taken hy an -official in order to
test the position in the law courts:- It
was the duty of the Committee to dlear
the matter up.

Mir. PRICE: Clearly the clause ap-
plied to any female who might he em-
ployed on licensed premises, not except-
ing the wife or daughter of the licensee.
He was desirous of protectingv the wife or
dlaughter of the licensee against the op-
eration of the clause. The contention
that they worked late of their own voli-
tion would not be accepted in any court
of law. It otighL to he mande clear I-hwt
the clause did not embrace the wife or
daughter of the licensee except where the
licensee was the manager of the hotel.
It was to be hoped the Minister would
accept the amendment,

The ATITORNEY GENERAL: The
amendment was unnecessary. The 4clause
was not a new one. It had heen in exist-
ence for more than ten years and no hard-
ship had been inflicted nder it. There
was no danger of -the penalty being ex-
acted, but if it was proposed that. tile
licensee should have power to keep his
dlaughter on duty for an unlimited ntm-
her of hours he (the Minister) would
steadfastly resist it.

Mfr. TROT: It was by no means the
intention of the mover of the samendment
that -the licensees -should he permitted -to
employ his daughter for an undulj'long
period.

The Attorney General: I am sure of
that. I mecrely meant thM 'tuch'idvant-
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age might be taken of the amendmnent if
it were carried.

-Mr. TROY: It was gratifying to have
the Minister's assurance on that point.
A man who would work his own kitlh and
kin unduly long hours was not fitted to
be entrusted with a license. All that the
amendment asked was bhnat the menibers
of the licensee's family should be entitled
to assist.

The ATTORNEBY GENERAL: It was
not believed that the -lhon. member sug-
gested. that the licensee's wife or daughlter
should work unduly tong hours. The idea
that the wife of the licensee could be
fined for merely going into the bar to get
a glass was absurd.

Mr. PRICE: The Attorney Genera!
had said that thle claUSe had been in op-
eration for -tell years and that it did not
apply to thle -wife or daughter of thle
licensee-

The Attorney Generat: No, I did not
say -that.

Mr. PRICE: The Minister had said
that the clause had never been applied to
the licensee's wife or daughter.

The Attorney General: I say there has
never been a c-ase under it.

Mr. PRICE: Was, that not evidence
that the law had never been admnin-
istered? The M11inister seemed 1-4) think
the amendment asked that (he licensee
should be allowed to work his wife and
children night and dlay and that those
members supporting the amendnient de-
sired to see that state of things.

Mr. 'Murphy: So you do.

2 o'clock a.m,.

Mr. TROY: Was the lion. member in
order in interjecting from the particular
chair in which he was sitting?

The CHATRMAN: No member was in
order in interjecting at all.

IMr. PRICE: It wras to be hoped the
Minister wouild favourably consider the
c-lause.

Mr. GILL moved-

That progress be reported.

Motion put, and a division taken with
the following result:-

Ayes .. . .14

Noes .. . .18

Majority against .. 4

Ars.

Mr. Rath 14r. Price
Mr. Collier IMr. Scaddan
Mr. Gin r. .Swan
1Mr. Gourley .3,
Mr. Heitmano Mr. Ware
Mr. Holmau' Mr. Underwood
N1r. Maflwall (Teller).
M r. OFLoghlea

Mr. Brown
Mr. Butcher
Mr. Carson
Mr. Daglish
Mr. Foulkes
31r. Gordon
'Mr. Gregory
Mr. Hardwick
Mr. Harper
Mr. Male

Noes.

fMr.
Mr.

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

Mitchell
Monger
Murphy
Nanson
Osborn
Piesse
F. Wilson
Layman

(Tatter).

Moftionl thuis negatived.
Mr. COLLIER: The Attorney General

had given two opinions, saying the clause
did and did not apply to wives aind
daiughitelS Of licensees.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
lionu. member was misqnoting. The clause
was satisfactory, and the Government
were not prepared to accept the amend-
inient of the member for Murchison. The
clause had been in existence for over ten
y'ears. and there had been no hardships
uinder it. The point raised by members
was nothing1 more nor less than a mare's
nest. At the same time it was necessary
to have some protection against over-
workingr women, and there was no reason
whly anl employee who happened to be a
relative of the licensee should he worked
at longer inumber of hours than an em-
ployee who was not related to thle licensee.

Mr. COLLIER: At the commencement
of the discussion the Attorney General
said the clause would work no hardship
on the wife or the daughters of a. licensee,
or in other words that the clause did not
apply to them.

The Attorney General: I did not say
that; surely the hon. member is not in
order?
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The CHAIRMAN: The hion. member
was not in order in putting words into the
month of the Attorney General.

Air. COLLIER :The interpretation
put upon the Attorney General's observa-
tions was that the licensee would be per-
mitted to work his wife and daughters
as many hours as lie chose. He moved
an amendment onl Mr. Holman's further
amendment-

Ihat all the words of the amendment
after "licensee" be struck out.

The further amendment would then read:
"Provided that this section shall not apply
to the wife or daughter of any licensee."
W~e were interfering in a family affair
which we were not justified in doing, as
we were not called upon to Jay down the
conditions and hours for the employment
of the licensee's wife or daughters.

Mr. HOLMAN: The amendment on the
amendment provided that at any time the
licensee could employ his wife or daugh-
ter about the licensed premises. He had
no objection to raise to that.

Amendment (Mr. Collier's) onl amend-
ment put and p)asned.

Amendment as amended put and liege-
live(].

r.SWAN moved a further amiend-
ment-

That the foliotwing iwords be added:-
It is further provided that the fore-
going cla uses shall apply to any male
person employed to assist or- ser in
or about aniy bat or in or about the,
sale of liquor on the licensed premises.

So far no attempt had been made to
improve the condition of the male em-
ployees who at times% were very badly
.sweated.

'Mr. FOTTLK E]S: There was anl amend-
mneat onl the Notice Paper in his uname
which should be taken first.

The CHAIRMIAN: The amendment of
lte member fur North Perth had priority.

Mr. GOR DON: I more that the ques-
lion-

Mrt. FOULKES: While agreeing that
perhaps the amendment of the member
for North Perth should be taken first he
wanted a guarantee from the Attorney
Genera! that the closure should not be
applied to the clause until hie had been

given an opportunity to move his amend-
ment.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL : No
such guarantee could be given. If a sub-
ject were discussed ad nauseamn the Stand-
ing Orders provided a remedy for any
member. If such action were taken
members on the Government side could
not be blamed. Certainly be would like
to protect the lion. member.

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

Ayes .. . .15

Noes .. . .17

-Majority against

IMr. Bath
Mr. Collier
Mr. Foulkes
Mr. Gill
Mr. Glourley
Air. Heitrmn
Mr. lman
Mr. Melowall

M~r.
alr.
Air.
Mr.
Mr.
Air.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

Brown
Blutcher
Carson
Dagllsh
Gordon
Gregory
Hardwick
Harper
Male

AYE$.

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

Noss.
I Mr.

Mr.
Mr.
Al r.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
At ?r.

2

O'Loublen
Price
Scaddasn
Swan
Troy
Ware
Underwood

(Teller).

Mitchell
Monger
Murphy
Nanson
Osborn
Plesse
F. Wilson
Layman

(Teller).

Amnenijt thus nlegatived.
Mr. H(ILM1AN inored a forther amend-

iient-
T'hat the following words be added:-

(1) 'The licensee shall at all times keel)
a record book it-herein shall be entered
a correct record sQhowinlg the time
worked by all females employed by hint
to sherre in the bar;- (2) the record book
shall at all times be open for inspection
to any person appointed under the
Act; (3) such person, so appointed
shall at all tuones require the licensee it)
verify; the entries in such record book.
in such a manner as ma?; be prescribed.

It was necessary to have a provision of
this character to show that barinaids were
not. employed for more than 48 hiours.
Tt was useless passing a clause saying
that a persont should not be employed
more than a certain period uinless it was
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in-isted that a record of the hours worked
should be kept in a record book provided
for the purpose. Unless that was done
tile protection the Committee were endea-
rouring to afford females would be thrown
away. The book shonld be open for in-
spection by the police. If any doubt
arose as to the accuracy of the records
there should be power given to the per-
son appointed under the Act to compel
the licensee to verify the statements set
down in the hook.

The Minister for Mines: floes not the
Factories Act provide for what you are
a9sking?

Mr, HOLM .AN: A hotel was not a fac-
tory.

The M3inister for Mines: They have to
k-eep a record of all persons they employ
6n4 the hours worked.

(Mr. Brown took the C heir,)

Mr. HOLMA.: There was no sueb
provision for barmaids. Even if there
were such a provision the penalties pro-
vided in the Factories Act would not
adlequately mneet the ease. No harm wonldi
be done in expressly laying down the
obligations and responsibilities of the
licensee. The Attorney General should
accept the amendment, which was simply
providing a safeguard.

Mr. BATH: hI reply to the Minister
for Mines it should be pointed oat that
there was no provision in the Factories
Act requiring the keeping of records
wihich could be applied to this measure.
In the Early Closing Act of 1004 it was
provided that no person should employ
a barman or waiter for a longer period
than 56 hours; but that made no provi-
sion for barmnaids who were provided for
in this Bill. Seeing that the record was
onisidered necessary in the Early Closing

Act it was only reasonable that it should
be inserted in the Licensing Bill.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: There
was no objection to he offered to the
amendment so far as paragraphs I and
2 w~re concerned. Paragraph 3, how-
ever, was; undesirable. If it was claimed
that there were false entries in the hook
the onus; would be on the licensee to prove
that they were not false.

Mr. HOLMAN: If the Attorney GIan-
eye] was satisfied with the two first para-
graphs it would he sufficient.

The Attorney General:- If you withdraw
the third paragraph I will agee to the
first and second.

(Xr. Taylor resumed the Chair.)
Paragraph 3 of the amendment by

leave withdrawn.
Mr. TROY: Who were the inspectors

who would be responsible for making the
necessary inquiries?

The Attorney General: Clause 149 pro-
vides. for the inspectors.

Mr. TROY: There was nothing in
Clause 149 giving the police power to
inspect the record books or take action
in regard to them, It had been suggested
that the Early Closing inspector should
.attend to these duties. That would be of
no value whatever, for, notoriously, that
inspector visited -the places already under
his control only once a year or even once
in two years. There were somne things not
to the credit of one of these gentlemen-
There was no use -putting in a provision
in the measure unless it -was carried out.
The p-roposal was a step in the right
direction.

3 o'clock Usa.

Amendment (Mr.- flolman's) as altered
put and passed.

Mr. FOULKES moved a f urther
amendment -

T'hat the following be added as a sub-
elouses-(2) No licensee licensed under
a publican's general license or person
managing or conducting any premises
licensed under such a license shall, after
the end of the year 1910, employ any
female, or suffer any female to assist
or Serve in or about any bar, or in or
about the sale of liquor on any such
premises, unless such female shall have
been so employed or suffered to assist
i n some such premises in Western Aus-
tralia at some time during the year
1910. Penalty-Fifty pounds.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: The proposal did
not meet the case so well as certain new
clauses he proposed to move.

Mr. COLLIER suiggested that the
amendment be withdrawn so that the de-
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eision on the proposed. new eli
moved by the member for Pi
not be prejudiced. It was an
question that could not ade
.dealt with at this early hour ol
tug.

Mr. FOULKES: The prop'
member for Pilbara. was copie
Transvaal Ordinance of 1902,
provisions of that mneasure
registration of bar-maids. while
ment simply dealt with the p
the employment of barmaids
withdraw the amendment and 1
he decided upon the prol
,clauses.

Amendmeont by leave witlidr
Clause, as amended, put and
Clause 144-Penalty for per

.orderly conduct:
Mr. BATH moved an amen

That in line 1, after "'dr;
the word "gambling" be ins

-This -would make it also a
permitting gambling to take
licensed premises. A great
-opposition and resentment sh
saloon interests was because &:
tionable practices, allowedt
saloons which, like those in
were purely used to purvey di
occupiers of these saoons res
kinds of practices in orderU
people to go to the saloons and
should encourage the legibimat
no practice should be forbi
strongly in connection with
house than that of gambling.

Mr. TROY mioved-
That progress be reported

*Motion put and a division
the following result:-

Ayes .. -

Noes

Majority against

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
M r.

Bath
Coller
Gill
Girley
Holman
McDowallt
O'Loghlen

AYEs.
M r.
Mr.
dr.
ASr.

Pric
Swa
Troy
Und

Sr. War
dr. Belt

times to, he
bar&. might

important
quately he
fthe morn-

osal of the
d from the

MAr. Brown
Mr. Butcher
Mr. Carson
Mr. Dagitsh
MW. Gordon
M4r. Gregory
Mr. Hardwick
Mr. Rarper
Mr. Male

Noss.
Mr. Mthf
Mr. Monger
Mr. Murphy
Mr. Nanson
Mr. Oorn
Mr. Please
Mr. F. Wilson
Mr. Layman

(Teflwri

and as the Motion thus negatived.
-ovcred the The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
the amnend- amendment was unnecessary. If Clause
Hrincipe Of 152 were referred to it would be seen that

he would no licensee was allowed to permit his
et the issue premnises to he uised as a common gaming
3osed new house. The sections of the Police Act

also prohibited it. However, if the
awn.l amendment were found to be necessary
lpas&. hie would have it inserted in another

mitting dis- place.
Mr. BATH: On that assurance he

dment- would not press the amendment.
rsnkenness," Amendment by leave withdrawn.
'erted. ',%r. TROY moved an amendment-

3enalty for That in live 2 the words "or dlis-
place on orderly" be struck out.

leal of the Mr. OUQO-ITLEN : Too mnuch power
own to the was placed by the clause in the hands of
!the objec- an officious policeman who would he
o0 exist in put in a position almost to ruin the

America, publican. It was possible that a reputed
rink. The prostitute or thief might be on the pre-
orted to all mises without the publican knowing that

encourage they were persons of evil fame.
Idrink. We Mr. UNDERWOOD: The Attorniey

e house but General should give to the Committee a
kdden more definition of the two persons mentioned
a licensed in the clause.

Mr. GILL: The character of the liceha-
see and also of his house were endan-
gered by the clause, especially when it

takenwith was read in conjunction with the clause
takenwith which followed, wherein it was stated that

the presence of any reputed prostitute or
13 thief should be prima facie evidence that
- 17 the licensee permitted such persons to be

present withi the knowledge that suceh per-
4 sons were reputed prostitutes or thieves.

The Committee should hesitate before
passing the clause.

n Mr. HOLMAN: Such a provision'as
erwood that contained in the clause -was placing

eoo a big disability on a publian. The mem-

mann her for Claremont ;had stated that the
(Teller), clause would he inoperative. If that wa~s
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tf. e-ase why buarden the statute-book with
it? As with drunkenness there were
many degrees of disorderliness, and both
these conditions should be strictly de-
fined in the clause. Again, how could the
licensee he expected -to recognise every
person of evil fame who entered upon
the preernises?

The CHAIRMvIAN: The hon. member
would see that the amendment was to
strike out the words "or disorderly."

Mr. HOLMAN: A disorderly person
should not be classed with thieves and
prostitutes. He knew of a case in
Pertk -

The CHAIRMAN: The hlon. member
was only repeating the arguments and.
illustrations used by other hon. members.
The members for Forrest, for Mt. Mag-
net, end for Balkatta hed used p recisely
the same arguments.

Afr. Holman: The repetition of an ar-
gumnent only -went to show its strength.

The CHAIRMAN: The lion, member
wouild not be allowed to indulge in tedious
repetition.

Mr. HOLMAN: There was no inten-
tion of so doing. Surely lie was; entitled
to ask for an explanation of the clause.
The Attorney General had gone to sleep
again and--

The Attorney General: 1 am not
aseep.

Mr. HOLMAN: When the division
bells rang all the sleepers would be
awakened and would vote without having
heard the arguments addnced. Another
ce of which he had heard was that of a
man in Perth--

The CHAI-RLMAN: The lion, member
was repeating illustrations already -used
by the members for Mount Magnet and
for Forrest-cases which those hon. mem-
hers were in a position to speak tabout
while the hon. member was merely re-.
peating what the Committee had already
heard.

Me-, UNDJERWOOD: In the event of
(he amendment being nergatived could the
succeeding words be struck out?

The CHATEMNAN: In such event the
hon. member would be able to deal with
the remainder of the clause.

Mr. O'LOOHLEN: It was desired to
drz~w attention to the lack of definition

in the clause. Why should the Committe
place in the hands of any'policeman the
powers provided in the clause.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
clause was to be found iii almost every
iiensing Act in force in she various

parts of the British dominions. Ron.
membears knew perfectly well that they
would not be taking exception to a clause
of this nature were they not determined
-as he had beard the member far Mur-
chikan say earlier in the sitting-that no,
more business was to be done to-night.

Mr. HOLMAN: No such statement
had been made by him. He would ask
for a withdrawal.

The Attorney General: If the hoti.
member denies it I will withdraw.

Mr. O'LOGHLKN: Until five minutes
ago he had not spoken. When he had
risen it was -with the object of asking the
Attorney General 'if the whole of the
clause was to apply and mbhether we were
to place in the hands of a policeman the
power asked for. He bad in mind the
case of a town in the South. A regula-
tion passed in 1882 provided that 11o
licensed vitualler in that town should
allow a soldier to be on the premises after
8 o'cloec at night. There was an instance
in which a policeman could use this power-
and practically ruin a respectable citizen.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: It was
not proposed to modify the clause in the
slightest particnular. The clause was to be'
found in all measures deali ng with licensed
premises. It was a misfortune that the-
general public -had not an opportunity of'
heating the class of assertions indulged in
by lion, members when criticising a clause-
of this nature. Hon. members had better
say outriglht that licensed houses should
be allowed to be the resort of persons.
of bad character. The object of the
clause was to prevent this, and if hon.
membters objected to it they ought to say
so, and let it be clearly understood.

Mr. TROT: The Attorney General
would not be allowed to make insinua-
tions with regard to his (Mr, Troy's) in-
tentions in moving the amendment. An
action instituted in which lie had been
personally concerned had decided him
that in future, so far as he could give a.
direction to legislation, disorderly conduct
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should be something more serious than
that with whfeh he had been charged.
It was absurd to provide a penalty of £20.
The Attorney General should not indulge
in recrfimina~tionis or make insinuations re-
garding the attitude of members of the
Opposition.

Mir. SWAN' : Notwithstanding the re-
marks of the Attorney General he (31r.
Swan) had no scruples about accepting
responsibility for this amendment. It
was outrageous to suggest that the hotel-
keeper should lie liable to a penalty of
£20 for some slight disorderly conduct
that mighit take place on his premises and
be beyond his, power to 1)revent,

I O'clock a.m.

Mr. LIO1,LAN moved-
That progress be reported.

M otion put, and a division taken with
dihe following result:-

Ayes .. . .12

Noes .. . .17

Majority against .. 5

Mr. Bath
Mr. Collier
Mr. Gill
Mr. Gourley

Mr. Ho~man
Mr. McDowall
Mr. Okiogk~en

Mr. Drown
Mr. Butcher
Mr. Carson
Mr. Daglish
Mr. Gordon
Mr. Gregory
Mr. Hardwlck
Mr. Layman
Mr. Male

AvE

NOE~

I.

I.

Mr.
W r.
Mre.
dr.
11r.

WV. Price
swall
Troy
Ware
Underwood

(Teller).

Mr. Mitchell
Mr. Monger
Mir. Murphy
Mr. Nanan
Mr. Osborn
Mr. Plesse
Mr. F. Wilson
Mr. Harper

( Teller).

Motion thus negatived.
Mr. COLLIER: We provided a greater

_penalty for disorderly conduct than was
prodided in other Statutes. Clause 6
made the fine at least £2, whereas a fine
of five or ten shillings was usually im-
posed for slight cases of disorderly conduct.

Amendment (M.Nr. Troy's) put and neg-
-atived.

Mr. TROY moved a further amend-
nient-

That in Subclonse 2, line 1, the words
"or thief" be struck out.

Aft. PRICE: Some definition of "re-
puted prostitutet' should be put on re-
cord.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL : It
was a matter of fact to be determined on
the evidence whether a person was a no-
torious prostitute. If it was a matter of
common notoriety and it could be proved
the licensee permitted a. woman of that
character to go on his premises and re-
main there a conviction would follow.

Mr. PRICE: The next clause provided
that the presence of any reputed prosti-
tute or thief upon licensed premises was
to be taken as prima facie evidence that
the licensee permuitted her to be lpreselnt
withI knowledge that such person was a
reputed prostitute. But there might be nto
such knowledge onl the part of -the licensee.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL:- In
that ca4 the licensee could prove hie dlid
not know it. The burden of proof was
onl the publican.

Mr. LUNDERWOOD: It was impos-
sible for the publican to say definitely
that any woman was a reputed prostitute.
The clause should be rendered easily un-
derstood, and so that the publican should
not stiffer unless he was knowingly gulty
of an offence.

Mr. BATH: The provisions of the
clause were absolutely necessary for the
proper conduct of licensed premises. Ad-
ministration of these laws erred on the
side of laxity rather than on the side of
severity. Without a provision of this
kind it would he possible for licensed pre-
mises to be the harbour for objectionable
characters. The powers in the clause
would not be found excessive.

Amendment put and negatived.
Clause put and passed.
Clause 145-Evidence of permissiont of

disorderly conduct:
M1r. HOLM1AN -: Subelause 2 meant

that if any reputed thief or prostitute
were found on licensed premises the pub-
lican should be, as it were, put on his
trial and be deemed guilty of harbouririg
them until hie could establish his inno-
cence. That was not just-

The ATTORNEY GENERAL : It
would be a very simple matter for a pub-
tican to show he had not knowingly per-
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mitted a reputed prostitute on his prem-
ises. Such persons were generally pretty
well known especially in a small commun-
ity.

(Mr. Brown took the Chair.)
Mr. PRICE: There should be a pro-

viso that there should not be a conviction
under the clause against the publican
unless he had been notified of the charac-
ter of the particular person referred to.
The clause provided a chance of placing
in the hands of a vindictive policeman a
power lie might use unjustly to vent per-
sonal spleen against a publican.

Mr. GILL: It was most unfair that
publicanis should be expected to know
every reputed bad character in the City,
and for that reason members should
strongly oppose the provision calling
upon a publican to suffer a penalty be-
cause he was ignorant of the character
of persons such as those referred to in
the clause.

Clause put and passed.
Clause 146r-Certain games not to be

played in public-houses after 11.30
,o'clock except by bona fide lodgers:

Mr. FOUILKES moved an amend-
ment-

Thal in line 2 the words- "half-past
eleven" be struck out and "ten" inserted
in lieu.
Amendment put and a division taken

with the following result
Ayes .. . . 5
Noes . .. . 25

Majority against

Mr. Foulkes
Mr. Oil]
MY. Hoboan

Mr. Butcher
Mr. Corson
Mr. Cornier
Mr. Daglish
Mr. Gordon
3Mr. Gnurlqy
Mr. Gregory
Er. Hardwick
Mr. lAyman
Mr. Mae
Mr. Meflowall

lir Mtchell
Mr. MogRM

20

ArEs.
Mr. Scaddag

Mr ah (Teller).

Mr. Mdurphy
Mr. Nanage
Mr. O'Loghlen
M r. Osborn
31r. Please
Mr. Price
Mr. Swan
Mr. Troy
Mr. Underwood
Mr. Ware
Mr. P. Wilson
Mir. Harper

(Telter).

Amendment thus negatived.
Yr. PRICE moved a further Amend-

ment-

That the ivords "other than bona fide
lodgers, except under the authority of
an occasional license" be struck out'

Mr. UNDERWOOD: The amendment
was deserving of support. If it was de-
sirable to close the ordinary billiard
saloon at 11.30 p.m. it was undesirable
to provide for occasional licenses for
saloons to remain open after that hour.

Mr. GILL: Surely the Attorney General
would accept the amendment.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: There
was no reason whby people should not
play billiards until half-past eleven
o'clock at night, and so far as bona fide
lodgers were concerned surely there was
no harm. in their playing on after that
hour, The occasional license was of an
exceedingly limited character, for it only
allowed the hours to be extended on
special occasions, and then only for one
night under each license.

Air. FOULKES: It was a pity the At-
torney General could not see his way clear
to agreeing to the amendment. The
clause would give rise to a lot of trouble.

The Premier: There has been no
trouble since 1880.

Mr. FOUJLKES: That was the Act
hon, members had been complaining of'as
being. hopelessly out of date. With re-
gard to the occasional licenses he had
always complained of the loose manner
in which they were granted. Some of
the hotels became very noisy on those
nights when the billiard roonm was opened
under an occasional license.

Mr. COLLIER: It was because thte
clause had heel] in existence for over 30
years that its p~rov'isions had endeared
themselves to the Attorney General. Ina
the opinion of the Atorney General what
was good enough for the sandalwood days
of Western Australia was good enough.
for the State to-day. Why should we
permit games to he played after elosiiU
hours?1

The Attorney General: They are nra
permitted to the general public.
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Mr. COLLIER: The lodger might be
m&ely a casual visitor who had paid for
a be for the night, and who in conse-
qiucnce would be permitted to play
billiards till dawn.

The Attorney General: Tt would not be
pe-rmitted if the licensee chose to close
up the room.

Mr. COLLIER: Not one in a hundred
publicans would refuse to allow the
lodgers. to play all night if they so de-
sired.

.5 o'clock axni.

Mr. GILL: The principal objection was
to the granting of the occasional licenses.
It was abused under the existing law.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: There
were no occasional licenses under the ex-
isting law. -Magistrates had wide powers
ta evotend the hours, but that woxild vanish
-with the passing of this Bill.

Mr. GILL: There was a systemi of get-
line special licenses, and the clause
under discussion would be interpreted in
very much the same way. He supported
the anrcndmenL.

4r. FOULKES: There were many
(N)rnlplainls in Perth against the system
of ocecasional licenses. This permission
should not be granted in connection with
the playing of billiards.

Amendment puit, and a division taken
with the following- result:

Ayes
Noes

14

Majority against

Mr. Bath
.Mir. Collier
Mr. Foulkes
Mr. Gill
Mr. GJourley
Mr. Holman
Mr. MoDowall
Mr. O'Loghleu

Mr. Butcher
Mr. Carson
Mr. Dagliab
Mr. Gregory
Mr. Hz-rdwicb
Xr. Harper
Mr. layman
Mr. 31.0e
Mr. Ifitcebl

ATSn.
Mr. Price
Mr. Scaddan
Mr. Swan
Mr. Troy
Mr. Ware
Mr. Underwoc

NouiA.
Mr. Mouger
Mr. Murphy
Mr. NaSUson
Mr. Osborn
Mr. Plan
DM P. WUlso
Mr. GJordon

Amendment thus negatived.
Clause put and passed.
Clause 147-Power to exclude or ex-

pel certain persons from licensed pre-
mises:

MUr. GILL moved an amendment-
That in line 3 the words "or dis-

orderly" be struck out.
The reason he bad for moving the amend-
ment was that the 'word "'disorderly" was
not defined,

Amendment put and negatived.
Clause put and passed.
Clause 148r-agreed to.
Clause 149-Power to enter licensed

premises:
Mifr. SCADDAN: The clause contained

a provision that an ordinary eou-
stable o]] duty coulid not demand en-
trance to licensed premises unless he was
anthorised in writing by his superior offi-
(cr to do so. Could there be anything
miore absurd I

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: A con-
stable can Vo on to licensed premises in
ordinary hours, but not after hours, with-
our authority from his superior officer.

31r. SCAIDDAN: A constable could
enter in ordinary hours when all was

qiet. but -could not do so without per-
mission when there was a riot or a row
going on after hours. He moved ant
amendment-

That all the words after "force," itr
line 1, to "way," in line 4, be struck
out.

2 The ATTORNEY GENERAL: It was
provided by Subclsause 4 either that
authority might be given for specific
eases, or that general authority might ber
given. Was it advisable to give a con-
stable, without reference to his superior
officer, the right to enter licensed houses

(Teller.) in the small hours of the morning, for in-
stance? If the hon. member could give
cases where a superior officer had tried
to screen publicans it was, his duty to
make them known.

Mr. BATH: If the members of the,
police force were to be entrusted with the
adlministration of the law surely they

should have power to enforce it on licen-
sed premises. There was no possibility
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of their doing that if, before they could
examine suspected premises, they had to
get authority from a superior officer. By
the time such authority could be obtaned
the licensee would have fixed everything
up. Take the ease of gaming on licensed
premises. Conviction depended upon the
promptitude exhibited by the constable.
If the policeman had to go for his
superior officer, and perhaps dig him up
from a private bar, it would he too late.
If there were members of the force who
could not be entrusted with the power to
administer the law, they should not be
entrusted with the duties of a constable.

Mr. FOULKES: There should be no
objection to the amendment. In country
disticts a constable's superior officer was
sometimes 20 or 30 miles away,' and it
would take a couple of days to get the
permission; the constables should he
trusted to carry out their duties.

'Mr. HARPER: A superior officer of
the police force should be entrusted with
a duty such as that proposed ini the clause.
He (Mr, Harper) did not look upon
everyone as suspicious characters but the
members of the police force were not
always paid a very high salary and one
could not possibly expect to find a high
standard of character in the Police De-
partment. There was a large number
employed in the police force and for that
reason it would be a menace to hotel-
keepers to give all policemen ia right to
enter a hotel at any time of the night and
wake up the hoarders. If a hotel was
suspected of carrying on a trade contrary
to the Act or during prohibited houirs it
-would be easy enough for the mnembers.
of the police force to get written authonity
to enter the house. The clause should be
allowed to remain as it stood.

Mr. COLLTER; The Attorney General
ought. to defend the ofiers of the Police
Department against the reflections cast
hy the heon. member for Beverley. The
hon. member told the Committee that a
number of the members of the police
force were not of good character.

Mr. Harper: I said nothing of the
kind.

Mr. COLLIER: And consequently
,could not be trusted.

Mr. Harper: I said you could not-,ex-
pat to find the highest standard of elma-
razter in the police force.

The CHAIRMAN: The member gor
Beverley refutes the statement and. it
must therefore be withdrawn.

Mr. COLLIER: There was no doubt
about what the lion, member for Beverley
said and if he did not use those words,
the argument was in the same directio.
namely that the police force could pot
he trusted.

Mr. Har-per: I said there were ex-
ceptions.

Mr. COLLIER: The member for R--
arley declared that there 'were exceptions
and that it was only those exceptions that
could he trusted. What tbe Commnittee
should know was why a polic-eman was;
ant rusted with the administration of other
Acts and was permitted to enter a ware-
house or other premises if the law 'was
being& hroken there, and was not par-
mit'ted to enter a public house if be saw
that the law was being broken. There
were special men who -were told off for
licensing duty while the rank and flle
-were not permitted to interfere. The
Attorney General should justify- the con-
dition of things% which permitted a police-
man to pass by a hotel where lie knew the
law was being broken. One might .as
well arm a policeman with written au-
thority to interfere when lie saw a burg-
lar at work. Why was such a provision
made in the Licensing Bill alone? It
was absurd.

The Attorney General: This clause ii
much more liberal than the old dlaixtsm.
Previously a policeman had to get an-
IlioritY from twoi justiees of the pec&'

Mr. SCADDAN: If tie written iii-
structions were made general then they
were not worth anything. Only recenVi!y
in a police court case 'the magistrate was
surprised at the lack of duty on the part
of a constable and when questioned this
constable said that lie dared not 410 'itler-
wise until he 'had received written in-
structions. Every mian was ptil oti dtmty
and it seemed that lie had not to exe~rd
that duty. The reason why so rnaaiy
complaints were heard about breaches of
the licensing law was that the police 4lY
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went to licensed premises when specially
instructed to &o so. A constable should
be able to enter licensed premises at all
times and if he caried out his duties in
such a fashidon as to be a menace to the
horelkeeper then he could be dealt with
by his superior officers.

(M1r. Taylor resumed 1he Chair.)

Mr. GTILL: It seemed that because the
law had been on the statute-book for a
!-reat number of years that that was the
reason for its continuance. The law
whicht applied to all should apply to
those engaged in the liquor traffic and
there should be some authority to deal
with the people engaged in this traffic
just as it existed in connection with
others. It was ridiculous that the drink
trafie should be protested in such a war.
The Attorney General should give some
substantial reason why this special in-
struction should be issued or why special
persons should be told off to see that the
law was carried out. It was making a law
for a special class of persons not desery-
ing, of special consideration.

Amnendmnent put and a divisin called
for.

Mr. Bath: The vote of the member for
Freman tie would have to be given on the
side of the Opposition; for although
the decision of the Chair had been given
for the side on Nxichel the member for
Fremantle sat, that hon. member had
called "divide" and therefore his vole
must go with the Opposition.

31r. M1urphy: I gave my vote for the
inoes."

The Chairman: If the hon. member
for ]Fremantle had voted with the "noes"
and called for a division, he would have
to record his vote with the "ayes," unless
indeed hie had called by mistake. If the
hon. member had called for a division he
must vote for the "ayes."

dr. MNurphy: I deny having called for
a division.

Mr. Bath: When the leader of the
Opposition accused the Attorney General
of calling for a division the member
for Fremantle had at once admitted that
it was he who called for the division.

11r. Foulkes: When the leader of the-
Opposition accused the Attorney Genera]
of calling- for a division, the Attorney
General denied it and the member for
Fremuantle deliberately said, "It was I
who called for a division."

The Chairman: The decision on the
voices had been given in favour of the
"'noes." whereupon the leader of the Op-
poition called for a division. There had
tihen been -come exchanges between the
Attorney General and hoti. members as
to who had called for the division. Hle
(the Chairman) did not heair the member
for Fremantle call for a division, but the
mnember for Brown Hill had now
claimed the vote of' the member for Fre-
mantle on the score that -the nmember for
}'remiantle had called for a division. .The
member for Fremian tle had denied that hie
called for a division, and the member for-
Browni Hill would have to accept the
denial.

Mr. Bath: Althoughb the member for
Fremantle had denied calling for a divi-
sion, more than one member. when the
Attorney General was accused of having
called for a division, heard the member
for Freman tle say that be, and not the
Attorney General, had calIled for the
division.

The Chairman:- The mnember for Brown
Hill knew that he must accept the denial
of the member for Fremnantle. 'When an
lion, member denied having said anything,
that denial bad to be accepted.

11r. Bathi: Surely the Committee were
riot asked 'to acept a denial if the denial
constituted a lie.

The Chairman: The bon. member was
scarcely 'in order in putting that view for-
ward.

Mr. Bath: it was used merely in a
general sense. He (Mr. Bath) had asked
for a ruling as to whether members were
expected to accept a denial which could
be proved to be a lie.

The Chairman: The procedure adopted
was that when a statement was made by
an hon. member against another, who de-
nied the statement, the denial was ac-
cepted. The member for Freman tle bad
denied having called -for a division, and
the denial must be accepted. The meat-
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her for Fremantle would be guided by the
dictates of his own conscience as to the
justification for such denial.

Mr. McDowall: When, on the Attorney
General denying having called for a diid-
sion the leader of the Opposition had
cried to the Attorney- General. "Wet your
finger," the member for Fremantle im-
mediately said, "I called."

Mr. Harper: At whose request had the
Chairman ordered the division? Was it
not at the request of the leader of the
Opposition? The member for Fremantle
may have called for a division, but he
(Mir. Harper) understood that the Chair-
man had ordered the division on the call
of the leader of the Opposition.

The Chairman: The division had been
called for and he immediately rang the
bell in the ordinary course and turned the
saud-glass. No further discussion could
take place on the question. Hon. mem-
bers knew that when anl hon. member
denied a statement the denial must be
accepted. It was not his (the Chair-
man's) law; it was the custom, and was
provided for under the Standing Orders.

Mr. Holman: An occasion would be
remembered when an hon. member had
denied having made a statement, and sub-
sequently it was proved by the produc-
tion of Hansard that the statement had
been made.

Mr. Underwood: Mr. Taylor!
The Chairman: Order!
Mr. U'nderwood: Order you!
The Chairnman: The hon. member would

have to withdraw that.
Mr. Underwood: I withdraw.
The Chairman: It was not his inten-

tion to call for any record by Hansard to
decide this point. In his opinion it was
not necessary. He would proceed to put
the question.

Mr. Scaddan: It was his desire to have
it recorded that, prior to the division bells
ceasing to ring he had drawn the atten-
tion of the Chairman to the fact that the
member ifor Fremantle had called "di-
vide." In the first instance he (Mr.
Scaddan) had accused the Attorney Gen-
era] of calling for the division, whereupon
the member for Fremantle had distinctly
Stated that it was he who had called

"divide," and not the Attorney General.
The Attorney General could not but admit
that he had beard the member for Fre-
mantle call "divide."

The Chairman: The bon. member had
denied it and bon. members must accept
that denial. He would proceed to put
the question.

Division resulted as follows:- 1
Ayes
Noes

A tie

Mr. Bath
Mr. Collier
Mr. Foulkes
Mr. Gill
Mr. Gouuley
Mr. Heltlmann
Mr. Holmaj
Mr. Johnson
Mr. McDowell

Mr. Brown
Mr. Butcher
Mr. flagtlsh
Hr. Gregory
Mr. Hardwlck
Mr. Harper
Mr. Layman
Mr. Male
Mr. Mitchell

18

0

A Vica.

Mr. OLoghien
Mr. Price
Mr. Scaddan
Mr. SwanIMr.Troy
Mr. Underwood

1Mr. Carson
(Tonler).

Nos.

Mr. Monter
Mr. Murphy
Mr. Nanson
AMr. Osborn
Mr. Piesse
Vr. Prnk Wilson

I Mr. Gordon
I(Teller).

The CHAIRMIAN: The casting vote
would be given with the "Noes" in order
that opportunity might he afforded for
further consideration.

Amendment thus negatived.
Mr. COLLIER: Subelause 4 needed ex-

planation. Would the Attorney General
explain why it should be necessary to
have all these limitations to the authority
of the constable? It was well known that
there 'were in the City and suburbs some
hotels practically exempt from the provi-
sions of the Licensing Act, hotels that were
pets with the Commissioner or the Super-
intendent. If a constable did bringr a case
against certain hotels visited by his
superior officers lie was speedily shifted
to some remote district. A constable
vested with authority to visit one hotel
would be unable to visit another hotel
that might need attention. The authority
should not be limited, but should be gen-
eral.
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6 o'clock a..m

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
subelause provided that the authority
might be either specific or general. What
more was needed? Did the hon. member
doubt the honesty of the inspectors and
superior offiers of the police force, or
con 'tend that they were not to be trusted
to carry out their duty and that sergeants
and inspectors were in league with
licensed victuallers to prevent the law
being carried out?!

Mfr. Collier: Some of them, yes.
The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The

officers of the pollee force were quite as
honourable as the hon. member. Having
that confidence in them he did niot pur-
pose to give any further explanation.

%r. 'SCADDAN: The clause showed
the Attorney General evidently had no
confidence in the police constables. They
were niot to be peritted without special
written authority to enter licensed pre-
mises. M1embers who had supported the
Government in ignorance of the. effect of
the vote would learn its effect at the next
-general elections. This clause lay at the
root of the whole trouble in regard to the
administration of the licensing laws. It
was well known that constables dare not
enter the premises of some of the
favoured publicans. A constable bad
been shifted in the manner indicated by
the member -for Boulder for daring to
interfere as mentioned previously. The
officers might he honourable, but it was
human nature in the police force to tyrn-
vise over the constables. Officers hid in
by-lanes to catch a constable who might
speak to some of his friends. The Attor-
ney General should make the promised
inquiry to see whether it was not a fact
that constables could not enter premises
because they had not the written authoriiy
to do so.

The Attorney General: They have to
get authority from a justice of the peace.

'Mr. SCAT)TAN: That showed the in1-
justice of it. A Constable dared not
move off the footpath because he had not
the authority of a justice of the peace.
That was why crimes were permitted and
could not be prevented, because constables
were bound down by Acts of Parliament

and the tyranny of their superior officers
to keep just on the footpath, or be repri-
manded or dismissed from the forte. The
Attorney General ought to feel proud of
himself.

Mr. FOUL3 KES: At many public meet-
ings abuse was levelled at the Commis-
sioner of Police for not putting a atop to
breaches of the licensing laws. The Com-
missioner of Police of course could not
write to the newspapers to defend him-
self, but persons had written to the Com-
missioner challenging him to explain why
certain public houses were exempt, and no
reply was forthcoming. This clause
showed how the constables had been iham-
pered. The Mfinister for 'Works had at-
tended these public meetings.

The MIinister for Works had never
heard statements of that sort or lie would
have brought them Linder the notice of
tlie Minister.

Tr. FOUJLKES : The M1inister for
Works had not attended some of the re-
cent meetings. To deputations the Col-
onial Secretary promised that inquiries
would be made, but nothing more was
heard of them. The provision in the
Bill was drawn from English Statutes
ov-er fifty years old. However, with local
option the restrictions -would soon ho got
rid of. There would be continuous agi-
tation for arnendmenL

Mr. COLLIER: The manner adopted
by the Attorney General was a convenient
way of disposing of the question. The
3finister was getting arrogant because of
the ictories won during the night, but
it was really because of his ignorance of
the clause that the hon. member would not
explain why this authority to the con-
stable should be limited. He moved an
amendment-

That in line .2 of Subelause 4 after
the trord ' sectio'i" the words "may be
limited to one or more specified aces-
saI ofs, or one or mnore specified loeau-
diNes, or one or more spelcified poremises,
or" be struck out.

Many of the constables were honourable
men, but in certain cases they should not
he given the powers conferred by the
clause. He knew an inspector in the
force who on one occasion had been drink-
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ing for four hours with a publican in the
latter's private room. Would the Attor-
ney General say that publican would not
be exempt from the provisions of the
measure? It was common knowledge
that one man well up in the force in
Perth had more than one favourite hotel.
It was notorious that the officer spent
nearly all his time, day and night, in one
or two particular hotels. The whole
value of the Bill would go for nought
owing to provisions of this kind which
would enable publicans to escape the law.

Mr. BROWN: It was most regrettable
to hear the police force traduced in sueh
a manner.

Mr. Collier: Not the police force, some
members of it.

Mr. BROWN: In certain cases, as pro-
vided by the Hill, police constables should
receive the authority of their superior
officer to enter public houses.

Air. HOLMAN: Some of the highest
officials in the force in Perth were habit-
ual visitors to licensed premises. He had
seen them on some occasions when they
could not walk, at all events not a chalked
line. Those were the persons in whom
authority was placed. The member for
Claremont had said that officers of the
Service could not reply through the Press.
The department the Attorney General ad-
ministered was absolutely rotten in that
respect. Private information of all kinds
was given to the Press from that depart-
mnent.

The CHAIRMAN: The Attorney Gen-
eral's department is not under consider-
ation.

Mr. HOLMAN : The administration
both of that department and the police
force was rotten. If a constable were
given the right to visit one licensed house
hie should be able to visit all. No dis-
tinction should be made. There had been
too much of one superintendent rolling
about drinking at other peoples expense
in every licensed and unlicensed premises
in the City.

Mr. SWAN: It was pitiable to see the
innocence of certain prominent men as to
the ways of the police force. The Atfor-
nev General and the member for Perth
seemed horrified at the charges made by

the member for Boulder against certain
officers. Those charges were supported by
him (-Mr. Swan). He knew of his own
knowledge that officers of the force in
Perth levied toll on publicanis for whisky
and cigars and showed discrimination in
their treatment of the various hotels. As
a general thing the least wealthy of the
publicans camne in for the worst deal and
we could only assume that it was because
they were less able to sqluare the inspector
or whoever the official muight be. Probably
there would be t hose whoic would try to
twist his words, but when lie knew a
thing wvas a fact hie would not scruple
about saying it. HBe knew these things
from his own knowledge and that there
were officers who had acted in the way he
had described, If the Attorney General did
not know it, thre reason was that lie was
not concerned about it. The Attorney
General should get a better practical
knowledge of these matters, or the coun-
try should get a better Attorney General.

Mr. 'MURPHY was prepared to stand
behind the member for North Perth in
the direct charges lie had made against
thc Police Department if that niember
were prepared to go on and prove what
lie had said. No member should make
charges such as the hon. member had done
unless he was prepared to support them.
That member- had said he knew of his own
personal knowledge that certain members
of the force had] accepted bribes in cigars
and drinks.

Mr. Swan: This is thre twisting of wvords
I referred to.

Mr. MURPHY: If the lion, member
were prepared to push those matters to
an issue he would stand behind him. but
if not he had no right to make such state-
ments.

Mr. SCADDAN: Threats such as those
heard from the Attorney General, the Pre-
mier, the member for Fremantle, and
others would not intimidate members of
the Opposition, who would criticise in-
dividuall members of the Cabinet, members
supporting the Government and public
servants generally when they thought that
sueh was in the best interests of the pub-
lic.

The Premier: Is that criticism!~ It is
a direct charge.
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1Mr. SCADDAJN: For years past a
Royal Commission into the police force
had been asked for but had never been
granted. An inquiry was still badly
needed and, if one were held, startling
information would be given before a
Commission which was given a free band.
We did not wvant a hole-and-corner Com-
mission. Information could easily be ob-
tained as to the tyranny shown towards
constables by certain officers. The mem-
ber for Fremantle need not think hie could
intimidate Opposition members. Members
of Parliament had the right to criticise
public servants and intended to exercise
it. They were not frightened; the mem-
ber for Fremantle had struck the wrong
crowd for that. No member of the Com-
mittee could object to the amendment.
Once a constable obtained written auth-
thrity h le should not be confined to any
single locality.

'Mr. HOLMAN: One of the highest
officials in the police force had been
looked upon as the official for public
houses. In almost every licensed house in
and around Perth one could see drink
being sold after hours. That kind of thing
proved the rottenness of the police force
amounting almost to corruption. This
had been the state of affairs for a con-
siderable number of years. There were
only one or two exceptions in Perth where
liquor could not be obtained after hours.

Mr. MURPHY: There was no intention
on his part to deny the statements made
either by the member for North Perth or
the member for Murchison. The state-
ments made by these hon. members were
made so emphatically that some inquiry
should be instituted. He (Mr. Murphy)
would stand behind the hon. members to
get that inquiry.

'Mr. JOHNSON: Although a number
of charges had been made it was known
to be a fact that in a large number of
districts special publicans had special
privileges. In Kalgoorlie it was well
known that if one wanted a drink on Sun-
day it could be obtained by going to "So
and so." That was due to the fact that
the officers only gave the constables the
right to visit and devote special attention
to certain hotels. When the Labour Gov-

erment took office the law was enforced
and there were many convictions against
publictans who had never been before the
court previously. An agitation was set
on foot and the Government were cen-
sured for permitting the police to apply
the law generally, and so stron~g was the
feeling that it absolutely decided the elec-
tion in 1905. It was well known that the
present member for Kalgoorlie was re-
turned on two questions, one being that
of refusing to permit charges at football
matches on Sundays and the other the
closing of hotels on Sundays. Every pub-
lima combined to provide the sinews of
waSr -to return Mr. Keenan. It had been
said that the Opposition had cast a reflec-
tion on the police force. The Government,
however, were casting a reflection on a
majority of the officers. The Govern-
ment. declared that the officers could do
no wrong but that the police constable
could do nothing.

The Attorney General: The pollee con-
stable might be lacking in discretion.

Mr. JOHNSON: Why should be be
lacking in discretion any more than the
officer? The guiding factor was that the
Government had confidence in the officers
and not the constables. The want of con-
fidence in the police was not on the part
of the Opposition but of the Government.
The Opposition wanted it to be said that
the police constables on getting the
authority should be permitted to apply it
generally.

Mr. HOLMAN: Time after time the
Opposition tried to get an inquiry into
the administration of the police force,
and a select committee and even a Royal
Commission had been moved for. Er
was sory to say that members on that
saide of the Hrouse had blindl y voted
against the Opposition. He had himself
seen the laws broken every nizr. The
law should be administered fairly to all,
but uinder this system it would be impos-
sible to do that. All licensed preai~es
should be treated alike.

The PREMIER: This question could
he settled by, voting, without descending
to personal abuse, or the charging of lhon.
members with voting blindly. A zood
many members on both sides had been
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absent during the debate, but that did not
at all prove that they were voting blindly,
because it was clear that they understood
the amendment. The clause had been
drafted on South Australian legislation,
so it couldl be claimed that a pretty good
precedent was being followed. If it was
very bad surely some notice would have
been taken of such a provision in the
South Australian Act.

Air. Holman: The administration is
,different there.

The PREMIER: That was scarcely to
be accepted. The existing Act was very
much more stringent in this respect than
was the present measure which the At-
torney General proposed to pass into law.
The existing Act provided that it should
be lawful for any justice of the peace, or
any constable with special authority in
writing signed by two justices of the
peace. to enter upon the premises; so it
would he seen that tinder the existing
law a constable must have the written
authority of two justices of the peace.

Mx. Swan: That is one of the abuses
we complain of.

The PREMIBR: The Bill liberalised
that to a very' great extent. If the Bim
were passed a constable would only have
to get the authority of his superior officer
when he would be able to enter into a
licensed house; so it would be seen that
the clause wvas very much wider than the
existing law. Hon. members who thought
there should he greater freedom still; who
believed, as did the member for Brown
Hill, that the general members of the
force were to be trusted while the superior
officers were to be condemned and would
have to be dug out from private bars be-
fore this authority could be obtained--

The CHAIRMAN: The member for
Brown Hill had not said that.

The PREMIfER: Thea an apology was
due to the member for Brown Hill. At
anly rate, one member had said it. Per-
haps it was the member for IMt. Magnet
who had said that the superior officer
would] have to be dug out from a private
bar.

Mrh. Troy had not spoken on this.
The Premier should withdraw and set a

good example rather than make these wild
statements.

The CEAIRMAJ: When the Premier
mentioned the name of the member for
Brown Hill in this connection he (the
Chairan) had drawn the Premiers at-
tention to the fact that the member* for
Brawn Hill had not addressed himself
to the clause, and the Premier had at
once accepted it. As the member for
Mt. Mlagnet now took exception also, it
wvould be necessary for the Premier again
to withdraw.

The PREMIER : The reference to the
member for Mtl. Magnet had been rather
in the nature of a query as to whether
or not that hon. member had made the
statement. Certainly some bon. member
had said that superior officers would have
to be dug out from priarte bars to give
the required authority. If the member
for Brown Hill denied having said it, be
(the Premier) was prepared to accept
the denial. But in a debate on a previous
clause this statement had been made by
someone.

Mr. BATH: The statement had been
made in reference to an interjection by
the member for Gascoyne. He (Mr.
Bath) had said that the constable would
have to run to his superior officer to get
the permit; andt the member for Gas-
coyne interjected that he would have to
go into the private bar to get it, where-
upon he (Mr. Bath) had remarked that
possibly the officer would have to be dug,
out of the private bar.

The PREMIER: It was a -satisfactory
explanation. He desired to point out
that it was absolutely unjust to reflect on
the superior officers, declaring that they
were not to be entrusted with the giving
of this authority, and that the general
members of the force should have full
liberty to enter any licensed house at any'
time. Of course, they could enter any
licensed house during the day time, but it
was during the night time that it was
sometimes desirable they should have
authority to enter. It was only reason-
able that they should have instructions
and permission to take such action. If
bon, members had to put up with that
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sort of thing themselves they would be
the first toceiy out. It was much too wide
a power to place in the hands; of an ordi-
nary constable, and it was a very easy
matter for that constable to get peris-q
sion from his superior officer to take such
drastic action when the necessity arose.
It appeared to him (the Premier) that
we are not gving to get any satisfactory
result by abusing officers.

Wr. Swan: We might get a more satis-
factory result by kicking them out of
the force.

'1'he PREMI ER: That was very unfair.
It was difficult to see what the lion. niem-
her would do with the rank and file if all
the officers were kicked out. It was a
senseless sort of suggestion to make, be-
cause the whole force would become a dis-
onaanised rabble without their officers.
le took exception to these constant
charges flung broadcast in the Chamber,
accusing departmental officers of CurrUp-
tion and that sort of thing. If the mem-
ber' for North Perth had any information
with regard to wrongdoing so far as offi-
cors wvere concerned, he had only to drop
at note to the Mlinister in charge, or to
him (the Premier) and the case would be
seriously, inquired into.

Yr. Scaddan: What, to Connolly!
Th le PREMIER: Yes.
M1r. Scaddait (in on.
The PREMIER: That was the sort of

eomnient antd criticismn which "'as coming
to be expected from the leader of the Op-
position. who, losing his head, made wild
declarations oif defiance against the Goy-
erment. That was not going to tend to
a solution of the question before the Com-
mittee. If hon. members had this infor-
mation it was their duty to place it be-
fore him as head of the Gov'ernment,
whereupon he would take care to find out
whether the charges were true or other-
wise.

Mr. Sivati: I asked for a select com-
mittee.

The PREMIER: Select committees
nover (did miucli good.

M-Nr. Scaddan: Yet you allowed the
Workers' Compensation Bill to go to a
select committee.

The PRE2HER: Surely the lion, mem-
ber would not compare the two. He would
repeat that if any hion. member having
charges to make made them to him in
writing- lie would see that at proper in-
qiry was held.

Mr. Holman: Here is a charge-the
official (Crown Law docurnents must have
been used to irive this information to the
Press. It is a rotten state of affatirs.

The PREMIER: All this hteat was not
go0ing to assist the Committee in solving
the question under eonsideration. The
qJuestionl "'aq s to whether t. give full
power ito the coinstables, or whether to re-
striet it in at moderate way, aIthbough giv-
ing very much widei' powers than were
given under the existing Acm. Ile thought
the cla use as pci ied gave sufficiently' wide
power. He did not see whyv [ie Commit-
tee slhould be forced into, giving, this well-
nigh un limited power to every constable.

'Mr. t 'nIlievr: It is niot propoI sed to give
it to every constable, but when special con-
stables a IC selected for the purpose they
should have general powers.

The PREMIERl: The power was al-
ready in the clause. A discretionary
power inmust be left to thle superior officers;
somebody must decide as to whether it
was to be power for a single house, for
a street, or for a district. He was not go-
ing to stand in his place and hear these-
officers maligned in the way they had
been. He believed they were doing their
dutty well. Possibly they might do it even
better, but there were only a few public
officers of whom it could be said that their
duty could not be dlone in a stricter way
than they were doing it at the present
time. He did not think that relieving, the
head of the police force and his assistants
of their responsibilities would bring about
a better administration of the law. He
eared little how members voted on the
question, but lie hoped the Committee
would go to a division and] settle it.

7 o'clock ai.

Mr. SWAN: It would not be proper to
give constables a free hand to enter hotels.
at any hour of the night, but no dis-
crimiation should be shown. That was
why he supported the amendment. If the
Premiers interpretation of a proper in-



[27 OcomnR, 1910.)]22

quiry was the same as his (Mr. Swan's)
it would be one's duty to ask for it, but
there was absolutely no hope of getting
a fair and square inquiry from the pre-
sent-Administration. It would be a white-
washing institution the same as pretty
well every commission or committee ap-
pointed by them. Therefore it was no
use wasting time in attempting to get an
inquiry. The only hope was to get a new
Administration.

Mr. B'ATH: We should liberalise the
proposal in the Hill so that constables
Supposed to be in charge of the adminis-
tration of the law would have sufficient
power granted to them, because it was one
of their duties that daily came within
their purview, and because they could not
fulfil their duties without being entrusted
with this power. If there were constables
in the force to whom, through unfitness, it
was not desirahle to extend this power, it
was the plain duty of the Administration
to deal with them; it was no argument
against entrusting officers of the law with
what they should certainly be caled upon
to en-force if the law was to be properly
administered. There were grounds for.
,complaint against the heads of the force.
Whien the Sandstone railway was heing
opened and the present Premier was
there, a matter was broughlt under his
(Mr. Bath's) notice showing there were
grounds for complaint against -the head
of this administration. At the hotel where
he (Mr. Bath) was billetted the police
officer who would, under this clause, have
the right to issue an authority, and the
police officer under his control remained
at the door onl the Sunday, anid were
making inquiries and compelling the
administration of the law: but the specta-
tots from the football match were per-
mitted to go farther up the street and go
openly into the hotel where the Premier
was staying.

The Premier: You do not connect the
two circumstances

Mr, BATH: No; hut it was evidence
that there was favouritismu in the admini-
stration. Fuirther, the licensee and others
who were responsible citizens of Sand-
stone informed him that there were other
instances where similar favouritismn had

been show;, and that the matter had been
respectfully brought under the notice of
the Commissioner of Police, yet no
action was taken. It was evidence some
change was needed. We could only secure
effective administration by giving to some
of the officers of the law that general
power which the Bill sought to confer
upon them.

Mr. FOULKB)S: How many police
constables were there in the Perth magis-
terial district authorised to enter public
houser I

The Attorney General: The informna-
tion is mot available.

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

Ayes .. . .15

Noes .. . .17

Majority against

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

Bath
Collier
Foulkes
Gill
Gour ley
Holmian
John son
Mel)owall

Brown
Butcher
Daglis.
Gregory
Hardwsick
Harper
Jacoby
Layman
Male

AYESB.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

IMr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

O'Loghlen
Price
Soaddan
Swan
Troy
Underwood
Hellmann

(Teller).

NOE.
Mr. Mitchell
Mr. Monger
Mr. Murphy
Mr. Nanson
Mr. Osborn
Mr. Plesse
Mr. F. Wilson
Mr. Gordon

(Teller).

Amendment thus negatived.
Clause put and passed.
Clauses 150 and 151--agreed to.
Clause 152-Forfeiture of licenses after

repeated convictions:
Mir BATH moved an amendment-

That in line 10 of Subclause 1 the
wvords "if they think fit" be struck ont.

The effect would be to make it manidatory
on the magistrates to forfeit the license
of a pnblican convicted for the second
time for keeping a common gamning house
on licensed premises. In the interests of
the clean conduct of licensed premises no
discretion should be permitted in this
respect.

IL225

. . 2



1226 [ASSEMBLY.]

The A 7ORNEY GENERAL: This
clause not only dealt with the question
of gambling, but also with convictions
under Clauses 110, 111, 119, and others.
It was possible, although not probable,
that there might be extenuating cir-
cums~tances, and there was really no
reason why the justices should not be
given a certain discretion. Magistrates
and justices administered justice through-
out the State very satisfactorily, and
such legislation as this should be left
in their hands. We were too prone to
consider that these persons placed in
responsible positions, who were carefully
chosen to administer justice, should be
deprived of all discretionary powers.
It would be wise to leave this matter
in the hands of the magistrates or
justices.

Mr. BATH: In Sydney there was an
effective Suniday-closing law. There the
hotels were absolutely closed on Sunday,
and the law was not broken in the same
way it was here. The reason the author-
ities had been able to enforce the law
and compel absolute Sunday-closing was
that for a second offence against the
Act there was compulsory forfeiture
without any discretion. There was a
period of five years during which it was
impossible for the licensee found guilty
of an offence being able to obtain another
license. The publicans there realised
that it was essential that they should
keep their premises in accordance with
the law. If the amendment were carried
better administration of the measure
would be ensured as licensees would,
in their own interests, observe the pro-
visions of the measure.

Amendment put and a division taken
with the following result:

Ayes .- -- .- 15
Noes -- .- .- 19

Majority against

Mr.
Wr.

Mr.
M r.
31 r.

Mr.
ilr.

Both
Collier
Folke.
Gill
Go urley
Hl-lmann
Hiolmnan
Johnson

Arfa.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

4

Mcoowall
O'Logblten
Price
Scaddan
swan
Troy
Underwood

(Teller).

Mr. Brown
Mr. Butcher
Mr. Carson
Mr. Dagllieb
Mr. George
Mr. Gregory
Mr. Hardick
Mr. Harper
Mr. Jacoby
Mr. laymn,

NOS.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

Male
Mltchl
Monger
MIurphy
Nancon

Osborn
Please
F. Wilron
Gordon

(Teller)-

Amendment thus negatived.
Clause put and passed.
Clause 153-agreed to.
Clause 154-Forfeiture of license in

certain eases:
Air. HOLMANX- Paragraph (d) of the.

clause provided that if the lcensee
allowed his premises to become ruinous
or dilapidated, upon complaint thereof
and proof before two jusJces of the peace,
such justices might declare such license
to be forfeited. A similar provision
appeared in the existing Act, and he
would like to know what had been done
in the past to see that it was carried out.
His experience in travelling through
the various districts of the State was that
the accommodation at many of these
licensed houses was disgraceful. Unless
the provision were to be carried out
it we-, no use inserting the clause in the
Bill. The question was to be settled
by two justices ;- were they to be gentle-
men of the type of Nicholson, or Glick,
or Click, or whatever his name was? It
would be absurd for justices like that
to deal with the question.

Mr. Johnson: What about Grenike ?
Air. HOLMAN! Considering the

justices there were in the State there
should be some better safeguard than
the necessity to have cases, such as were
provided for under the clause, brought
before two justices. Time after time
the Government had refused to appoint
justices who were direct representatives
of the people in various centres, and did
so in order to appoint men for their own
purpose. I ,- I -

The CHAIRMAN: This clause did
not deal with the appointment of justices
of the pea eI. I.. 1  , I-

Mr. HOLMAN! The offenders against
the clause had to be tried before justices
of the peace, and surely he could criticise
the persons before whom Such applications
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were to be made. Justices like Glick
-or Click-

Mr. Brown: Or J. W. Croft.
Mr. HOLMAN: Or H. Brown and a

few others. In all probability if it
came to a question of measure by the
bushel that of Mr. Croft would show
a far better measure than that of H.
Brown. It would be unfair to members
opposite to mention other justices for
the whole of the State. Instead of
having the provisions in the clause decided
before justices they should be taken
before the licensing court. No com-
plaints could be made about the majority
of the justices of the peace, but there
-were some who were not desirable by
any means.

The CHAIRMAN: The clause under
discussion was not the appointment
-of justices of the peace ; it dealt with
the forfeiture of licenses after repeated
convictions.

Mr. HOLMA.N: It provided that two
justices of the peace might forfeit a
license, and a member was in order in
saying that they should go before more
responsible people than justices of the
peace appointed in the way we knew
they were appointed. Surely that was a
legitimate argument.

* The CHAIRMAN: The hon. member
could advance an argument as to why he
should go to the higher authority, but
there should be no criticism of justices
of peace and the method of appointments.

Mr. HOLMAN: There was justifi-
-ction in saying that justices appointed
as they had been appointed were not
competent to adjudicate on these cases ;
they had neither legal knowledge nor
training. It seemed that every time
he (Mr. Holmnan) rose, the Chairman
called him to order, while the member
for Perth was allowed to criticise even
an lion, member's private house.

The CHAIRMAN: The hon. member
was not in order in criticising what had
taken place.

Mr. HOLMAN: Then he would deal
-with the question of justices, and say
that justices of the peace, or some of
them, owing to the fact that their
appointments were made in an underhand
manner were not the proper people to

adjudicate. If two justices were going
to be placed in the position to declare
whether a license had to become forfeited
the licensee should have the power of
appealing to some one else. Why was
it that the justices were selected to
adjudicate in matters of this kind and
why had the licensing bench been left
outT As attention had been drawn to
the matter it was to be hoped it would
receive consideration. A system such
as that might have served well years
ago when no licensing courts existed and
everything was virtually controlled. by
justices of the peace, but it would not
do at the present time.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
greatest possible care had been taken
in drafting the clause, and it had niot been
taken holus bolus from an old Act, as
had been suggested. It was precisely
the same provision as was to be found in
the most recent Licensing Act passed in
South Australia in 1008 when the Labour
Government were in power..

Mr. Holmnan: All your Acts are made
up by scissors and paste.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL -The
hon. member made it difficult to meet
him, because if one were to give way on
this question and refer the matter to
the licensing bench and not to justices
of the peace, that too would be criticised,
because it would be said that the justices
could not be trusted. The justices in
Western Australia were fully equal to
the justices in the Eastern States. This
provision had been in force formerly
and had not proved objectionable, and
that might be taken as showing that
justices had exercised the jurisdiction
conferred upon them wisely when cases
had come before them. One would
imagine from the manner in which the
member for Murchison spoke of the
powers of justices that they had no powers
other than those given under the clause
in question. The very widest powers
were given to justices of the peace under
the Justices Act, and if they could be
trusted under the Justices Act surely
they could be trusted to administer the
law in this particular. If the hon..
member knew of cases where justices had
not administered the law as it should
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have been administered he should bring
them forward and they could be inquired
into.

Mr. FOULK<ES: The clause gave
power to justices to deal with the question
of renewal of licenses in the event of the
premises not being in a satisfactory
condition. Up to the present time the
licensing magistrate had had that power,
and the Bill took the power away from
the .magistrate and conferred it upon
two justices. These justices, however,
practically had the power to lay down
the standard of mantagement with regard
to public houses. We would have two
jurisdictions dealing with this question.
The Attorney General had said that this
was taken from the South Australian
Act. It was to be remembered that
that Act had been passed under con-
ditions very different from ours. Para-
graphs (d) and (c) were almost in con-
tradiction one of the other ; moreover
there was pLo standard laid down in the
Bill as referred to in paragraph (c).

Mr. HOLMAN4: T7he whole foundation
of the South Australian Act, from which
this provision had been taken, was on a
basis entirely different from ours. It
was this piecemeal business of fixing
up a Bill with scissors and paste that
had rained the Arbitration Act. WVhen
dealing with a consolidating measure
we should guard against the inclusion
of mistakes which might upset the use-
fulness of the Bill. It was almost cer-
tain that the clause taken from the
South Australian measure would not
suit our conditions. There was no
reason why two justices should be placed
in a position to say that a license shoud
be forfeited. This power -should be in
the hands of the licensing bench, who
alone knew what standard was required.
Under the proposed system the licensing
bench would set up one standard, and
the two justices another. And if two
jutstices of Perth happened to remove
down to say, -Katanning, they would,
in all' probability, require in Katanning
the standard they had been accustomed
to in Perth. The Attorney General was
not seized of the importance of the point
or he would never have brought down

such an inane suggestion as that con-
tained in the clause.

The CHAIRMLAN: The hon. member
was not in order in using that adjective.

Mr. HOLMAN: Then it would be with.
drawn. Responsibility should not be
placed on the shoulders of two justices.
seeing that the licensing bench 'was the
proper body to carry it. Some provision
should be made that if the justices de-
clared a license void the licensee should
have the right of appeal to a higher
court.

Mr. GEORGE:± There was a good deal
of weight in the complaint of the member-
for Murchison as to the two justices.
Seeing that the Bill provided for a duly
constituted court to deal with licenses
he could conceive of no adequate reason
why the question of dealing with dilapi-
dated premises should be taken from
the jurisdiction of that court. It was
hopeless to expect good work from
divided authority. He desired to move
an amendment to strike out the word&
".any two justices of the peace " in line
2 of paragraph (d) with a view of sub-
stituting " licensing court."

8 o'clock aa.

Mr. PRICE: Paragraph (c) stated that
if the holder of a publican's license
" failed to maintain such premises and
accommodation at the standard re-
quired," and (d) said, " Allowed such
premises to become ruinous and dilapi-
dated." What was the standard ?

The Attorney General: Clause 49
provided the standard. The hon. mese-
ber did not know the Bill.

Mr. PRICE : Clause 49 provided that
certain accommodation should be pro-
vided for travellers. The Bill did not
explain what the standard required
meant. On going through the Bill
clause by clause one could glean a
general knowledge of what was required,
but that was not the standard.

Mr. FOULKES: A standard was re-
quired by the Act. There was a
standard laid down by Clause 49, but that
standard was framed in 1880 in Western
Australi, and 'was a suitable standard
at that time. It required two sitting
rooms and two sleeping rooms. Although

I -1L S
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that might have been good enough in
1880 it was not good enough to-day.

The Attorney General:- We had passed
the standard in Clause 49 ; why criticise
it now ?

Mr. FOULIKES: The licensing magis-
trates were very doubtful as to what
powers they had under the Act. They
-did not know if they could refuse to
renew licenses if sufficient accommlo-
dation, was not provided by the licensee.

SMr. GEORGE: It was open to mem-
bers to state what they required as the
standard. Clause 49 gave a standard
and if that was not sufficient members
should indicate to the Attorney General
what was required, and probably he
would recommnit the clause later on.

Mr. COLLIER : Why was not the
usual practice being followed in con-
nection with all-night sittings ; for the
-Chairman to leave the Chair for break-
fast.

Mr. SCADDAN: It had been arranged
that the Chairman should leave the
Chair at a quarter past eight until hali
post nine.

Mr. COLLIER:. It was not a matter
of arrangement ; the usual practice
should be followed.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: In that case he
would move that progress be reported.

The PREMIER moved-
That the sitting of the Connmittee be

suspended until 9-80 a.m.
Motion put and passed.

Sitting suspended from 8-12 to 9830 a.m.

Mr. FOULKES moved an amend-
met-

That in Paragraph (e) the words
"thereof at the standard required by

this Aat," be strucke out and "Lrequired
by the licensing bench," be inserted in
lieu.
Mr. COLLIER: The amendment was

not a wise one- If it was correct that
the standaird was provided by Clause
49, which he believed was 6D; it would
he better for the Committee to fix the
standard than that ii should be left to the
discretion of the licensing court.. In
Clause 49 there was a definite instruc-
tion to the - cout as 'to what accotnno-
dation should, -be -Prot-ided, -while, the

amendment gave the bench a discretion.
The amendment was contrary to Sub-
clause I of Clause 49.

The Premier: Clause 49 provided all
that was required.

Mr. HOLMAN: Clause 49 provided
the least possible standard of accom-
modation that was required and the
licensing bench could not go below that.
The accommodation of an hotel would
be provided according to the needs of
the locality.

Mr. JACOBY: The amendment was
hardly in order because it would over-
ride the minimum set out in Clause 49.

The CHAIRMAIN: The amendment
before the Chair was that certain words
be struck out with the object of inserting
other words.

Mr. Holman: The amendment was an
improvement on the clause.

Mr. WALKER: Notwithstanding that
the amendment was an improvement
the licensing bench was only human
while the Act was definite. The standard
was fixed by Clas 49 and that standard
the licensing bench could not go below.
The bench might in some cases go below
the standard if discretion were allowed
and then the Bill would be contradictory
because in one part we would fix a etan-
dard and in another place we would
allow a variation of it. In all our
modern legislation he had a decided
objection to leave matters in the hands
of persons to do as they liked. Some
licensing benches would be open to in-
ducements and representations of those
who wished to start an hotel perhaps
in some uncivilised part without having
the accommodation that -was necessary.

Air. HOLMAN:- The idea of the mnem-
ber for Claremont was that the standard
to be set by the licensing bench should
not be below the standard in the Bill,
and the standazrd in a populated district
would be higher than that in a sparsely
populated place.

Mr. JOHNSON: The amendment -was
absolutely necessary- -No standard was
laid down in the Bill. Clause 49 said
that-at least there must be two sitting
rooms and two sleeping rooms ; that was
a s3tandard of accommodation, but there
wia noc standard of maintenance of that
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accommodation. The rooms might be
allowed to become dilapidated after
having been provided. Unless we placed
the responsibility on the licensing bench
parapraph (c) would mean nothing.

Mr. BIOLTON: If a license was issued
for premises with 12 rooms, that accom-
modation was endorsed on the certifi-
cate ; but if in the course of time the
accommodation was increased to 18
room, by the amendment the court
would have the right to ask for the
maintenance of the 18 rooms ; otherws,
by the clause as printed, the standard
need only be maintained at 12 rooms.

Mr. WALKER: What was asked for
was provided in the Bill. Clause 49
fixed a minimum standard, which could
be added to but could not be decreased.
Authority was given to the licensing
court to add to the standard, and fix
conditions, and insert those conditions
mn the certificate. Then Clause 154,
which the Committee were dealing with,
absolutely compelled the continuance of
the standard fixed. It we withdrew
the standard and made it at the dis-
cretion of the licensing court, the stand-
ard disappeared, and Clauses 49 and 154
would be consistent. Once additions
were made they would have to be main-
tained ; otherwise, according to the
penalty in paragraph (d) of Clause 154,
the license would be voided. Nothing
could be more specific.

10 o'clock a-rn.

Air. JOHNSON: There was a differ-
ence between the two clauses, which was
made clear by the fact that penalties
were provided under each. Clause 49
was seif-cbntained, consequently where
there was another clause dealing with
another penalty it was evident that the
latter dealt with another matter alto-
gether. If the standard of Clause 49
were not carried out there was a penalty
provided, therefore that clause was done
with. Clause 154 provided another
phase of the case altogether. To over-
come the difficulty the member for
Claremont desired to provide that the
licensing bench should deal again with the
question under Cluse 154. It should be

provided that the licensing bench should
see that the standard was maintained.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL; Clause
154 conferred a jurisdiction exercised by
justices, Clause 49 conferred a jurisdic-
tion exercised by the licensing bench.
In Clause 49 the penalty was that until
the licensing bench were satisfied with
the conditions imposed by the measure
they could suspend the license.

Mr. Johnson: The clause also dealt
with the question of maintaining.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: There
was an additional power that justice&
might condemn. If it were desired to
take speedy action when the licensing
court were not sitting-for they only
met once in six months-then there
was recourse to justices. The term
"1standard required by this Act," meant
the minimum standard, plus the addit-
tional conditions imposed in respect to
such licenses by the licensing court by
the authority of and under the Bill.
The Court derived their power from the
Act, therefore, the standard taken by
the licensing court was the standard
required by the Act.

Mr. HOLMAN: What was the stand-
ard required by the Bill ? There must
be at least two sitting rooms and two
bedrooms.

The Attorney General,: Plus the
conditions imposed by the licensing
court ?

Mr. HOLIMAN: If the justices pro-
vided for in Clause 154 were replaced
by the licensing court, as provided in
Clause 49, his requirements would' be
met.

Amendment put and negatived.
Mr. JOHNSON moved a further

amendment-
That in line I' of Paragraph (d) the

uwd "ruinous" be atncc out and
".unsuitable " inserted in lieu.

The word ruinous was too broad, for
premises should not have a license for a
long time before it reached the stage of
runiation.

Mr. GEORGE: Subelause 3 of Clause
49 said-

If any such licensed house shall
cases to be provided with the atcm-
modation required by this section or



[27 OCTOER, 1910.] 23

by the conditions inserted in the
certificate, the licensing court, upon
proof thereof to its satisfaction, may
suspend the license until such ar-
commodation is prodided.

The meaning of that was that the ae-
comniodation, as based upon which the
licenses were granted, should be main-
tained at a comfortable and decent
standard. The provision for bringing
that about was contained in Clause 49.
If the premnises became dilapidated or
were not kept in order, the licensing
bench would say the building should be
put into proper repair or the license
would be suspended. If that work was
not properly done they could come along
with the penalty and that penalty was
that the license would be declared void.

Mr. Johnson : What does "ruinous
mean

The Attorney General: In a state of
ruin.

M r. WALKER: The member for
G~uildford was substituting one vague
word for another.

The Attorney General:. More vague
than the other.

Mt. WALKER: That was so.
Mr. Johnson: Suggest a word.
Mr. WALKER: A word should be

suggested that had a definite meaning,
not one that was elastic like " suitable."
The hon. member should not insist upon
taking out the word " ruinous."

Mr. JOHNSON: Could a building
maintain its license with safety to the
public before it became ruinous ? It
should lose its license before becoming
ruinous. His desire was that the building
should lose the license before it became
ruinous.

Mr. Walker: The definition of " ruin.
ous "was ruin or tending to cause ruin.

M&. BOLTON: The difficulty would
be overcome by leaving in the word
" ruinous " and adding " unsuitable."
Perhaps the member for Guildford would
withdraw his amendment in favour of
that suggestion.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: The aniendinent,
should not be withdrawn. The Corn.
mittee should endeavour to state what
Was wanted and not supply a continuous
mun of synonyms. The licensing court

would have to determine whether the
premises were unsuitable for the purpose
for which they were licensed, therefore
" unsuitable " was the best word. " Sit-
able " meant suitable for the purpose
for which the buildings were licensed.
Some people considered the building
in which members wore was not suitable
for a Parliament House while there were
some people who considered it was
suitable for-

Mr. George: A lunatic asylum.
Mr. UNDERWOOD: And some

people considered that the people in it
would make suitable inmates. There
were some people who considered Govern-
ment House would be suitable as a
university, yet no one would argue
that Government House was ruinous.
The word proposed by the member
for Guildford was positively the best
obtainable for the purpose; in fact
it was " suitable."

Amendment put and negatived.
Mr. GEORGE moved a further amend-

met-
That in line 2 of prararah (d) the

words " atwo justices of the peace"
be struck out.

The best people to deal with these
matters would be the licensing court
who had created the licenses.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
paragraph as it stood allowed any mem-
her of the public to complain, and apply
to have the license forfeited ; and if
such complainant could substantiate
the case the power would lie with the
justices to give effect to the clause. That
-was one jurisdiction. Supposing no-
body come forward to lay a complaint,
there was the jurisdiction of the licensing
board, which would meet once a quarter ;
and if that board knew of its own know-
ledge that the conditions had not been
complied with it could declare the license
to be forfeited. It was a double pre-
caution. The procedure had been in
force for something like 30 years, and so
far as he knew there had been no com-
plaint. It was a fairly good assumption
that it was a satisfactory system.

Mr. Foulkes: It is nothing of the sort.
The ATTORNEY GENERAL: It was

a law to be found not only in Western
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Australia., but in the other States ofl the
Commonwealth, and, therefore, evidently
it was one that bed been found beneficial.

Mr JACOBY: The clause appeared
to put too great power into the hands of
the justices, who might, without just
cause, forfeit a license and practically
ruin the licensee. It would be wiser to
leave the licensing bench to deal with
the matter.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Since
the principal Act had passed there had
been some 12 amendments of the Wines,
Beer1 and Spirits Sale Act. In not one
of these amendments had it been sug-
gested that this particular amendment
should be made.

Mr. Holman: We have never had such
a bench before.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Some
hion. members might be of opinion that
an elective tribunal was likely to be more
satisfactory than one appointed direct
by the Crown. Hie did not think so.
However, the matter was one which
members might argue all day and still
hold the same opinion upon.

Mr. GILL:- It was to be hoped the
amendment would be carried. The jus-
tices were practically irresponsible per-
sons, and were appointed in a manner
which did not always meet with the
approval of members of the Committee.
These justices were not public men in
any sense of the term, and there was
always the danger of their being used
for a purpose not in the best interests
of the people.

Air. HUDSON:- The amendment was
deserving of support. Limiting the de-
cision in matters of this kind to the
jurisdiction of two justices was not in
consonance with the rest of the Bill.
Having established a court of elective
muembers, with a police magistrate armed
with a casting vote and wielding greater
influence than the other members of the
Court, it would be better to leave the
decision to the licensing bench established
under the Bill. A suggeation had been
mtade that prosecutions of this nature
might "be 5iade by a member of the
general publi.' He -had never -heard of
any such, prosecttions ukider any similar
Act-

The Attorney General: There was a
ease at Walkaway a little time ago.

Mr. HUDSON: Probably that case had
been instituted on the report of an
inspector. If the inspectors did their
work a little better than was the practice,
there would be wore prosecutions, and
consequently an improved class of
hotels. He intended to support the
amendment.

Amendment put and a division taken
with the following result:

Ayes .. . .19

Noes . .. .- 16

Majority for --

Mr.
Mr
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

Bath
Bolton
Carson
Collier
Foulkes
George
Gill
Harper
Heitmana
Holman

Mr. Brown
Mr. Butcher
M r. Coveter
Mr. Dagiluli
Mr. Gregory
M r. Hardwick
Mr. Layman
Mr. Male
11t r. Mitchell

NOES

Mr. Hudson
Mr. Jacoby
Mr. Sob nron
Mr. Murphy
M r. O'Loghien
Mr. Price
Mr. Scaddan
Mr. Troy
Mr. Swan

(Teller).

Mr. Monger
Mr. S. F. Moore
Mr. Nansort
Mr. Osborn
'Mr. Plesse
Mr. F. Wilson
Mr. Gordon

(Tell.,)-

Amendment thus passed.
Mr. GEORGE moved a further amend-

mert-
That the word. " licensing court " be

inserted and all consequential alteration
made.
Amendment passed.
Mr. HOLMAN: What was to be

considered a reasonable time as provided
in the clause ?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: .If

an earthquake were to strike the Palace
Hotel time must be allowed for -re-
building.

Clause as previously amendedj put
and passed..I

Clause 156--Clubs, Preliinary)-.4n-
terpretation :

Mr. HOLMA": What was the di~er-
-once between a registered, club -end an
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unregistered club ? Why should there be
illegal bodies termed clubs.

The Attorney General: Unregistered
clifs were those applying for regis*.
tration or with certificates suspended.

Clause put and passed.
Olause l56--Registration of clubs:
Mr. BATH moved an amendment-

Tha the following stand ase Subelause
2 -- 'No registration granted to a dub
under this part of the Act shall authorise
the sale or aupply of liquor during
those hours or on such days as the
sale of intoxicating liquors is pro-
hibited uinder Sections 1)0 and III1
ol this Act."

Though the attempt to include clubs
in the provision for a local option poll
had failed, still we should impose on
clubs tho, same conditions that applied
to other purveyors of intoxicaiting liquors.
The Bill was an effort to control the
sale and consumption of intoxicating
liquors, and if it was necessary to impose
penalties on the preises of licensed
victuallers which were in the light of
day and were supposed to get effective
supervision, was it not equally, if not
more, necessary that similar conditions
should apply to the sale of liquor in
registered clubs where the sale of liquor
was more secret ? The amendment
would enforce the same conditions and
insist on the same prohibited hours so
far as clubs werre concerned as already
applied to the premises of licensed
vietuallers.

The ATT'ORNEY GENERAL: The
effect of the amendment was that no
liquor should be sold in a club after
1it-so at night, and that no liquor
should be drunk or consumed on club
premises on any Sunday, Good Friday,
or Christmas day. To be consistent the
hon. member should have provided that
liquor should not be consumed in private
houses on those days. Clubs were co-
operative concerns, that were not run
for private profits, proprietary clubs
being abolished by the Bill, and any
profits made by them were devoted to
improving the accommodation. The way
to defeat the Bill was to try to drive
clubs out- of existence. There would
be -little .chance, of the Bill becoming

law if we applied to clubs the drastic
provisions suggested. The provistions in
the Bill were already drastic enough.
A club could be deprived of its certificate
if it was not conducted in good faith
as a club, or was kept or habitually
used for any unlawful purpose, or mainly
for the supply of liquor, if there was
frequent drunkenness in the club prem-
ises, if persons in a state of intoxication
were frequently seen to leave the club
premises, if the club was conducted in
a disorderly manner, or if illegal sales
of liquor took place in the club premises,
and so on. Full powers; of inspection
of club premises by the police were
provided, and generally clubs were
under stricter supervision. What was
in the Bill was a great advance on
anything at present in force with regard
to clubs in the State, hut it would not ber
well to press restrictive conditions too
far.

Mr TROY: In other words, the
A~torney General said, " Hands off
clubs." Would the Attorney General
drop the Bill if the amendment were
applied to clubs ?

The Attorney General: No.
Mr. TROY: Did the Attorney General

mean that the clubs had so much in-
fluence among members of this House
or another place that they would rather
prevent the Bill from passing than be
interfered with ?

The Attorney General: That is quite
possible.

Mr. TROY: Then it was a condition
of affairs not creditable to Parliament.
What was the uae of discussing a measure
if members were to be influenced in
such a manner ?

The Attorney General: I assume the
hon. member wants the Bill to become
law.

Mr. TROY: Undoubtedly, but not
if it was not an equitable and fair measure
all round. No reason was advanced
why clubs should not 'be treated similarly
to other licensed premnises. There wos
no reason why clubs should be kept
open after. I ISO3 at night.

Mr. Butcher : Would you close
private houses as well at 11- 0 ?
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,Mr. TROY: Clubs were public houses.
One could go into a club and get a
drink at any time and those institutions
should be treated the same as any other.

11 o'clock a.m.
Mr. HUDSON: There was a great

difference between a public house and
a club ; in the former place the business
was to sell liquor, while in a club there
was no such desire.

Mr. Angwin: In a club the member
gets drunk and is put to bed, while
in a hotel he gets drunk and gets run in.

Mr. HUDSON: That had not been
his experience, whatever that of the
hon. member might have been. The
advantage provided by a club was that
a man might have comfort without
being forced to spend money at the
bar, He had never known drunkenness
mn the clubs to which he belonged.
The liquor reformers would be wise if,
rather than fight against, they en.
couraged the establishing of clubs. That
had been done in England and had been
the best means of ininirnising the drink
traffic. In what public house could a
man go and spend an evening without
being forced to drink ? He was opposed
to the amendment.

Mr. BATH: The Attorney General
had tried to draw a parallel between a
club and a private house. The Minister
had also said that there was no division
of profits among membersi, as any
profits obtained were devoted to the
provision of other comforts and con-
veniences. Although there might be
no division of profits in coin of the
realm, there was a substantial division
in the shape of additional comforts for
the enjoyment of members. There was
also the fact that in clubs meals and
drink were able to be obtained at a more
moderate price than elsewhere ; this
was the result of the profits obtained.
The attempt to draw a parallel between
in a club and a private house was absurd.
In the latter case a man who took liquor
home was not able by its consumption
to build himself e new wing to his house.
A man could go into absolute seclusion
mn a club and was more likely to get
drunk there, for he knew he would be
put to bed, whereas if he consumed

liquor at a hotel he always had to keep
the thought in his mind that if he took
too much he might find difficulty in
reaching home or might be met by a
zealous policeman and run in. The
member for Dundee had tried to assure
the Committee that there was no desire
to sell liquor in clubs. If there were
not a desire to encourage the consumption
of liquor, so far as the actual experience
of the hon. member was concerned, anyhow
the desire marched close on the heels
of the sale of liquor at clubs. He spoke
from personal observation, for he knew
of one suburban club that had ruined
business men in that suburb, and had
necessitated periodical signing of pledges
by public men we knew in this City.
There was less opportunity of controlling
the sale of liquor in a club than in a
hotel.

Mr. BOLTON: The member for
Dundae had said that the necessity for
clubs existed partly because when one
visited licensed premises to spend an
evening he was forced to spend money.
What percentage of members attending
clubs did not spend more money on
other things than on drink ? There was
the money spent in gambling. It had
also been said that the desire of the
clubs was to discourage drinking ; if
so why did the hon. member oppose
the amendment which would enable
him to have a club quiet and retired.
personally he would be quite prepared
to allow clubs to remain open provided
liquor was not sold there. If we did
not apply local option to clubs it was
not asking too much that there should
be a provision as to the hours when
liquor could be sold there. If a club
were allowed to sell liquor on its premises
till 11 .30 p.m. surely the bar might then
be closed. Evidently members of clubs
had determined that they would allow
no light to be thrown on their doings in
the clubs and that there should be no
supervision whatever. They did not
intend to allow anyone to pry into
their affairs.

Mr. Butcher: Would you like to pry
into my private affairs and my home ?,

Mr. Scaddan: There would be prying
into it if it were a resort for gamblers..-
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, Mr. BOLTON: The hon. member would
not be very proud if the same things
were to happen in his house as took
place in some clubs in Perth. It was
not too much to ask to apply the closing
time to clubs. Why should people go
to clubs on Sunday and take all their
friends there as well ? There were clubs
in which the goings-on were a positive
disgrace.

Mr. Layman: Name them.
Mr. BOLTON: If the hon. member

would mention the club to which he
belonged-

Mr. Layman: The West Australian
Club.

Mr. BOLTON: Then it was the West
Australian Club. The Committee did
not ask that the Clubs should close or
that gambling should cease, but merely
that liquor should not be sold after 11
o'clock at night or on Sundays, Christ-
mas Day and Good Friday.

Mr. TROY: The statement had been
made that a club was on all fours with
a private house. No person who belong-
ed to a club would say that there was any
affinity between a club and a private
house. There were people who were
admitted to select clubs, not because
they possessed a high moral character,
but because they were possessed of
wealth. How many scandals in aristo-
cratic circles in the old country had
originated in clubs ? The argument
had been used that a man would not get
drunk in a club ; indeed, that argument
could be applied the other way about.
It was beastly vulgar to get drunk in an
hotiel, but it was not bad form to get
drunk in a club. Gambling occurred in
clubs to a greater extent than in a public
house; besides, it was possible to gamble
in a club, whereas it was difficult to do
so in a public' house.

The CHAIRMAN: The question of
gambling had already been discussed.
The hon. member was not in order in
referring to it again.

Mr. TROY: All that he desired to add
was that a club did not benefit society
to the extent that we should give it con-
sideration over and above a licensed
victualler's institution.

(46]

Mr. JACOBY: The object of the Com-
mittee was to decrease intemperance, and
as far as his experience of clubs was con-
cerned he could not recollect ever having
seen a man drunk in a club. In any well
conducted club the committee would
promptly expel any member who forgot
himself to such an extent. Was it not
better that people who desired to meet in
the evening should do so at clubs rather
than at hotels? The question as to
whether a club could be used as a home
could be best answered by a reference
to the Commercial Travellers Club.
Many men made that club their home,
and it would be hard for those who came
in from all over the country late at night,
and sometimes on Sunday, if they were
not able to get some refreshment on their
arrival. If there were intemperance as-
sociated with clubs there might be some
justification for the suggested restrict-ion.

Mr. SCADDAN: On but few occasions
had he visited club premises, and then
only as a guest. He did not agree alto-
gether with some of the members on the
Opposition side. He had no objection
to these select clubs. If the elite of
Perth liked to make fools of themselves
drinking and gambling, let them do it,
so long as they did not induce the working
men to do likewise. It wai the working
man's club he objected to. The one the
member for Brown Hill had in his mind
was in a large measure a working man's
club, although not known by that title ;
and, as the member for Brown Hill had
said, that club had undoubtedly ruined
a number of small business men, in ad.
dition to causing a lot of trouble in
domestic homes. Under the Bifl we
were abolishing all Sunday drinking in
hotels, and surely the same could be
made to apply to clubs.

Mr. Jacoby: What about men like
commercial travellers, who made their
homes in clubsI

Mr. SCADDAN: Probably that class
of man could be provided for. The man
to be considered was the man who visited
the club on Saturday afternoon and did
not come out again until Monday morn-
ing. As he had said, we proposed to
stop Sunday drinking in hotels altogether.
Very much the same thing had happened
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in New South Wales a few years ago ;
and immediately following on this some
of the clubs offered inducements to those
people wanting to drink on Sundays to
become members. One club he knew of
had thus secured thousands of new
members.

Mr. Jacoby:- Is not that an exception?7
Ur. SCADDAN: The illustration was

being used to show that it was under
precisely similar circumstances we -were
bringing about this reform in respect to
hotels, and that, consequently, it was
only to be expected that club member-
ships here would go up by leaps and
bounds. Subsequently in New South
Wales the Act was amended in the
direction of providing that clubs also
should come under the limitation. Then
the club to which he had referred lost its
membership as fast as it had previously
augmented it. Even the man who did
not drink when in a club probably fell
under the influence of bridge and, if there
was in him any tendency to gambling,
he was undone.

Mr. Jacoby. Do they ever get drunky
Mr. SCADDAN: Surely the question

was unnecessary. He himself had seen
several in that condition in clubs. He
had known public men in this State go
to a club to continue their drinking after
they had become drunk in other places.
The amendment did not propose to
prevent clubs supplying members and
their guests with drink ; all that it
asked was that clubs should observe the
same hours of closing bars as did hotels.
It was absurd to dlose hotels on Sundays
and expect the clubs not to increase their
membership and so maintain the Sunday
drinking habit.

Mr. ANOWIN:; The Attorney General
had hinted at the possibility of the
Bill being defeated if the amendment
were carried, seeing that certain hon.
members were members of clubs. Surely
this was a libel on those bon. members.
The principal question to be decided
was that brought forward by the member
f or Ivanhoe, namely, as to whether it
would be just to allow clubs to remain
open for the sale of intoxicating liquors
on Sundays and after the hours of closing
hotels. If any person desired to enjoy

club life surely he could continue to
enjoy it after the club had been placed
on the same footing as a hovel,

Mr. Jacoby: What about the man
who lives there?

Mr. ANO WIN: There were very
few such men. Certainly the club offered
an induement to men to remain away
from their real homes.

Mr. Bath; It is admittedly a dis-
couragement of the home life.

Mr. ANOWIN:- No member who had
voted for the abolishing of the sale of
liquor on Sund4k could oppose the
amendment. No doubt there were many
club men of whom it could be said they
did not go to their clubs for the purpose
of drinking;, but, on the other hand.
many went there for that purpose on
days when hotels were closed.

Mr. George: That is mere assumption.
Mr. ANOWsIN: It was nothing of

the sort. He know of certain clubs
that did not sell liquors on Sunday or
after 11 o'clock at night. Why, then,
could others not observe the samie rule ?
If the Committee agreed to the amend-
ment the Attorney General would find
there was no member who would reject
the Bill because same little luxury he
now enjoyed would be interfered with.

It was a libel to say that members would
do any such thing. For his part he
would like to go further than the amend-
ment and abolish the sale of intoxicating
liquors at Parliament House.

Mr. COLLIER: After having heard
what awful places the clubs were he
was inclined to think they should he
done away with altogether. If the
views. expressed by some members were
correct, then certainly clubs should be
abolished. The debate had shown how
keenly alive some hon. members were
when the special privileges afforded
them by their club membership were
attacked. Under the Standing Orders
those members keenly interested in the
fate of the amendment should not vote.
If the existence of clubs tended to
dimainish the consumption of liquor.
then by limiting the days and hours on
which liquor could be consumed in clubs
we should still further dimnish the
consumption of liquor. Why should
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members of clubs arriving froms the
country have the opportunity of obtaining
drink at midnight when persons not
members of clubs could not obtain
drink at that horn?

Mr. George:; Why are you not a
member of a club?

Mr. COLLIER: Because I do not
choose to be one.

Mr. George : Then why interfere
with the liberty of others ?

Mir. COLLIER : Why should members
interfere with the liberty of those people
outside clubs in the matter of getting
drink ? The same principle applied.
In visiting a. club he had noticed a
number of peculiarly-shaped tables he
had never seen before, and these, he was
informed existed for the purpose of
gambling.

The CHAIRMAN: Gambling wvas
dealt with in a previous clause. There
was nothing touehinir on gambling in
the amendment.

Mr. COLLIER: If gambling took
place after 11-30 o'clock, it was the
strongest argument for prohibiting the
sale of liquor in clubs after that hour
so there might not be the same induce-
ment to continue gambling. If the
police could enter these clubs when they
considered the law was being broken,
and if clubs were not the exclusive
corporations they were now, unlimited
hours and opportunities for consuming
liquor might be conceded, but there
was not that opportunity for keeping
a close supervision on clubs. The pro-
visions in the Bill were not strict enough
in this regard ; but even if they were
strict enough, it would be almost im.
possible to carry them out.

12 o'clock, noo.

Mr. GEORGE: As amember of a
club for more than thirty years he had
not seen any man the worse for liquor
in any of the clubs with which he was
connected. He used clubs as a matter
of convenience and not for the purpose
of drinking, and it passed comprehension
why members should attempt to interfere
with clubs in the way they were. Many
hon. members seemed to think clubs
consisted of a number of men joined

together to get drunk, and that certain
people were able to get some privileges
others were not 4ble to get ; but these
men paid for these privileges. Applicants
for membership had to satisfy the
committees of the clubs that they were
fit and proper persons to be members,
and they had to abide by the rules to
be of good behaviour and to conduct
themselves as gentlemen. This applied
all over the world in general business
clubs. These clubs were not made a
medium, for people getting drunk. It
was true of all assemblages that there
were some people who would get drunk,
but because of some black sheep in
clubs were we to impose restrictions
that would not be imposed on private
families? He had never seen a game
of cards played in a club. Cards were
played in a club, he would admit, but
he had not seen it. He was the type
of a number of men who used clubs
for their legitimate purpose, not for
card-playing or drinking, but for business
and social purposes. The great pro-
portion of clubs was about the same.

Mr. Troy: We admit that.
Mr. GEORGE: Well, why condemn

clubs, and endeavour to place penalties
on them ? if we were going to interfere
in this way, why not go a step further and
say there should be no drinking in private
houses, and then, if the desire were to be
sincere, go to the Customs House and
prevent any liquor coming into the
country. He knew of no club in Australia
used simply for drinking purposes. To
take the big proportion of members of
clubs in Australia he would be safe to say
that if they ascertained that their clubs
were being turned into drinking dens
they would either expel the offending
members or resign themselves. It should
not go out from this Chamber that mem-
bers were of opinion that clubs, in this
or any other State, were unfit and im-
proper places for gentlemen to belong to.
As to the question of non-club members,
there were places those people could go
to if they liked. There was not a club
in this State which would knowingly
admit as a member either a mant of bad
moral character, or one who was too
much addicted to drinking. Of yours
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there were black sheep in every fold, but
it was not right that mnembers, the
majority of wham knew nothing about
it, should condemn clubs in such a manner
as had been the case during the debate.

Air. WALKER: It was surprising to
see the unanimity of those having the
privilege of belonging to clubs. Club
lMe bad one of the most ancient of his-
tories, and by a species of heredity the
instinct leading to club associations,
even in Perth, had continued from the
days of our Saxon ancestors, even as far
back as our old Scandinavian ancestors.
Remarkable in the history of clubs had
been this, that with all their develop-
ment drinking habits had been intimately
associated. Our modern clubs were
literal descendants of those same old
associations which dated from pagan
times, when drinking was considered a
sort of sacred thing. Some of the most
respectable and foremost of our fellow
citizens were members of clubs and were
devoted to club life and preserved perfect
sobriety, but that was not the question
under discussion. The question for the
consideration of the Committee was,
should members of clubs be submitted to
the same restrictions with regard to the
purchase of liquor as were other citizens
who were not members of clubs 'I The
member for Swan had referred to the fact
that some of the clubs were homes, but
it was questionable whether that name
should be applied even to those society
clubs boasting refined and luxurious
surroundings. It was a fact that hotels
were homes to some people. He him-
self had lived in hotels for weeks at a
time, and during the whole course of
his experience had never seen a. man the
worse for liquor. We prevented the
landlord of a hotel selling liquor at
certain hours of the night and on certain
days of the year, and hotels might be
regarded as homes by some people just
as much as clubs by others. But when
one was at home it was not possible to
purchase any liquor after 11 o'clock at
night. There was no shadow of doubt
that clubs were inimical to democracy.
They had helped in some degree the civil-
isation of our ancestors, but in this respect
they had served their purpose and in the

present age they spelt only privileges for
a certain section of the community.

Mr. George:- You can become one of
that section if you want to.

Mr. WALKER: Supposing he did
actually develop a desire to become a
member of the Weld Club, at the first
breath of the project the question would
be asked "What is the candidate's social
standing ?" Miad, very possibly, as sug-
gested by the member for Boulder, the
answer would be, " He is a member of
the Labour Party ; we want none of that
rabble here. "

The CHAIRMLAN : The amendment
hardly dealt with the nomination of the
hon. member as a member of the Weld
Club.

Mr. WALKER: The Committee were
dealing with the management of clubs
in respect to the sale of liquor, and the
need for its restraint, and everything
incidental thereto and explanatory there
was germane to the subject. The law
said members of clubs should do what
they liked in respect to the sale of wine,
beer and spirits. It had been said there
was no abuse of the privilege. That
might be so, but the object of the law
was to prevent the chance of abuse.
Supposing the labour bodies who met at
the trades hail and who very often held
long meetings that passed the ordinary
hours of sitting, wanted to establish a
bar: why should they not have a re-
freshment room to which they could
retire for the purpose of indulging in
alcoholic liquors ? It was hoped to
bring even clubs into line -with the out-
side institutions concerned with the sale
of liquor. What wrong was there in that
proposal ? The members for Murray
and for Swan would tell the Committee
that there was perfect sobriety in these
clubs and that therefore the amendmnent
was unnecessary. But it should have
occurred to those hon. members that
sobriety was a question of degree and
capable of several definitions. The
amendment was to provide a respite
for the drinking in clubs, a respite that
was very needed. There was no justice
in trying to make the poor sober by Act
of Parliament while by Act of Parliament
the rich were allowed full scope for
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indulgence. It was sought to abolish
the distinction between the select few
and the common ordinary citizens of
the State ; not only on account of mere
decorum, but because of the moral ex-
ample that there was no distinction among
men, and nothing that would give a
fictitious advantage to any section of
the public. Where the sale of liquor
was permitted the law should have it
always under its eyes. There should
be no respecting of persons. We re.
stricted the ordinary citizen from getting
his drink after 11- so o'clock, and so
the member of the club, being but a
citizen and coming under the power and
scope of the law just as the ordinary
citizen, could not divest himself of his
citizenship when he entered the portals
of his club. He carried with him his
citizenship into the club, and not only
this but the laws of the land followed
him just as they would follow him to
his home or into a hotel. Against
equality of citizenship, the right of all
to the burdens as well as the privileges
of the law, no argument could be ad-
vanced. If the ordinary man was
compelled to abstain after 11-30, why
give this privilege to the club man to
get all he needed ? There was no
justifiable reply except on the score of
the privilege that was created. We were
to aim at democratising the whole State
and absolute equality of all men in
the eyes of the law, and we must insist
upon that equality and make the man
who chose to reside at his club submit
to what men were compelled to submit
to who lived at hotels, Of course we
could not prevent a man in his home
keeping his cellar, nor could we pre-
vent the club man having his liquor,
but the sales should not take place after
11 -30 o'clock. If we did not carry this
amendment we would be leaving a great
loophole for a possible increase of intem-
perance, because if the clubs were
allowed to sell liquor on Sundays, on
Christmas Day, and Good Friday, and
all night, the stem restrictions of the
Bill would be discounted, club member-
ship must increase and new clubs start
simply that people could indulge in
drinking liquor during hours otherwise

prescribed. There were clubs started
in the City with the main object of
supplying Sunday liquor and evading
the bona fide clause

The PREMIER moved-
That the sitting of the Committee be

suspended until 2.80 p.m.
Motion passed.

Sitting suspended from 1 to 2.30 p.m.

Mr. WALKER: The amendment
embraced a principle recognised in modern
legislation, the right to prevent any
abuses which were conducive to the
life of any members of the community.
In the olden days a law was passed
that everyone should go to bed at a
certain time, and that principle was
still recognised, in the measure now
being dealt with, by the closing up of
hotels at a certain time. If it were
good to close up those hotels then it
was equally good to close up the ham of
the clubs so that those' who made their
homes in a club miAght also go to bed at
a respectable hour. Beyond all this
there was another argument which
seemed extremely plausible, and it was
that there was no right to interfere
unjustly and unwarrantedly with a
monopoly out of which the State reaped
a profit. Large funds were received
from licenses of all kinds granted in the
State for the sale of liquor. This was
paid readily on the assumption that
by the issuing of the license some measure
of protection was afforded to the licensee.
The monopoly thus granted was sur-
rounded by all kinds of safeguards.
While granting this monopoly on the
one hand another monopoly which came
into direct competition with the hotels
was granted on the other hand. This
was the club license, but the difference
was that whereas there was close ex-
amination and supervision in connection
with hotels, there was no supervision
over the club. That was absolute in-
justice to the hotelkeepers. The position
with regard to some of the clubs was
that so soon as a distinguished visitor
arrived in the State he was met and
taken to the clubs, where he was enter-
tained and received, with the result
that a considerable sum of money which
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otherwise would have been spent with
the hotelkeepere went to the clubs.
Special inducements were offered with
this object in view. He supported the
amendment, and more than all because
it was a step towards dimninishing, in
some little degree, the trade in alcohol.
It had been shown that when we in
this Chamber dealt with a matter of this
national importance we dealt with it
mn an open fair-minded way. We were
considering only the evil itself and its
effect upon the whole community. We
were not doing it for the purpose of
having restrictions on the one hand to
one class and privileges on the other
hand to the favoured few. On the
score that it would be of great benefit
to the whole community and w6uld
diminish the consumption of liquor
he hoped the Committee would pass
the amendment.

Mr. HUTDSON: There was no in-
justice at all dome to publicans by the
granting of the club license. In coming
to a conclusion with regard to clubs
the measure as a whale had to be taken
into consideration. When a license was
granted to a publican it had this re-
striction, he had to conform to the
rules made in the Bill in regard to his
particular license. Belonging as he did
to several clubs, his opinion was that
rather than they should be retarded
they should be increased. A great
deal of good might be done by the
extension of the system of associations
of this kind. Why not protect the
grocer against the co-operative store ?
That was a true simile becausc a club
was a co-operative concern as against
a private concern. The member for
Kanowna could not have been sincere
in his arguments against clubs because
he was in favour of co-operation. The
majority of hon. members had abused
not only the clubs but the members
of the clubs, and the inference to be
drawn from the remarks of some hon.
members was that the members of
clubs were out soliciting young men
in order to induce them to join the
clubs and become gamblers.

Mr. Johnson: Will you deny that
thery gamble in the clubs ?

Mr. HUDlSON: It could not be
denied that there was gambling either
in clubs or in private houses. Gambling
did occur and he was not prepared to say
that it did not occur in hotels and in
many private houses. The member for
East Fremantle wanted to know what
good arose from clubs. The hon. member
admitted that he himself would do sway
with drink, but he admitted also that
there were profits to be made. ge
would prefer, apparently, that the profits
should go into the pockets of private
individuals. How many hotels were
there in Perth where a man could go
and obtain literature and spend an
afternoon in a comfortable reading room
and have the benefit of moagazines and
the latest current scientific literature in
the world ? Did any public house in
Western Australia eater for that sort
of thing ? Many clubs were in the nature
of friendly societies in the sense that
they assisted their members. The pro-
fitsi might not be divided directly as
dividends, but they were expended in a
way which was to the advantage of the
poorer classes of their members. By
co-operation they were able to supply
the funds for the assistance of those
of their members who might have become
poor or suffered loss or distress. Many
clubs in the State spent their funds
in the direction of assisting charitable
objects. The majority of those who
were abusing clubs admitted that they
had no knowledge of the subject and
they displayed their ignorance so as to
enmphasise their own virtues. Surely if
these abuses were actually occurring
there must be concrete examples which
might have been given to the Committee.
The only example attempted to be
given was that mentioned by the, leader
of the Opposition in regard to a club
mn another State. The member for
Kanowna had declared it, was unfair that
a club should have to pay only a small
amount by way of license fee. As a
matter of fact, the Bill was going to
make the clubs pay according to the
business done. What more could the
member for Kanowna ask for? It
had been contended also that the Bill
granted privileges to a few, was un-
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democratic, and that it interfered with
the liberties of non-members. of clubs.
What arguments could be more illogical
than those'! If a club was properly
managed no harm cotild arise from it.
For these reasons, and for those lie had
given earlier he was going to oppose
the amendment.

.3 o'clock p.m.

Mr. GILL: A good deal had been
heard on both sides with regard to the
continuance of clubs as under the ex-
isting state of affairs. The member for
Dundae, as champion of the clubs, had
attempted to reply to those who were
alive to the evils of these institutions ;
but, like those Israelites who had been
sent to make bricks with straw, he had
found the task an impossible one. Having
listened carefully to all that had been
said on behalf of clubs he (Mr. Gill)
concluded that the only real advantage
offered by those institutions lay in the
fact that literature, not wholly free from
specimens of the Deadwood Dick class,
was to be found in the club reading room.
That seemed to be the one real ground
upon which to base a claim for the
concession of extraordinary privileges
for clubs. There were other institutions
in Perth which supplied periodicals and
newspapers ; in fact there was no
occasion to go further than the everyday
boardinghouse for such an example.
Why, then, should not these everyday
boardinghouses have the same rights
and privileges as we extended to clubs,
including the right to retail liquors to
all and sundry ? The whole of this
division under the heading of "1clubs".
constituted a blot on the Bill. People
had expected an honest Bill, but it was
now found that there were restrictions
in every line. That was not what had
been promised to the people.

The CHAIRMAN: Was the hon.
member discussing the amendment?

Mr. GILL: The subject under dis-
cuasion was the registration of clubs.

The CHAIRMAN: The hon. member
'was not in order in pursuing any such
discussion. There was an amendment
before the Chair, and that, and nothing
else, was open to discussion.

,Mr. GILL: However, there had been
great disappointment expressed through-
out the community at the character of
the Bill-

The CHAIRMAN: Tme question, was
the amendment to be added to the clause.

Mr. GILL : That amendment had not
come under his notice. He had not
heard it yet.

The CHAIRMAN: The object of the
amendment was to bring clubs into line
with hotels in regard to closing hours.

Mr. (Ui] LI.: rlhe amendment sought to
puit clubs on the samne footing as hotels
in regard to retailiiig liquior.,. Restric-
tions on the sale of drink should not ap-
ply to the pcorter section of the com-
unnity Only. There was nothing to pme-

vent Mmbers of clubs keeping liquor in
their lockers and drinking it after hours.
It was said clubs were homes, but it was
a peculiar kind of home where liquor was
retailed. But evenl if they were homes,
there was nothing to prevent club mem-
bers getting a little ref reshmnent after
closing time provided they got it the
same way as persons not members of
clubs had to get it, by purchasing- it be-
fore closing time. We should not legis-
late to give favouiritism iir special privi-
leges lo any section of the community.
All should be treated alike. irrespective
of purse or bank balance; and then it
could not be thrown uip against the ('ham-
ber that we had indulg-ed in class legisla-
lion. Passing the clause as printed
wold lay membezi open to the imputa-
tion of giving special privileges to a cer-
tain sect-ion of the community.

.1r. BUTCHER: Certain members
built up a state of affairs in connection
with clubs which existed only in imagina-
dion. Those members did not belong to
club.- and admitted they knew nothing
about them. He, as a member of a club
in 'Western Australia for 15 yearn,
claimed to have some knowledge of the
inner life of clubs, amid knew that every
bogey raised by members in connection
with the management of clubs was abso-
Ilately without foundation and did not
exist in fact. He had been i-' many chutbs
here amid elsewhere, and had never seen
any of the conditions or scenes members
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tried to persuade us existed. I t was
stranige howv members olpposite spoke nesv
in opposition to one of their dearest prin-
ciples, that of unionism and co-operation.
A club was purely a union or a co-opera-
tion, where a numuber of members came
together to create a home which probably
could not be secured eleawhere. The club
he was connected with was organised by a
body of -men who found they had n
place to go to where they could make
their homes, because their conditions of
life took them away to a great extent
from any permanent place of abode.
They lied nio idea of 'making profits.
There were no proifits from this club on
the sale of drinks; or food stuffs, the club
being eutirely supmlported by I he annkual
sulbscriptions4 hi was wrong- to imiagine
the idea was to get cheap beds. cheap
food, and ('heap drinks . tX tile elub he
spoke of, hiszhei' prices were paid( than
were paid for similar articles in the City,
but the drinks were of thle purest and
the best, and the fond was of the best
obtainable.

Nir. Bolton: And the waiters also.
Mr. BUTTC'HER: Probably the waiters

were as good as the honi. mncmber was,
anid that was not saying very much. At
this club there were -writing rooms and
reding mooms where literature of the
highest class and of a scientific nature
could be perused.

Mr. Ang-win: We do not object to that;
we wantt to stop your having liquor on
Sunday.

Mr. BUTCHER: When any abuse was
seen he would join the hon. member in
-that endeavour. He had never seen a
ease of gambling, nor had hie seen imen
under the influence of '&rink in the club.
There were no evils in connection with
the clb. Its object was for good and
not for evil: hut because it was a close
asqociati~in into which- sonar menihers. for
some reasni' or other about which lie waQ
not coneerur -. could nut get. the whole
thing wae; opposed by membhers in a spirit
of onmity- and jealons '.

"Mr. U,'T,fltiHI,.N: Thousyh supporting
the anic: iment lie deprecated the Iant-
guage usedM by the leader of the Opposi-
tion and the member for North Fremantle

illn -skId to sonlc of tile rlh% Iflire liar-
tictlar'v in r'e !ard if) lie amomi of
ganiblinig they said wceit onl in somic Of
them. He had been a member of a club,
for some time and it was nor his esperi-
ece that thle gambling or- drinkinig wvent
onl at clubls that had been alleged. Thei e
had been anl exaggerated view' token by
certain membersA onl one side, while On the
other the inember' for TDundas had esai,-
gerated the view in reply. Clubs shouild
lie liheed onl the same footing- as hotels,
and it was because he thought this that
lie imrtended to suipport the aniendment.
There was no analogy as had been srmt-
gested between the private home and thie
ri ib.

Mr. llndsom: W'hat is the naalogv be-
tween a public house and a club?

Mir. )'lA)UIIEN : Even' cluib existed
to Z1 large extent Oni tile prtofik, iade by
tile bar haide: abolish thai bar trajde and
1 he innceial sucsse IN th lubs in
Perth would be nothing like what they
were now. Hie had voted iii favour of
thme opeingl of hotels. reonsigthat
it was a logical attitude to adopt. hut
there was no hope of administering the
Bill in that respect. However, as thle
provision had been inserted, clubs should
he treated in the same way. If hotels
were shirt and clubs were open oii Sunday
privileges would be afforded to a few
people which were denied to the thousand.
Personally hie did not think licensees
would be stopped from selling liquor on
Sunday. Hotels in the State would sell
on Siuda~y inl the future as they had done
in the past. The clubs would do the
same. All the police in the world would
not make the people refrain from drink-
kng on -Sunday if they wanted liquor.
When the Bill became la-w one result
would he that the number of licenses
would be reduced in some quarters and
the only thing- the advocates of the liquor
traffi would be able to do was to open
clubs in their place.

Mr. TROT: Clubs were not entitled
to an'i- more consideration than hotels
for they offered no more advantages. It
was proposed by the amendment that
Clauses 110 and Ill in regard to hotels
should also be applied to clubs. By this'
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it would be provided that clubs could be
open from 6 in the morning until 11.30
at night. What more could anyone want.
It was not fair to the employees in the
clnbs that the estahlishments should be
kept open so late. There were very few
clubs in Perth financial enough to pay
separate day and night staffs. Were the
members of the clubs to be looked upon
as a specially privileged section of the
community bemuse they had a few
more pounds than the next man?

The CHAIRMAN: The member was
repeating arguments used ever since the
question had been first discussed.

Mr. TROY: It was also asked that the
clubs should be compelled to close on
Sunday. Why should they be open on
Sunday? They even wanted to be open
onl Christmas Day and -on Good Friday.

Mr. PRICE: A club was, to a large ex-
tent, a domestic institution, and if it were
in his power he would induce a larger
number of mnen to form clubs, so that they
might use them as residences, where they
could secure many of the comforts of a
home, and thus obviate having to reside
in hotels. Members were told that because
they were fighting for clubs they were
doing something for the rich as against
the poor, hunt a citizen could become a
member of a club on the payment of two
guineas. One of the objects of the am-
endment was to secure a diminution of
the consumption of alcohol, anid wu-mld
members seriously askc the Committee tn
pass a clause which would provide for
the police interfering with the consumnp-
tion of alcohol in a private place. for,
after all, that was what a club was- Mem-
bers had also been told that clubs were a
luxuryv and not a necessity. Unfortu-
nately. under our lwrescilt social conditions
clubs were a necessity, bint if every mail
had his home to go to the necessity would.
to a laree extent, be obviated. The differ-
ence betweenl [inlets and clubsc was so vast
that it would be ridiculous to attempt to
apply the same set of conditions to the
one as to the other.

I O'(lorI; p .

Mr. SCADlbAN: Even if the amend-
ment were carried a member of a club
could. if be were a bona fie lodger at the

club, or a bona fide traveller, obtain liquor
at his club at any time except Sun days1
Christmas Day, and Good Friday. What
objection, then, could anyone have to the
amendmentT There was no hardship im-
posed by the amendment upon either a
bona fide lodger at a club or a bona fide
traveller who was a member of a club.

Mr. GEORGE: The contention served
to u~pset one of the strongest arguments
put forth on the other side, because nio
inatter how poor a manl might be, pro-
vided lie wyere a traveller he could get a
drink at a hotel at any time of night.

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

Ayes . .. .- 15
Noes .. . .20

Majority against .

Mr. Bath
Mr. B~olton
Mr. Coltier
Mr. Coucher
Mr. Gill
Mr. Harper
Mr. Heitman
Mr. Hoaiman

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
M r.
Mr.
1.r.
MIr.
Mr.
Mr.
MIr.
Mr.

Brown
Butcher
Carson
flaglish
George
Gregory
H~ardwtck
HUiudOal
Jlacoby
Laymnan
Male

AYES.
Mr. Johnhou
Mr. O'Loghlen
Mr. Soaddan
Mr. Swan
Mr. Troy
Mr. Walker
Mr. Murphy

(Teller).

NOEiS.
Mr. Mlileelt
Mr. G, F. Moore
M r, Nanson
Mr. Osborn
Mr. Piesse
N1r. Prirt,
Mr. Underwood
Mr. F. Wilson
M r. Gordon

(Teller).

Amendment thus negratived.
Clause put and passed.
Clause 157-agreed to.
Clause 1358-Conditions as to clubs:
ALL. ANGW [N: Would the Attorney

General define and explain paragraph (c)
dealing with the accomnmodation to be pro-
vided I

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
object of the paragraph was to siee that
the club should not he a proprietary club,
that it should he for the benlefit of the
members and that none of the profits
should be divided among the members of
the club.
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Mr. BOLTON: There surely was no ne-
eessity for the wvords "and other guests."
Accommodation was supposed to be for
tine members of the club only. A man
inight be blaekballed and still be admitted
as, a guest.

Mr. GEORGE: In the previous pars-
irrapx it was provided that a club could
be aix athletic club. These athletic bodies
held carnivals and invited guests, and
there must be some accommodation for
the guests on those occasions. The clause
had a wider scope than that attributed to
it by the member for North Fremantle.

Mr. ANGWTN: In South Australia
there was a similar provision bitt there
was a proviso exempting athletic clubs by
proclamation from the necessity to pro-
vide this accommodation.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
paragraph had been carefully' drawn to
knock out proprietary clubs and was ad-
opted in New South Wales and South
Australia. Later onl would be found pro-
visions dealing with honorar 'y members
and the introduction of guests. There
were stringent regulations drawn up in
this regard. One of the most difficult
problems in connection with clubs was
the abuse of honorary membership, hut
these difficulties were overcome in the
Bill. The paragraph referred to only
provided that the accommodation on the
premises should be used for the accom-
niodation of members and for such guests
a., members were allowed to have.

M'r. ANGWVIN: If there was no neces-
sity for the proviso of the South Austra-
liano Act, there was no need to move to
add it to this Bill. The idea was to pro-
tect these athletic clubs.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: These
athletic clubs would be quite safe. The
nature of the accommodation required was
not specified. The bowling club always
had some accommodation even if it be
only a shed.

Mr. HOLMAN moved all amend-
ment -

That the following be inserted as
paragraph (f.) :-"No Asiatic alien or
any person of Asiatic race claiming tt*

be a British subject shall be employed
on or about the premises of the club."

The licensing court should be empowered

to refuat certificates to dlubs employing
Asiatics. The time had ar-ived to take
this matter into serious consideration.
One of the greatest blots on some of the
clubs was the fact that the visitor was
served with drink by a johnnie with a
pigtail1.

Mr. Butchier: Do, you think they are all
C'hinaman ?

Mr. HOLMAN: At the Weld Club the
door-keeper and some of the stewards
were not Chinamen. Personally he had
strong objections to these people. Asiaties
should not be permitted to be employed in
clubs. We granted clubs certain privileges
and the best we could do would lie to see
that th.y employed people of our own
race. TPhe member for Swan as a patrio-
tic Aostralia,, should support the amend-
pnent.

Mr. ()'LOGHULN: It was to be hoped
that the (ommittee would give some little
consideration to the matter.

Mr. Hlolman: The Attorney General
will suport it.

The Attorney General: I have no inten-
tion of accepting it.

Mr. O'LOGHLEN guessed as much. The
member for Murchison appealed to the
patriotism of hou. members to carry the
amendment. While reading the report of
the Labour Bureau a little paragraph was
noticed which would throw some light onl
this subject. The Labour Bureau, deal-
ing with the people and their various oc-
cupationts at Broome, had this comment
to make-

There are no wvhite domestic servants
in Broome, and the whole of this labour
has to be supplied from aboriginal
natives, except a fewv cooks. Malays
principally, and Japanese. if white
domestic sex rants at a reasonable wvage,
say Li a week, and keep could be ob-
tained, I believe there would be a 1m
demand.
Hon. A. M-%ale: That is quite wrong.
Mr. O'LOGHLEN: This was the Gov-

ernment report presented to Parliament
only a few days ago by the department
in P-erth.

Honl. A. M1ale: I pay more than, that
myself.

Mr. O'LOGHLEN: If there was any
accuraey in this report it would be useleqq
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-to appeal to the patriotism of members
Utf thle Chamber..

Amendmient put. and a division taken
'with the followingl result.

Ayes .. . .14

Noes .. . .1

Majority against .. 4

Mr. Bath
Mr, Dolton
Mr, Collier
Mr. Glil

.Mr. Holman
Mr. JIohnson
Uz. Murphy
Mr. U'Logblen

Mr. Broam
1Fr. Buteber
'Mr. Cowcher
Mir Drap.'r
Mr. Gordon
Mr. Grewory
Mtr. HaIrdwtek
Kr. Ilurper
Mr. Jacoby
mr, Male

AYKS.

'Mr. tcee
Mr. Scaddan
Mr. Swan

ATwy
M~r. Walker
Mr. tiederwo'.

(Telr).

Nomi,
Mr. MItte.ll

IMrA.t'*ixer
I E r. S. F.. 31ot.

11r. Naimn

M~r. Piese
Mr. F. Wiisou
Mr. Layman

I(Teller).

AImendment thus negatived.
Clause put and passed.
Clause 159-Provisions to be made in

rules of dlubs:
Mr. COLLIER: tuder paragraph (k)

it was possible to establish a club which
-would be devoted to athletics, and that
-would mean that boys of any age could
become members of it. Although the
-club would be formed primarily for ath-
letic purposes, there was a provision that
no liquor should be sold to any person
uinder 18 years of age. It would be pos-
sible for a club of this nature to have
boys of 15 or 16 years of age as members.
They would frequent the premises. and
although not eligible to obtain liquor, the
fact remained that the environment would
be there. Did not the Attorney General
tbink that the age should be above 1S
years ?

The Attorney General : The amend-
meat would be moved at a later stager.

Mfr. BUTCHER moved an amend-
ment-

That in line 2 of paragraph (d) the
wrords, 'at a meeting or meetings duly
convened" be struck out, and the

wrords (ton a day to be notified" be in-
serted in lieu.

Amendment passed.
Mr. BUTCHER moved a further

amendment-
That all the words after "members"

in line 5 of paragraph (d) be struck
out and "vroting on such days" inserted
in lieu.

.Mr. BOLTON: The amendment was to
strike out the provision that a record
should he kept of the names of members
present voting, and provide that the re-
cord should only be of the members
votin 'Uiis would mean absentee voting-.

Mr, BU'TCHER: Absentee voting was
neessary ini some clubs where members
found it impossible to attend a meeting
to ballot [or proposed members.

.Mr. BROWN: The amendment would
do no harm. 'Members of clubs had to
deposit their ballot papers in the ballot
boxes.

Amendment put and passed.
'.%r. COLLIER: Would it not be well

to amend the provision in paragraph (k),
whiche allowed liquor to be -sold in ath-
etic clubs to a person IS years of age?

We made 21 years of age the qualification
to be A mnember of other clubs.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL : In
Clause 130 it was provided that liquor
could be sold to young persons over 1
years of age. Athletic clubs were not
started primarily for the consumption of
liquor ; that was very much a side issue.

Mr. JIACOBY : Paragraph (1) as
printed would prohibit messenger boys
from being employed in a club. He
moved a fnirther amendment-

That the words "or are serving as
messengers" be inserted after "wait-
ers" in line 2 of paragraph (1).

Amendment passed.
Mr. IIATH moved a fuirther amend-

muert-
That the following stand as para-

graph (mn) :-That no steward, cook,
or other employee of a registered club
shall be employed for a longer period
than is provrided for persons employed
in a publit' house, hotel, restaurant or
roffee palace uender Section 15 of the
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Early Closing Act Amendment Act,
1904.

The authorities of clubs would be asked
to conform to the same rules and restric-
bione on their employees as were im-
posed under the Early Closing Act upon
hotels and such like with which clubs
came into competition. Ron members
who belonged to cltubs were not desirous
that employees of the clubs should be
worked unduly long hours, but in some
clubs the employees were worked unduly
long hours and the wages were not corn-
mensurate. The p~rovilsion in the Early
Closing- Act was that no person should be
employed in a public house, hotel, retair-
anit, or coffee palace as barman or waiter
for a longer period than 56 hourst in any
one week, or as a wvaitress or boy under
the age of 16 years for a longer period
than .52 hours ini any one week, inclusive of
such time as might be allo-wed for meals.
This was accepted as a reasonable pro-
position in regard to these pilaves of busi-
ness, and it was reasonable to' apply it
to employees of registered clubs.

Amendment put and passed:. time clause
as amended ag-reed to.

5 o'clock P.m.

Clause 160-Honorary m~embers:
Mr. BUTCHER: It was provided by

paragraph (e) that the name otr all hono-
rary mneumber should be posted fir 10
hours before lie could be admitted to a
dlub. This miight prove very inconvenient
in the case of visitors arriving by m ail
stealmer, and who would only be in the
State for a few hours. These visitor-,
would he prevented from being mrade
honorary members if the clause hez-ame
III U'

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Time ob-
ject of the paragraph was to pr-even t
persons who should not be honorary mem-
bers from being rushed into the climb ill
the erturse of anl hour or so. Clause 161
would meet the difficlty mentioned by the
lion, member. Tt provided for extra-
ordinary honorary members, and set out
that the chairman, or two members, of
the licensing court, could grant to any
club a permit to admit to the premises
extraordinary honorary members during

ally timne not exceeding seven consecuitiver
hours. Thle visitor to whom the hon.
member had referred would come uinder
this clause.

('lause put and passed.
('lanse 161-agreed to.
Clause 162-Strangers:
M1r. ANGWIN moved anl amendment-

That in line 6 of Subdlause I the
words "1twelve o'clock midnight" be
struck out and "12.30 p.m." inserted
in lieu."

The reason for the amendment was that
men should not be allowed to leave anl
hotel at closing time, namely. 11.30 p.m.,
and go to the clubs.

Amendment pull and passed: the claumse
as amended agreed to.

Clauses, 163 to 174-agreed to.
Clause 175-Fees:
Mr. BATH: Under the system for col-

lection of fees, as set out in thle clause,
would it not be possible for thle full
amuount to be evaded', It appeared that
there would hie some difficulty in fixing
the amount.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Origin-
ally it was proposed to introduce this
system of fees with regard to hotel
license-;, but on a calculation being made
it was seen that revenue would be lost.
On the other hand, as regards clubs
there would be an increase in revenue
by the adoption of this system. This
was time method adopted in Victoria,
and we were charging the same percent-
age. In South Australia there was a
different system. Careful provision was
made in estimating the amount. A sta.-
tutory declaration was required from the
applicant setting forth the gross quantity
of liquor purchased in the preceding 12
months. In order that there should be
no loss of revenue as, compared with the
present fees, it was provided that there
should be a minimum of £5. The Gov-
ernment hoped to g-et more than that
under the new system.

Clause put and passed.
Clause 176;-agreed to.
Clause 177-Supplying or keeping

liqumor in uinregistered club:
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Mrs. BATH: Here there was a provi-
sion. with regard to the unlawful sale of
liquor by an unregistered club, and a
penalty was provided; but the penalty
for the fist offence of this character was
higher than for the adulteration of liquor
which he considered a much wore serious
offence. There should he a better sense
of proportion exercised; this was not such
a serious offence, yet it -was visited on the
occasion of the first offence with a penalty
which was out of proportion to that to
be imposed for adulteration.

Clause put and passed.,
Clauses 178 to 185--agreed to.
Clause 186-Duties of inspectors:
Mr. BATH: The Attorney Greneral

promised to give some consideration to
this clause in order to provide for carry-
ing out the provision -which the member
for Murchison succeeded in adding- to the
Bill, with regard to keeping records con-
cerning the employment of barmaids.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Owing
to the 'continued sitting there had not
been the opportunity of dealing with the
matter. The duties of the inspectors.
however, were defined in the clause, and
the officer had to ascertain how licensed
premises were being eonducted, and he
had to see that the provisions of the Act
relating to the premises were duly ob-
served. That ought to meet the positionr.

11&. BATH: The *Thdges of the Sup-
reme Court were very keen on adhering
to the strict letter of the law and they
would not accept vague interpretations.
The matter, however, might be overcome
by adding -words to paragraph Ib) of
the clause. He moved an amendment-

That in linc 2 of paragraph (b) after
the word "Premises" the words "andi
the licensees thereof" be added.
Amendment passed; the clause as

amended agreed to.
Clauses 187 to 192-agreed to.
Clause 193-Sale or possession of

adulterated liquor:-
The ATTORNEY GENERAL moved

an amendment-
That in line 1 after "person" the

words "or any person authorised by

Subsection 1 of Section 44 to sell ivie
without a license" be inserted.
Amendment passed.
The ATTORNEY GENERAL moved

a further amendment-
That in line 4 after "premises" the

words "or on his premises, vineyard, or
orchard, as the case may be;' be in-
serted.
Amendment passed.-
M1r% BATH: It was provided in the

clause that, certain penalties should be
imposed where a person had on his licen-
sed premises any liquor adulterated 'with
water. He (Mr. Bath) could never under-
stand this provision by which licensees
could he prosecuted for having liquor
adulterated with water. We should en-
courage the adulteration of spirituous
liquors with pure water, While tha-t
might add profits to the hotelkeeper it
was of cons-iderable advantage to the
customers of that hotelkeejer, and might
save muaiiy individuals from a very un-
kind fate.

Mr. GEORGE: If the spirit were not
broken down the chances were the people
would drink a great deal more of it with-
out finding out its strength.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: The member for
Brown Hill had been in a peculiar train
of thought when hie declared that the re-
tailor should have the right to adulterate
whisky, or rather, decrease the value of
it, with water. Would not the same argu-
ment hold good with regnrd to the milk
supply; because [here was nothing dele-
terious in milk and water?

Mr. BATE: No comparison could be
drawn between the adulteration of whisky
with water and the adulteration of milk.
The adding of water to milk served to
reduce the food value of the milk, whereas
the adding of water to -whisky served to
reduce the evil effects of the spirit, and
so should be regarded as a blessing in dis-
guise.

31x. PRICE: The penalty provided for
the selling of adulterated whisky was
only £50, whereas the penalty provided
in Clause 177 for the illegal sale of good
liquor was £100 for the first offenoe.
Would it not he wise to raise the penalty
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in respect to adulterated liquor t.. £100
also 9

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: What
would the hon. member suggest as a pen-
alty for the second offence?

Mr. Price: Nothing less than the can-
cellation of the license.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: It
might happen that in some cases the
licensee would be selling adulterated
liquor in good faith, not knowing it to
have been adulterated. He (the Minister)
was inclined to think that £50 was suffi-
cient as a penalty.

Mr. JACOIBY: There was a good deal
of danger in dealing with these penalties
for adulteration and the selling of adul-
terated liquor, because it might be that
some of the liquors had been adulterated
by the oversea maker and imuported hona
flde by the retailer. Yet there would be
no remedy for the retailer. The first duty
of the State was to prevent the introduc-
tion of adulterated stuff. This would
virtually safeguard the retailer, for the
very fact of the commodity being allowed
to enter the State would then stand as
prima -facie proof that the retailer -had
nothing to do with its adulteration, and
so he would he reieved of responsibr.ility.
The intentio~n of the Commuittee wfts to
get at the man who knowingly sold adul-
tented liquor; but what was to be done
with the man who was perfectly innocent
in the matter 9 After a certain number
of offences such a mian might iose his
license and yet have been absolutely inno-
cent in each case.

Air. FOULKES: There would not be
much risk with regard to this. Retailers
would be well protected if they would
pay a reasonable price for their liquor.
Only too frequently the article was se-
lected by reason of its low price.

Mr, NDERWOOD: The suggestion
of the member for Albany would not
meet the case. A better plan would be to
adopt an amendment uinder which any
man convicted of rognery in connection
with the selling of liquor would not be
allowed to sell any more liquor. With
such an amtendment there would ne, be

much ucessity to set up a penalty in the-
shape of a fine at all.

The Attorney GIeneral: The offence.
might be committed innocently.

'Mr. UNDERWOOD: The Minister' was
sometimes possessed of quaint ideas. Hie
(Mr. Underwood) had yet to get a defi-
nition of "innocent roguery."

Mr. Jacoby: Suppose he sells an ori-
ginal packet unbroken?

Mr. UNDERWOOD: Possibly the
amendment could be so framed tint we
would be able to get back to the original
adulterater.

The Attorney General: He is away.
Mr. UNDERWOOD: In all probability

the original adulterater would have a re-
presentative here.

Mr. Jacohy: -Not necessarily.
Mr. UNDERWOOD: These were the

pleas of commercial brigands. To sell as
pure spirit something that would injure
one's health was as bad as robbery with
violence, It was absurd to allow a man
fairly convicted of adulterating liquor
with poisons to go on poisoning. Adult-
eration with water was not more than
mnere thieving, but a man who wonild
adulterate with creosote, for instance,
would commit murder. We should not
license a mnan convicted of putting any
of these poisons in liquor for human eon-
sumption, and the Attorney General
should endeavour to meet the cuse of
these -adnlterations injurious to the health
of tine consumer.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL was
quite in accord with the hon. membe-a that
the person who actually performed the
adulteration should be severely puui~hed
anid deprived of his license as the miost
effective punishment -which could be de-
vised; hut the difficulty was the actual
seller had to he made responsible. or else
we would rarely get convictions in the
case of imported goods. Thne seller, liow-
evtr, might be perfectly innocent, and it
would be going too far to deprive him of
his license. For instance, imported lager
beer might come under the clause, but it
would be scarcely contended that the
se'ler should first obtain an analysir. Cer-
tainly the seller should suffer a. penalty.
but that penalty, though severe, should
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not he unduly severe. liI another place it
would be seen if it was possible to meet
the wishes of the hon. member so far as
direct adulteration was concerned.

-Ilr. COLLIER: There were several
provisos in the Health Bill providing that
if it was shown to the satisfaction of the
Couit thiat theo person convicted was lte
person effecting the adulteration, severer
penalties we're enforced; so the Attorney
General should have no difficulty in meet-
ing the wishes of the member for Pilbara.

Clause also consequentially amended,'
and as amended agreed toIj

Clauses 194 to 209-agreed to.
Clause 210--Cots onl forfeiture of

license:
Mr. PRICE: It was provided that 2i

justice of the p~eace should act under this
provision. Should it not be the licensing
cjnurtV We already provided that the for-
feiture of lte license ou the second coll-
vietion must 'be done by the licensing
court.

The ATTORNFW GENERAL,: It
nuiglIt ha 1ppeli thuat ill sonmc cases onl a
secoind offence triedi before jusitices; tile
licensee wvos lilkelv to hiave his license call-
qe~led.

Clause put and passedi.
Clauses 211 to 210-agreed to.
Clause 217-Regulationls:
Mfr. GEORGE: As this was the last

clause, the Attorney' General might say
whether it was intended to introduce a
provision closing public houses onl polling
days for Sitt and Comnmonwvealth elec-
tions.

Tile Attorney General: I understand
the halt. member is moving in that diree-
lion.

Mr. GEORQE: Such a clause should
be provided. Perhaps the member for
Claremont would move in that direction.

Clause put and passed.
Postponed Clauses 10 to Ifi-Constita-

tioan of licensing courts, disqualification.
otetera:

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: It was
desiried that these clauses be itruck out
with a view t~o inserting other clauses onl
recommittal.

Clauses put and negatived.

6 o'clock p.ni.

Postponed Clause. 99-Notice of inten-
tion i establish State hotels:

VJJe A TTO.RNE'Y GENERAL moved
n amendment-

That in line I all the w~ords af ter "df'?
be struck out and I"1. At any poll of
the electors takeon under Part V. of this
At resolution R is carried in any dis-
trict an~d also the resolution that any
new license shall be held by the State,
the Minister may, with the approval of
the Governor, but subject to the provi-
sions of this Aet-(a) Establish State
hotels in the district; and (b) carry on,
by his authorised agent, any such State
hotel, the trade and business of a per-
son holding a publican's general license:
Provided that every such agent, before
acting in that capacity inl any such
hotel, must duly apply for and obtain
fromn the licensing, court a pub liean's
general licavnse in rqs peet of such hotel,
lint sec tin, forty-seven of this Act shaell
not apply: Provided, also, that an
application for thle transfer of such
license maqt be made by lte Minister
without the concurrence of such agent.
2. Anyl State hotel shall be subject to
the provisions of Part V. of this Act"
inserted in; lieu.

Part V. referred to in the new clause
dealt with local option. Mtembers would
see that lte State licensee w"ns in exactly
the same position as private licensees, for
hie liat ito go to lte licensing court to get
his license And had to fulfil all thle coudi-
tions (if ltem measure. With regard to
the payment of the premium for new
licenses, Of course that was unnecessary
in the eause of a State -hotel as it would be
just taking the money out of one pocket
and putting it into another.

.Amendment put andi passed; the clause
as amended ag-reed to.

Postponed Clause' IDO-Poiver to es-
tabtish State hotels:

Thle ATTORNEY GENERAL: Owing
to lite amendment made to the previous
Clause this was unnecessary.

Clause pill auid negatived.
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NeW clauisesy-Females not to -be em-
ployed in the sale of liquor unless regis-
tered'haranaids. Of. Trainavia Ordinance
32, 1902, s. 50) (1) :

IMr. UNDERWOOD moved to insert
six new clauses, deazing with the employ-
ment of barmaids, to stand as Clauses
.140 to 155 (vide. Votes and Proceedings,
pip. 217 and 218).'- The object aimed at
was to do away with the employment
of women in hotel bars. It was
not anl occupation suitable to women.
He 'had know many very strong
barmlen wvhose health -hadt completely
broken dowu uinder the strain. This
of itself showed how. unsuitable the
work was for 4k woman. There was no
need for sentinient in connect ion with the
question for wve, -as men and Australians,
should say that the occupation of 'a.
barmaid was unsuitable for Australian
women. Thlere -was a provision that those
engaged iii (Me business at p~resent should
be allowed it) continue the work. The
new clauses were taken from the 'Trans-
van] Act, a similar measure to which
wonrked satisfoetorily in South Australia.
.The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Mem-

bers apparently desired to loine a division
on the question at onice so lie did not pro-
piose to elaborate thme point at issue, Per-
sonally hie had always field that the tend-
ianey of blhe present day was to give per-
feet freedom of action 1to women as, well
as to duemi. They hand equal political
rights antI] there muid Plo seem any good
reason why they should not be allowed to
judge onl this matter for themselves.

New clauses pitt and a division taken
wi~th the following- result:

Ayes
Noes

14
17

Majority against ,.

Mr.
Mr.
11ir.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

Angwlo
Bath
Solton

Collier
Fouikes
Giil
Heilmann
Holmnin

AYES.
Mr. Jacoby
Sir. Loghien
Mr. Underwood
Mr. Walker
Mr. Ware
Mr. Troy

(Well

Mr. B rown
Mr. Boatcher
M r. Cowebor
Mr. Davies
Mr. Draper
Mr. Gregory
Mr. Hrpjer
Mr. Iltefowal
Mr. Mato

Now).
Mr. Mitchell
M r. Monger
Mr. S. P. Moore-
Mr. M urpy
M r. Nanson
Alir. Osborn
M.r. F. Wilson
M r. Uordon

(Teller).

New clauses thus negtived.
New clause:
If. FOULKES moved-

Tha1it the folloming newo clause bei 7
sewrted: "NVo alcoholic liquor shall be
,sold (v antiy district by any licensee on
.'he ,a' y appointed for a Parliamentary

O'e~n or locerl option Poll: penalty

Mr. ANOWIN : I suppose09 the word
"licejisce" also refers to those holding
el'i1 license.

New clause pbit and iiegatived.
Scheudles 1. to 27-ag-reed In.
'ritle-agrecd to.
Bill reported wilh amendments. -

PAPERS PRESENTED.
By tlie Premier: 1, Report of Chief.

Harbour Master for year ended 30th
June, 1910. 2, Statement of refused ap-
plications for retiring allowances under
the Superannuation Act, 1004 (ordered on
moition by M~r. Swan).

By the inister for Mines: Reports
and returns in accordance with Sedions
54 and 83 of the Government Railways
Act, 1904, for the querter ended 30th
September, 1910.

BILLS (7)-FIRST READING.
1. Jury Act Amendment.
2. Cemeteries Act Amendment.
S. Fertilisers and Feeding Stuff.

Amendment.
4. Leederville and Cotteslee Municipal

Boundakries Alteration.
5. Pha-rmacy end Poisons Act Com-

pilation.
6. Electoral Act Amendment.
7. Hospitals.

Received from the Legisla-tive Council.

House adjourned at 625 p.m. (Thursday).

cr 1. Sir N. .1. Moore
Mr. Pices

IMr. A. A. Wilson
X r. Scaddar
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