/ [8 Decemses, 1910.) 2205

the current year’s rale book for the
municipality as owners or occupiers of
raleable land. (b} The said list shall
A be available for inspection to any rate-
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fized for the holding of the poll (i.)
Any person whe claims lo be the owner
or occupier of raleable land in the
municipality, and whose name does not
appear upon such list, may apply to
have his name inserted thereon. Such
application shall be made in writing,
delivered or senl through the post, ad-
dressed to the town clerk, and shall con-
fain particulars of the land in respect
of which the applicant claims to le a
ratepayer. (1.} .iny person whose
name appears upon such list or who
claims to have his name inserted thereon
may object lo any other person as not
being entitled to have his name retained
thereon. Such objection shall be made
in writing, delivered or sent by post,
addressed to the town clerk. It shall be
in  duplicate, and shall specify the
grounds upon which it is based, and it
shall be the duty of the town clerk to
post one copy thereof to the person ob-
jected to.  (d) The council at @ meeting
to be held for that purpose before the
date fired for the holding of the poll,
shall determine upon the walidity of
all such claims and ol jections, and shall
make all corrections in the said list
necessary to give effect to such deter-
mination., At least three days’ notice
of the date of such meeting shall be
given by advertisement in a daily news-
paper published in Perth. Any such
meeting may be adjourned from time
to time. (e) The determination upon
the validityy of claims or objections shall
be by the majority of those present at

The PRESIDENT took the Chair at
4.30 pam., and read prayers.

PAPERS PRESENTED.

By the Colonial Seeretary: 1, Perth
Publie Hospital—Report for year ended
30th June, 1910. 2, Department of Pub-
lie Works—Report for year 1909-1910.

BILL — PERTH MUNICIPAL GAS
AND ELBECTRIC LIGHTING.
ERecommittal.

Hon. W. Kingsmill in the Chair.

Clause 9—Votes of ratepayers, how
taken:

The COLONIAL SECRETARY : It
wonld be remembered thai when on the
previous oecasion the Bill was before the
Committee a new subelause had been in-
serted as follows:—"“For the taldng of
such poll a special roll of ratepayers
shall be prepared, revised, and anthenti-
cated in the time and manner prescribed
in the first schedule hereto.” It would
be noticed that the subclause had refer-
ence to a schedule. He now proposed to
include in the clanse what had been
thought should form the subject of a
sehedule.  With that end in view it
would be necessary to get rid of the ref-
erence to a schedule, and so it was lus
intention to move to strike oul the whole
of the subclause with the view 1o again
reinserting © in altered form. He
muved an amendment—

That Subelause (1) be struck out
and the following inserted in lew:—
“That for the taking of such poll a
special roll of ralepayers shall be pre-
pared. revised, and authenlicated in
the time and manner prescribed. (a)
The town clerk shall cause a list to be
prepared which shall contain the names
of all persons whose names appear in

the meeting or adjourned meeting, and
in case of an egual division, the mayor
or chairman shall have a casting vote
in addition to his deliberative wvote.
(f) The mayor or chairman shall initial
every addition or alteration in the list,
and shall cause to be written at (he
foot or end thereof o certificate that
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the same has been revised and is correct
with the date thereof. The mayor or
chairman and not less than two other
members of the council shall severally
sign such certificates, and the lists so re-
rised and certified shall be the special
roll of ratepayers hereinbefore referred
to.

Amendment passed.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY : Per-
haps he ought to remind hon. members
that it was in deference to the wishes of
the Committee he had brought down the
amendment in the form of a eclause in-
stead of a schedule. However, he did not
desire that this should be taken as a prece-
dent, or that it should be understood that
such things could not be juserted in a
schedule. The Parliamentary Draftsman
had given him to understand it would
canse great inconvenience in certain Bills
if such particulars had to be put into a
clanse instead of & schedule. Of conrse,
il was not new to put things like this in
a schedule, as would be seen by a refer-
ence to the Bankruptey Act, the Workers’
Compensation Aet, and the Criminal
Code.

Hon. M. L. Moss: The Crinnnal Code
is a very poor instance.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: Per-
haps so. However, another instance was
to be tound in the Pharmaey and Poisons
Compilation Act.

Hen. M. L. MOSS: Whatever the
opinion expressed by the Parliamentary
Drafisman he (Mr. Moss) was entitled to
his opinion also; indeed, hiz experience
was perhaps equal to that of the Parlia-
mentary Drafisman, It wounld have been
very irregnlar to do what had been at-
tempted in respect to this amendment,
and the Committee had acted quite pro-
perly in insisting upon the amendment
being put into the body of the measure.
In his opinion, this <hould be regarded as
a precedent, indicating that it was only
nnder unusual cireumstanees that we
should put enaeting parts of a Bill in a
sehedule. The province of a schedule
was merely to embrace a number of forms,
while the enaeting parts of a Bill should
always be in the body of a measure.

[COUNGIL.)

The Colonial Secretary: What about
the Bavkrupicy Aet?

Hon. M. L. MOSS: There were in that
Aat a number of rules with reference 1o
proving of debts, but these were not part
of the general bankruptey law. Speak-
ing generally, however, we required to see
in the body of nn Aet all its enacting
jrrovisions. while the provinee of a sched-
ule shonld he restrioted to the settine out
of forms.

(lanse as amended agreed to.

Bill again reperied with a forther am-
endment,

BlLL—LICENSING.
In Committec.

Resumed frow the previous day.

Hon. W. Ningsmill in the Chair.

Clanse -H—XNew licenses:

The CHAIRMAN: On the previous
day an amendinent to the clause lad
been male providing that except where
Resolution ). had heen carvied in a dis-
trigt a license conld be granted for pre-
mises in auyv loeality beyond the vadius
of 15 miles of any licensed premises. The
question now was that the elanse as
amended be agreed to.

Hon. J. F. (CULLEN: While anxious
to defeat the provise, and prepared even
to divide the ("ommittee on it, he was
faeed with the diffienity that be could not
deal with [he proviso avithout dealing with
the clause as a whole.

The CHAIRMAN: At the preceding
sitting it had been explained fo the hon.
member that owing to the peeuliar word-
ing of the hev. member's proposed
amendment to the provise, as it appeared
on the Nobice T’aper, he {the Chairman}
had inadvertently put the Colonial Secre-
lary’s amendment first. The only course
now open to tlie hon, member was to deal
with the proviso on recommittal,

Hon. J. ¥. CULLEN: In accordance
with the saggestion made he would await =
his oppurtunity on recommittal.

Hou. Siv E. H, WITTENOOM: Conld
only one license be granted in any one .
locality under this proviso?

The Colonial Seeretary: Yes,

Hon. Sir BE. H. WITTENQOM:
it was a very reasonable provision.

Then
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The COLONIAYL SECRETARY: The
provision was to enable the granting of
vne license in a distriet more than 13 miles
from any existing licensed premises so
that people would have a certain amount
of necommodation until a poll was taken.
The Bulltineh district was within seven
miles of Golden Valley, where until a
few years ago there was a licensed house.
If that hotel was now in existence it
would prevent any license being obtained
at Bullfinch.

Clause as amended agreed to,

Ulause 45—>Mode of applying
licenses:

Hon. M. L. MOSS: In Clause 25 it
was provided that 14 days’ notice should
be published in the Government Gazette
as to the holding of special sittings of the
licensing court, and the clanse now hefore
the Committee compelled the applicant
to give 14 days' notice of application:
but as the Gazette might not reach a coun-
try distriet wntil some days after the issue,
it would be impossible for an applicant
to comply with the notice provisions for
an applieation to a special sitting. Some
amendment was needed.

The Colonial Seeretarv: I will bave the
clause looked into.

Hon. D). G. GAWLER moved an amend-
ment—

That the following be inserted at the
end of paragraph (a) of Subclause
{1) —“Provided that notwithstanding
that such nolire is not so kept afired, if
the Mourt shall be satisfied that the ap-
plicant has used all reasonable care to
keep it so afired and that it is not due
to any default on his part that it has
not been #o hept affired, the Court shall
be at lberty to deem the requirements
of the subsection in this respect com-
plied with.”

People often facetiously removed notices
of application from publicans’ doors, and
the provisions of the clanse were not com-
plied with if the notice was not continu-
ously affixed.

Amendment passed;
amended agreed to.

Clause 46 agreed to.

Clause 47— Applieation te he heard in
open eourt:

for

the eclause as
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The COLONIAL SECRETARY moved

an amendment—
That in line 2 the word “or” be in-
serted before “removal.’”
The amendment was inserted fo
confliet with another elause.

Amendment passed

The COLONIAL SECRETARY moved
a forther amendment—

Tha! after “removal’ the words “or
forfeiture” be struck out.

Hon. M. L. MOSS: Why should not ap-
plieations for forfeiture be held in open
court?

Hon. A. G. Jenkins: Another clanse
provided dhat those applications be heard
hefore justices.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: The
amendment was inserted according to de-
partmental advice, buit he wonld with-
draw it pending further investigation.

Amendment by leave withdrawn.

Clause as previously amended put and
passed.

Clause 48—Certain licensed houses to
possess accommodation for travellers and
euests:

Hon. J. F. CTLLEN This elause
would have. needed amendment bhad not
the Committee restored wine and beer H-
cenzes. The amendment he had given
notice of was now unnecessary.

Clause passed.

Clause 49—Temporary licenses:

Hon. J. W. LANGSFORD moved an
amendment—

That the words “and vreasional)’ in

line 1, Dre struck out.

‘This was the first opportunity to test the
sense of the Committee in regard to these
occasional lieenses which were granted to
allow hotels to remain open after the
usual clesing hour. Gala days and sports
days might reasonable come to an end at
the ordinary closing hour.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY :
There might he occasions when fhese li-
censes would prove unseful, but personally
be saw no reed why publicans should be
allowed to remain open after the ordinary
hour on Christmas Eve ané sueh like oc-
casions. The proper place for people on
Christmas Eve, or times like that, was at
home, There were oceasions when there

avod
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was a necessity for oceasional licenses,
especially when we were passing striet
rrovisions as to the elosing time in vegard
to bona fide travellers. In tropical places,
and on the Eastern Goldfields when the
miners came off work at midnight, it was
almost a necessity that they shonld have
something to eat and drink.

Hon. J. F. Cullen: But this provision
did not cover that.

Heon, J. W. Langsford: Then. it would
he everv night.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: The
miners came off shift at midnight, and on
an extremely hot night the publieans pro-
vided beer and supper for these men. The
beueh allowed these honses to remain open
until a quarter-past or half-past 12. Men-
bers might leave it to the diseretion of
the licensing courts.

Hon. M. .. MOSS: Was it to be under-
stood that fhe hotels alongside the mines
were kept apen antil half-past 12 every
night ?

The Colonial Seeretary: Most of them.

Hon. M. L. MOS8S: Then it was a bad
thing; but if members representing the
goldfields said it was neeessary in the in-
terests of their constituents he would vote
with them. Buat he went all the way with
My, Langsford that occasional licenses
were unpecessary, beeause these were only
granted on the eve of Good Friday,
Cliristmas Eve, and the eve of New Year's
Day, and people would spend a more
pleasant holiday if they got home before
one or two o’clock in the morning. He
would vote for the amendment,

Hon. J. F. CTLLEN: The Minister had
pnt up a very lame defence when one
thought what this provision meant. There
was an enormous number of hotelkepers
who applied, in settled parts of the State,
far these liecenses. and if cne publican
asked for a license of this deseription then
all his eompefitors also asked. The better
class of lLiotelkeepers would like to see the
amendment earried. He would support the
amendment.

Hon. D. G. GAWLER: These ocea-
sional lHeenses were what weve known as
permits al present. Would the keeping
open of the houses on the fields he ecov-
ered by these occasionnl licenses?

[COUNCIL.}

The Colonial Seeretary: Yes.

Hon, D, G. GAWLER: According to
the proviso 48 hours notice had to be
given before an aplication eould be made,
therefore, publicans wonld have to be con-
stantly giving the 48 hours notice, for the
hotels were kept open every night on the
fields. The principle was a bad one. If it
was necessary so that miners counld get
a meal, then that might alter his views.

Hon. A. G. JEXNKINS: The definition
of ‘“oceasional license,” according to
Clause 41, only exempted the licensee on
any special cccasion, so that it wounld not
take the form of the ovdinary permit. At
the present time permits were very
much abused. It might be provided that
one or two oceasional licenses might be
granted to any publican during 12 months
and that might meet the case, for there
were occasions when banquets were held
al hotels, and if the amendment were car-
ried no liquor could be snpplied after 11
o’'clock.

Hon. M. L. MOSS: It was obvious the
clause was no use for the goldfields when
one considered that 48 hours’ nofice had
to be given. If the Minister desired to in-
sert a provision in the Bill to meet the
case of fhe goldfields distriets then it
would require a special clanse. Members
could vote againsi the amendment with a
clear vonscions fhat they were doing no-
thing against the goldfields.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY : Hav-
ing read the clanse again he saw that the
oceasional license was not applieable to the
goldfields, it was under the permit system
that the hotels there were kept open. Still
he thought there ought tn be some dis-
eretionary power given to the bench to
grant oceasional licenses. He asked the
Commiltee to retain the elause and trust
to the benches. It was not right to do
away with the provision ectirely. If the
amendment were carried then he would
ask the Committee to postpone the clanse
so that an amendment could be inserted
to cover such cases as those mentioned by
Mr. Jenkins,

Hon. M. L. MOSS: Some modification
might be made to meet the cases men-
tioned by Mr. Jenkins.
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Hon. 4. W. LANGSFORD: The objee-
tion which he raised,was to the opening of
the public bar, it was not to supplying
Iiquor at fuuetions whieh were taking
place in hotels. These permits had been
granted in Perth nnd Fremantle on the
eve of public holidays. Would the Col-
onial Becretary agree to striking out the
words “and occasional”?

The Colonial Seclretal'y\r: No, he wounld
take the sense of the Committee.

Hon. J. W. LANGSFORD: If the am-
endment were carried the further consid-
eration of the elanse might be postponed.

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

Ayes 10
Noes b3
Majority for 5
AYES.
Hon. E. M. Clarke Hon. M. L. Mass
Hon. J. F. Cullen Hon. 8. Stubbs
Hon. J. W. Hackett Hop, T, H. Wilding
Hon. A, G. Jenkins Hon, D. G. Gawler
Hon. J. W. Langsford {Teller}.
Hon. C. McKenzie
. NoES.
Hon. J. D. Connolly Hon. E. McLarty
Hon. R. D. McKenzie |Hon. T.F. O. Brimage
Hon. W. Marwick (Tetler).

Amendment thus passed.

On motion by COLONIAL SECRE-
TARY, the further consideration of the
clause was postponed.

Clauses 50 to 52—agreed to.

Clanse 53—Transfer of licenses:

Hon. M, L. MOS8S: The prineiple em-
bodied in the clanse was not an improve-
ment on the existing law. At the present
time a person who obtained a transfer nf
license obtained it from the first day sue-
ceeding the next quarterly licensing roest-
ing, and he was bound to advertise it in
the meantime. Thus if the magistrate had
egranted a temporavy license to one who
was of a disreputable character, people
were enabled to go before the next licens-
ing eourt and make objection. The conrse
proposed in the Bill was different. The
chairman ov two members of the hench
had the right to grant the transfer of a
Jicense from the day of application to the
end of the vear, The transfer might be
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granted in Januvary and Lhe persun might
hold the license for the remainder of the
vear withoni the public having any op-
portunity to object. However, he did not
propose to dv move than ¢all the Commit-
tee's attention to the alteration.

Hon, D. . GAWLER: The diffienlty
which was sought to be prevented by the
provision in the Bill was that 14 days’
notice of an applieation for fransfer had
to be given al the present tume, and it
often happened that there was not the
neeessary period in whieh to give that
notiee before the meeting of the licensing
counrt.

Hon. J. F. CULLEN: Why nut retain
the old procedure of keeping the guestion
of transfer open till the next succeeding
licensing day? No serious trouble had
ever arisen, Why should the beueh be able,
behind the haek of evervbody, (o grant a
transfer of a license which could be held
sfor 10 or 11 months without the publie
having any sav in the matter af all?

Hon. M. L. MOS8S: It was quite true,
as Mr. (awler had said, tbat sometimes it
did happen that there was no time to give
the necessary 14 davs’ notice, but that
eould be met by providing that if there
was inswllicient time for the ficensee to go
before the first meeting of ine licensing
beneh, he conld go before the next prae-
tieable meeting, Lhus still giving the puh-
lic ap opportunity of objecting to a dia-
reputable person being foisted on them as
a licensee. The poblic hearing whiah
now took place before a man was con-
firmed in his license was a very good
thing, and the abolition of that safeguavd
was not in the public interest.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: The
reason why the clause had been allered
had been correctly stated by AMr. Gawler.
At the same time it perhaps effected more
than was neecessary, and it would, per-
haps, be advisable to postpone the clause
to the end of the Bill, when a proviso
conld be inserted on the lines snggested
by Mr. Moss.

Clanse postpened.

Clause 54—TInterpretation:



Hon. M. L. MOSS moved an amend-
ment-—

That the following be added to stand

as Subclause (e} “be convicted of a

¢crime.”

Clause 133 provided that if a licenses
was convieted of a crime his license was
ipso facto to be forfeited, and on the
second reading he had drawn attention
to the hardship that would be thus in-
flicted on the owner or mortgagee. His
desire was to make it plain that if a
licensee was convicied of a erime the
owner of the premises or the licensee’s
snecessor might have the right to go be-
fure the licensing court within a reason-
able time and have the license transferred
to bim or to bis nominee, The amend-
ment wounld prevent an injastice being
done,

Amendment passed, the clause as am-
ended agred to.

Clauses 35 {0 G6i—agreed lo,

(lanse 67—"Temporary and Oceasiongl
licenses: .

on. J. W. LANGSFORD wmoved an
amendmeni—

That in line one the words “or an
ocveasional” be struck out.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: It
would be better to postpone the clause till
the end of the Bill when it could be dealt
with in conjunction with otber clauses.
To that end it would he advisable to with-
draw the amendment.

Amendment by leave withdvawa.

On motion by the COLONIAL SEC-
RETARY. further consideration of the
elanse posiponed.

Clauses 68 to T0—agreed to.

Clause 71—Fees for other licenses:

Hon, M, 1. MOSS: The reason why he
had not moved an amendment on the
preceding clause, as he had intended, in
the direciion of having the fees based
on a pereentage of the liquor sold was that
after consnlialion with the Colonial See-
retary, he found that in many instances
a percentage on the liquor sold would not
amounl lo as much as the fees proposed
in the Till.

The CO{ONTAL SECRETARY moved
an amendment—

That after “For an Australian wine
license, five pounds” the words “For an

[COUNCIL.]
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Australian wine and beer lcense, five
pounds” be inserted.

With regard to the amount of the license
fees, the question was fought out some
two years ago, and after going into it
fully it was found that a high fee would
have to be charged on the percentage
basis in order te get the amonnl which
was then being derived from lieenses;
that would have had to be five per cent.,
and it would have Leen necessarv to add
another one per cent. to that beeause of
the costly process which would have been
involved. Tt was entirely on the score
of expense that it was decided to allow
the matter to remain as it stond.

Hon. M, L. MOSS: Would it not he
ereating a tax if we made this amend-
ment; should it not go forward as a sug-
xestion?

The CHAIRMAN: All amendments
which were made to this measure would
uo forward as suggestious.

Hon. C. Sommers: But £5 seems lo be
a very low fee for the wine and heer
license; it ought to be inereased.

Hon. M. L. Moss: The wine and beer
license could very well pay a litile more,

The (olonial Secretarv: Make it £10.

Hon, (". SOMMERS moved an amend-
ment on the amendment—

That the word “five’” be struck out of
the amendment and ‘“‘len’ inserted in
lieun.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: If
the hon. member wonld withdraw his
amendment the alteration could be made
in the amendment whieh he (the Colonial
Secretary) had moved.

Hon. (. Sommers: There was no ob-
jection to that course,

Amendment (Mr. Sommers'} on amend-
ment by leave withdrawn,

The COLONIAL SE(RETARY: If
the Committee would permit it he would
alter his amendment to read--

For an .Australian wine and beer li-
cense, fen paunds.

Amendment passed.

The COLONTAL SECRETARY moved
a further amendment—

That after “For a two-gallon license”
the words “For a gallon license, fiftcen
pounds” be inserfed.
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This amendment was consequential on the
reinstatement of the gallon licenses.

Amendment passed.

Hon. J. 7. CULLEN moved a further
amendment—

That_the following words be inseried
te stand as Paragraph (b):—“For an
cating and boarding house license, len
shillings.” :

The annnal license fee for eating honses
and boarding houses was £1, and the
transfer fee should be less; but as the
clanse now stood the transfer of a board-
ing house license wounld cost £2.

Amendment passed; the clause as
amended agreed to.

Clanses 72, T3—agreed to.

Clanse 7d-—Application of this part:

The COLONIAL SECRETARY moved
an amendment—

That in line 2 after “publican’s gen-
eral license” the words “hotel license”
be inserted, and after “wayside house
License’” the words “Australian wine and
Leer license” be inserted.

Amendment passed.

Hon. J. F. CULLEN: Why was the
Minister not going to add the two gallon
and the one gallon licenses?

The Colonial Seeretary: It-is proposed
to make them the subjeet of loeal option.

Hon. J. F. CULLEN: But would it not
be playing a little bit of a faree if we
closed up all the other houses and left the
two and one gallon houses open? It was
well known that the holders of these li-
censes did a roaring trade now, but what
would their trade he if they had & monop-
oly. They would all become public houses
in disguise. Why shonld not these li-
eenses be snbjected to a loeal option poll?
The only restriction on a local option poll
should be club licenses, where the question
of personal gain did not enter. Unless
the Minister colud show good reason
against it he (Mr. Cullen) would move
the inelusion of gallon and two gallon li-
censes. He moved—

Thai after “leense” in line 3, the
words “gallon license and two gallon
licenses™ be inserted.

Hion M. L. MOSS: The amendment

shonld not reeeive the support of the Com-
mittee. TIf in the licensing distriet of

21

Perth a resolution was carried to the
effect that all licenses should be refused,
then, under the amendment, two gallon
licenses would be incorporated in the reso-
lution. It was to be rememhered that the
various breweries held two gallon licenses,
and, therefore, the amendment would in-
fliet a tremendous amount of harm in such
a case, for it would prevent a barrel of
beer being sold in ary “no-license” dis-
trict.  Surely hon. members would not
agree to that. In his opinion the gallon
license was a good form of license. The
hon. member bad declared that premises
having a gallon license were public houses
in disguise, but this was manifestly
wrong. The gallon license was on a foot-
ing altogether different from that of gen-
eral publicans’ licenses.

Hon. A. G. JENKINS: While agree-
ing with the remarks made by Mr. Moss
in regard to two gallon licenses, he
thonght there should not be the slightest
objection to including the gallon license
within the scope of a local option pell.
Unless this was done the carrying of pro-
hibition would have but litile effect; for
what wonld be the use of withdrawing
all other forms of licenses and leaving
the gallon license untonched? Tt would
entirely nullify the effect of the local op-
tion poll. Why should the gallon license
be placed on a footing different from that
of the other licensesd If, withoul inflict-
ing hardship on the breweries, the two gal-
lon license could be brought within the
scope of a local option poll, he would sup-
port its inelusien, but in any ease he
would give his support to the inclusion of
gallon licenses.

Hon. J. F. CULLEN: The original in-
tention with vespeet to two gallon licenses
had been to restrict them to breweries. If
the Minister would undertake to once more
limit the two gallon license to hreweries
he (Mr. Cullen) wounld limit his amend-
ment to one gallon.

Hon, M. L. MOSS: If we were going
to inelude gallon licenses within the scope
of a local option poll, then to be logical
we should go farther and make it a pena!
offence for any person to bring liquor into
a distriet which had declared for prohibi-
tion. Would hon. members he prepared
to go that far%



Hon. J. F. CULLEN: The argument of
Mr. Moss was directed, not against gallen
licenses but against local option. We
knew thai if prohibition were carried in
one distriet before it had been agreed to
in the neighbouring distriet there was
bound to be a certain amount of importa-
tion. Following on his suggestion fo the
Colonial Secretary. with the permission of
the Committee he would withdraw his
amendment,

Amendment by leave withdrawn,

Hon. J. ¥. CULLEN moved a further
armendment—

That after “license,”” in line 3, the
words “and one gallon licenses” be -
serted.

The COLONTAL SECRETARY : It
was to be hoped the Commitiee would not
agree to the amendment. In no State in
Australia where loca! option had been in
force for any time had gallon licenses
been brought within the scope of a local
option poll. It had been tried in one or
two districts in New Zealand. and in some
of the Ameriean States, but in each in-
stanee it had proved to be an absurdity.

Hon., C. SOMMERS: Tt wounld be a
mistake to have eallon licenses subject
to loeal opiion pells. He admitted he had
previonsly held the contrary opinion, but
the points advanced by hon. members
convinced him otherwise.

Hon. J. W. LAXGSFORD: It was on
ihe understanding that gallon licenses
would he subjeet to local aption polls
that the amendment was passed insert-
ing them in the Bill. They should he
subject to the will of the peuple. He
would support the amendment.

Hon. B. C. O'BRIEX: Tt was smipris-
g the Colonial Seeretary should put
up such a battle for gallon licenses, and
that the hon. member should say this
glass of legislation was mainly divected
against hotels; but if we were to have a
full measure of lecal option why should
the halder of a gallon license be afraid
to take his chance before the people
just as the holder of the hotel license
would have 1o do? The holders of gal-
lon licenses sold in large quantities and
in small guantities. and the sale of small
quantiliies by them was rampant in the

[COUNCIL.]

City. Of ecourse if was very difficult
to have it detected. If the people de-
sired, as was said, to have these gallon
licenses retained, there was a very sim-
ple way of letting ihe people say they
should be retained, by snbmitting them
to local option polls.

Hon. R. LAURIE: This was an amend-
ment that lent itself to advocates on
either side of the liguor question. 1t
was dirvceted towards knocking out one
of the most useful licenses in the Bill.
It was said that the galion licenses were
abused, but there was no evidence of il.
We must recognise that if a person
wanted to have drink in his house that
personr was golng to have it, and if there
was prohibition in the distriet he would
gel lhe drink delivered from the holder
of a gallen license outside the prohib-
ited area. Il was not the object of the
ten:perance party {o prevent people gef-
ting drink at all; the idea was to get
a chanece of closing some of the discepuot-
able places for which general licenses
were Leld. At any vate there was nn
ubnse of the gallon license.

Hon. W. MARWICK : To include gal-
lon hcenses seemed to be going from one
exlreme to the other. We would be ex-
tremists in atlempting to prohibit the
sale of lhquor wholesale. It was sur-
prising to hear members say the gallon
license was abused. There was ecertainly
no abuse of it in country distriets. One
difficulty wounld be the fact that people
in eountry distriets who were supplied
by the holders of gallon liernses from
towns perbaps 30 miles away, wonld
have no say in any local option poll
that would perhaps deal with these
licenses.

Hon. T. H. WILDING: Gallon licenses
should be brought under loeal option.
There were many small agricnltural
centres which wounld probably decide
against having hotels, bul if we allowed
gallon licenses it would be the means of
affecting those holding farms worked by
employees. It would enable these em-
ployees to purchase drink at these cen-
tres. and mueh harm might he done to
the horses under their charge.
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Amendment put, and a division taken
with the following result:—

Ayes .. . .. 8
Noes .. . .. 10
Majority against .. 2
Aves.
Hon. D. G. Gawler |Hon, B, C. O’'Brien

Hon. 8. Stubbs

Hon. T. H. Wilding

Hon. J. F. Cullen
(Teller).

Hon. A, G. Jenkins
Hon, J. W. Langsford
Houn. €. McKenzie

NoEs.

Hon, W. Marwick

Hon. R. D. McKenzie

Hon. E. McLarty

Elon. M. L., Moss

Hon, C. Sommers
{Teller).

Hon T.F. O. Brimage
Hon. E. M. Clarke
Hon. J. D. Connolly
Hon. J. W. Hackett
Hebn. R. Laurie
Ml TRy G

Amendment thus negatived.

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY moved
a further amendment—

That the following provise he in-
serted :—Provided that Resolution B.
shall not extend to hotel licenses or
Australian wine and beer licenses.

Amendment passed; the clanse as am-
ended agreed to.

Clause 75—Place and date of voling:

Hon, J. F. CULLEN moved an amend-
ment— .

That in Subclause 1 all the words
after “district” in line 2 be struck out
and “simultaneously with every general
election” be inserted.

This would make the local option poll fall
on general election day. The object of
everybody on such a vital question as local
option should be to zet the fullest pos-
sible expression of the public mind, and
to do that the poll must be on a day when
voters eould attend. Patriotic duty re-
quired every elector fo give up work on
general eleetion day. If we held the local
option poll on general election day we
would get the fnllest expression of public
opinion. If we held it on another day we
asked the people to give up their work
for one soeial issme. It was easy Lo say
that if people were inferested they would
o to the poll, but interest was a relative
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quality, Holding a separate poll meant
doubling the expense to the State and
doubling the cost too of the voters who
would take part.

Hon. M: L. Moss: What wonld hap-
pen in the case of two or three general
eleclions in a year?

Hon. J. F. CCLLEN: If there shonld
be an extraordinary eleotion after a year
or two years, there would be no difficulty,
if the principle was aceepted by the Com-
mittee, in providing that where an extra-
ordinary election toolk place within, say,
18 months, that the poll should go to the
next general election.

Hon, M. 1. Moss: What did the hon.
member eall an extracrdinary election?

Hon. J. F, CULLEN: An election be-
fore efluxion of time. If we fixed as a
nominal thing general eleetion day we
guaranteed a full expression of publie
opinien witheut any added cuvst fo the
State. As to the allegation that eclectors
might eonfuse between the two issues, the
average elector to-day was quite equal of
voting two ballots.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: It
was to be hoped the Commiltee would not
agree to the amendment. As a beginning
it would be better .to have a separate day
for taking the local option poll than te
have it on the day of a general election,
Tntil the people were edueated tn voling
loeal option it wounld be fatal to the mat-
ter to have the polt on general election
day, because sometimes very short notiee
might be given of a general election. As
vears went by, when people had been edu-
cated there were still good reasons why
the poll should not be taken on n géneral
election day. The Prime Minister of New
%ealand, where loeal option had been in
existence for years, was decidedly against
having the local option poll on general
election day, and this was the opinion ex-
pressed by a late Minister of Victoria and
was also expressed by Minislers in New
South Wales, There eould be no fixed time
for a poll if it was to be taken on general
election day, whereas,according to the Bill,
there would be a local option poll every
third vear. It would be munch better to
have the question fought out independent-
ly of the personnel of the candidates for
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Patliamentary bonours. J£ the poll were
taken on general election day, it -would
have a big influence on the electors of
the Assembly. It was not in the interests
of Parliamentary Government thai the
local oplion poll should be taken on the
same day as a general election day. On
the guestion of liguor reform, feeling ran
very high, and the feeling would be such
ihat people would not be in a frame of
mind to judge of the candidates for a
Parliamentary election.

Hon. R. LATURIE: The advoeates of
local option wish to give their cause a
fillip by having the poll taken on election
day. If the drink fraffic was such a curse,
then those who were interested in it wounld
conte forwavd, no matter when the poll
was held. Mr. Cullen bad said that there
was a patriotic question and a social ques-
tion, The last time the people were asked
to vote on a patriotic question only 65
per cent. of the electors voted. The poll
for local option should not be mixed up
with polities.

Hon. J. W. LANGSFORD: In New
Zealand the local option poll was taken
on the day of election, and in New Sounth
Wales and South Australia the same
prineiple obtained. 1t would be impos-
sible to ohtain the proportions that were
regnired to earry a vote for reduetion in
a number of the licenses unless the poll
was taken on a general election day. It
had been said that general elections might
follow each other very closely. possibly
within 18 months, but his idea was that
the local option poll should take place
every three years.

Hon, M. L. Moss: What are you going
to do if there is an extraordinary general
election ?

Hon. J. W. LANGSFORD: Provision
could he made for that contingency.

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

Ayes 4
Noes .. .. .. 12
Majority against 8
AYESs.
Houn, T. F. O, Brimage fon, J. W. Langsford
Hon. JT. F. Cullen (Tellery.

Hon, G. McKenzie

[COUNCIL.]

NoEes.,
Hon. E. M. Clarke Hon, B, C. Uliiien
Hon. 1. D. Connolly Hen., C. Sommers

Hon. D. G. Gawler
Hon. R. Laurle

Hon, R. D, McKenzle
Hon. E. McLarty
Hen, M. L. Moss

Amendment thus negatived.

Clause put and passed.

Clause 76—Resolutions to be submited :

Hon. J. ¥. CULLEN moved a further
amendment—

That Resolution A be struck out.
Resolution A was no issne at all, and as
the resolutions were drawn up a trap was
set for local optionists. Resolution A
was pul as an alternative to Resolubiom
B, but the proper alternative to Reso-
lution B was yes or no, It was this trap
which had completely capsized the loecal
optionists in New South Wales, where
the same two resoelutions had been put
before the electors. The effect had been
that the loeal optionists had said that they
could not vote for éither of the resolu-
tions. They did not want the number of
existing licenses to continue and they did
not want them to he increased. so they
were compelled to refrain from voting.

The Colonial Secretary: They could
vote “no” to both,

Hon. J. F. CULLEN: The trap was
that they could not vote “no” to both,
becanse that was not the issue. The real
issue was “that the licensing eourt may in
its diseretion 1increase the number of
licenses, yes ar no?’ That was a very
fair issue to put before the publie, but
the ballot papers put this issne—“that the
number of licenses existing in the distriet
continue”  No temperance man would
vole for that. Resolution B onn the ballot
paper was “that the number of licenses in
the distriet be increased.” All publicans
would vote for that.

Hon, M. L. Moss: No. Publicans will
not vote for an increase.

Hon. J. F. CULLEN: Those who were
fond of drink would vote for Resolution
B every time. The result of pulting such
issues before the electors would he that
inerease would he earried by immense
majorities, just as had happened in New
South Wales a few weeks ago. Some
local optionists had voted there for econ-

Hon.
Hon.
Hon.

5. Stubbs

T. H. Wilding

A. G. Jenkins
(Teller).
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tinuance, believing that to be an alterna-
tive to inerease, but the majority had re-
frained from voting. If the amendment
was agreed to he wonld move to substi-
tute the words “Do you vole that the
licenstug court may at its diseretion in-
erease the number of licenses in the dis-
triet, yes or no?”

The Colonial Secretavy: That is ex-
actly fhe issue in the Bill.

Hon. J. F. CULLEN: That was all he
wanted. Tf the Colonial Seeretary -sould
accept the amendment he would be guite
content.

The Colonial Secretary : The issne arises
in 1920,

Hon. J. F. CULLEN: The issue did not
arise at all. All that conld be dealt with
until 1920 was, “Shall we allow these
lieenses to eontinue or shall we increase
them %’

The COLONTAL SECRETARY: If
members tarned to the schedule it wonld
be seen there was a note showing dhat the
two Resolntions C and D wounld not
come into force until after 1920, The
argnments of the hon. member would be
good if we had reached that period bnt
the only issues to be put before the peo-
ple prior to 1920 were A and B. That
was that the number of licenses in the
district confinue, and that the number of
licenses existing in ‘the distriet be in-
creased.

Hon. J, F. Cullen: No local optionist
ean vote for either.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: The
only vole the local optionist conld give
would be to leave the licenses as they were
or to vote for an inerease. Why eonld
not a local optionist vote? The issue was
very plain,

Hon. J. F. Cullen: He eannot say they
shall not be increased.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: If
the suggestion the hon. member had made
were carried out the eleetor. wonld be mis-
led.

Hon. A. G. JENKINS: The hon. mem-

ber should not move the amendment to *

strike out Resolution A for the reason
that it became of value only in 1920; until
then it was meaningless. No matter how
the electors voted on Resolution A it
would not have the slightest effect. On the
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question that the number of licenses ex-
isting continue, they would vote “yes,”
and they wonld comiinune. Tf they voted
“no” it would have no effect and there
would be no power to carry it out., There
was only one issne that should be bhefore
the electors until 1920 and that was
“Shall the licenses be iIncreased? It
was no good voking eontinnation until
after 1920. It would be advisable in Sub-
clause 3 to provide that Resolutions A,
¢, and D should not be snbmitted until
1920. In the meantime the resolution
put to the electors shonld be “Shall licen-
ses be inereased?” After 1920 the four
issues eonld be put to the people.

Hon. R. LAUVRIE: The hon. member
who moved the' amendment claimed that
local optionists could not vote. One of
the strongest local optionists in the Honse
was Mr. O'Brien: could nol Mr. O’Brien
or himself (Mr. Taurie} vote? Both
were local optionists; why could they not
vote? The local optionist that Mr. Cullen
spoke of, ii was nnderstood, was a tem-
perance man. By their voles members
had given local option; surely it was not
to be said that we were giving loeal option
only to one set of people?

Houn. E. M. CLARKE: There were
four questions to be defertwined and one
man cpuld nol volte for the four. With
regard to the tivst, the man who voted for
that was the moderate man; the man who
voted for the second was the man who
held another view; the man who voted
for the third held stil another view, and
the man who voted for the fourth would
have vet another view. Tf was elear that
if the first were struck out the mam who
wanted the position to remain as it was
would be barred from voling; none of
the other issnes would suit that man.
Again, we would rcb the temperance man;
he could not vote for the first becanse it
would be contrary to his prineiples, nor
wonld the man who wanted to vote “no™
to the first. vote for the last because it
was contrary te his prineiple. The ex-
tremists who wanted to do away with
licensing altogether would simply vote for
the lasf one, and the man who wanted to
vole for continuance would vote for the
first,
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Hon. C. SOMMERS: The view ex-
pressed by Myr. Jenkins was the correct
_one, The Colonial Secretary might ex-
plain how an elector was going to vote
according to the schedule by putting a
eross inside the square. If an elector
wanted to vote reduetion, would he have
to put a eross in the square, and if he
did not want eontinunation would he siill
have to put in ihat eross? The ballot
paper was certainly confusing and re-
quired some aitention. With regard to
the first issne, it was of no use voting
on it until 1920.

Hon. J. W. LANGSFORD: When, in
10 years’ time, this issue was put before
the people there would be a great many
consaientiously temperate men who would
vole for continnance; nor would they ba
belying their temperance principles in
doing so. To submit the question next
year, when there was no possibility of re-
duction for 10 years, would be mislead-
ing.

The Colonial Secretary: The alterna-
tive will mean altering the ballot paper in
10 years’ time,

Hon, J. W, LANGSFORD: If that
was the best reason to be advanced in
support of pulting the issue next year,
then we ougwht to alter the ballet paper
now. What on earth was the use of ask-
ing people if they desired continnanee
when there was no altemative?

Hon. J. F. CCLLEN: Resolutions C
and I were fairly alternative to each
other, but Resolutions A and B were not.
Stiil, every voter would think the was
asked to vole one way or the other. As
a matter of fact, a temperance man conld
vote for neither. The local option prin-
ciple had been smashed np in New Seath
Wales by the fact that no #emperate man
could conscientionsly vote one way or the
other; and that would happen again in
Western Australia.  What the Minister
wanted the people to vole upon was as to
whether the lieensing bench should have
diseretionary power to inerease licenses.
Was not ‘hhat the real issue at the present
time, and the only issue the Minister
conld put to the people? Why, then,
should it not he put in that form?

[COUNCIL.]

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: It
was to be hoped the Committee would not
agree to strike out Resolution A, because
if they did there would have to be an
amendment of the Act after 1920.

Hon. J. F. Cullen: That is easily made.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: 7The
Committee would not be justified in pass-
ing a Bill to which there would have
to be an amendizent before it eould come
into full operation. The issue of econ-
tinuance could be put to the people, not-
withstanding what had been said, hut if
Resolution A were struek out there would
have to be an amendment of the Aet
before we could give full effect to the
exercise of local option. .

Hon. J. F. CULLEN: Mr. Jenking
proposal was a good one, and with re-
servations he was prepared to adopt if.
He would leave Resolation A in, and
have it explained in a footnote that it did
not come into foree until 1920. Then
Resolution B cenld be made to read,
“That the licensing eourt should have dis-
cretionary power to increase the number
of licenses—yes or no.” On that under-
standing, with the permission of the Com-
mittee, he wounld withdraw his amendment.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: It
would be better if the Commiitee voted
against the amendment. Then he would
consent fo add Resolution A io the sche-
dule, and thus the malter would be fixed
up until we came to the schednle.

Amendment by leave withdrawn,

Hon. J. F. (TLLEN moved a further
amendment—

That in lne 1 of Subclause 3 after
“resolutions” the letter “A7 be inseried.

Amendment passed.
Hon. J. B, CULLEN moved a further
amendment—

That all the words after the letter
“A” in Une 1 De struck out with a view
to inserting the following:—“and C
shall not be submitled until after 31st
December, 1915, and that Resolution D
shall not be submitted until after 31st
Decomber, 19177

The effect of the amendment would be
that guaestions of reduetion wonld he
submitted to the eleetors any time afler
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1915, while the question of prohibition
would not come on until after 1917.

The CHAIRMAN: It would be best
to move first €o insert the word ‘‘and’’
between “A” and “C.”

Hon. D. G. GAWLER : It was his in- °

tention to move to strike out 1920 and in-
sert 1915. Mow would that he affected
by My, Cullen’s amendment?

The CHAIRMAN: The Commiitee had
better decide on the question to insert
the word ‘“‘and.’’ Then it eould after-
wards be decided whether 1917 be inser-
ted or 1915, or whether the period fixed
in the clanse should be retained.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: If
the amendment were passed it would
make a very drastic alteration. The
Bill provided there should be no redue-
tion for 10 years. In other States where
money conipensation was not given the
longest period was 10 years, and in some
cases it was 12 vears’ notice.

Hon. B. C. (’Brien: Fifieen years in
South Australia.

The COLONIAL BSECRETARY: If
hotels were closed withont some compen-
sation it would be doing an injustice.
In country districts espeeially hotels de-
prived of a license would not be worth
10 or 20 per cent. of the present value.
We could not deprive a man of his busi-
ness or his property withont notice, and
10 years’ notice was not a very long
period.

Hon. D. G. GAWLER: As a matter
of fact, the notice, aceording to the Bill,
would be 12 years and four months. The
first poll wag to take place in April, 1911,
and the subsequent polls were to be every
three years afterwards. Thus there
would be a poll in April, 1920, and the
firsj poll available after December, 1920,
wonld be in April, 1923. That would
mean 12 years four months’ notice. The
publicans did not anticipate that. They
thought it would be 10 years. If his
proposal to make the time 1917 were
passed, if would work out to be nine
years and four months. That would be
practically 10 years.

The Colonial Secretary: The amend-
ment is that it be 1915.

Hon. D. & GAWLER : 1t was bard to
avoid trespassing on his proposal, be-
eause it was so closely linked with Mr.
Cullen’s amendment.

The CHATRMAN: There were practie-
ally three awmendments before the Com-
mittee, the first being {o insert the word
<fand.”” If that were defeated it would
be fatal ¢o Mr. Gawler’s amendment,
which proposed to insert 1917 in lien
of 1920

Hon. D. G. GAWLER: 'Those who
were interested in the frade would get
ample notice if the first poll took place
in 1917. There were hotels paying enor-
mous renis, and in many eases there was
a large ingoing, therefore compensation
had been received in that way.

Hon, B. C. O'BRIEN: In view of the
importance of the matter he moved—

That the further consideration of the
clause be postponed.

Motion puf and negatived.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: Be-
eause the clause was important that was
no reason why it should be postponed.
Mr. Gawler had peinied out that, ae-
cording to the Bill, the poll could not
be taken for two years after the 10
vears’ period. 'That argumenb was not
a fair one to nse. The principlé was that
there should be a 10 years’' period, and
the amendment would reduee the period
to five years. Mr. Gawler wished to
reduce the period to =even years, the
argument of that member being that the
poll ¢ould not then be taken nntil 1920,
By fixing the period as 1917 that was a
seven years’ period, but the hon. member
would argue that the poll then could not
be taken before 1920. which gave a
peviod of nine years and four months.
Tf the amendment was made, what was
move natural that in two years time there
would be a request for the seven years’
period to be given effect, as that was
the intention of Parliament.

Hon. D. &, Gawler: But it did not say
a seven years’ period.

The COTONIAL SECRETARY: It

said in 1917, and therefore a request
might be made that the decision, if that
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was adopted, should be given cffeet to
in seven vears.

Hon. J. F. CCLLEN: There was a big
difference hetween reduction and no li-
cense vote, everybody kmew that there .
were houses that ought to be elosed, and
that was his reason in putting the differ-
ence between reduction and no license,
There was another point the Minister
confused; he knew that neither reduvction
or prohibition would be carried straight
away, there would have to be an education
of the people for two or three years be-
fore it wonld take place.

Hon. M, L. Moss: That was not the ex-
perience in New Zealand.

Hon. J. F. CULLEN: li was exactly
the experience. In the first big fight they
gained practieally nothing and very little
more at the nexi. He asked leave to with-
draw his amendment in favour of fixing
the poll definitely for April, 1920. That
was as early ax we ecould have it under
Mr. Gawler's amendment. We were keep-
ing the spirit of flie bargain if it was made
10 years.

Amendment by leave withdrawn.

Hon. J. F. CUTLEN moved a furtber
amendment-—

That in Subcluuse 3 the words “After
the thivty-first day of December” be
struck out and “the month of April”’ be
inserted in lieu,

Progress reported.

BILLS (3)—FIEST READING.
1. Saopply (£207,443).

2. Permanent Reserves Rededlcatlon
3. Land and Ineowe Tax.

Received from the Legislative Assem-
bly.

Honse adjowrned at 9 pom.
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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4,30
pm., and vead prayers.

QUESTION — UNCHARTED ROCK,
“PERICLES” WRECK.

Mr. PIESSE {for Mr. Murphy) asked
the Premier: In face of the faet that
after a search extending over a week by
the s.5. “Penguin,” and a further search
of four days by H.M.S. “Fantome,” they
have been unable to locate the rock npon
which the “Perieles” is supposed to have
struck, will he officially inform the Brit-
ish Board of Trade and other bodies con-
cerned of the results of such searches?

The PREMIER replied: Yes; the in-
formation is alveady in course of trans-
mission,

QUESTION—ARBITRATION COURT
AND MR. JUSTICE BURNSIDE.
Mr. HUDSON asked the Attorney Gen-

eral: 1, Has he article appearing in *he

Daily News of yesterday referring to Mr.

Justice Burnside and the Arbitration

Court been brought under his notice? 2,

If so, what is he going to do about it?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL replied:
1, Yes. 2, As regards amending the Arbi-



