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Park. The Adelaide University stands
on five acres, and recreation grounds are
provided outside.
Hon. F. Connor:
liament House?

Hon. D. G. GAWLER: If the 17 acres
are not suffiient, it would be possible to
resume & further arvea of land down to
Hay-street, the cost of which would not
be so very greal. ‘The cost of Crawley,
I believe, amounts to £46,000.

Hon. J. D. Connolly: It costs more
than Lhat, and they are going to inelude
other land.

Hon. D. G. GAWLER: I venture $o
say the money .they are expending on the
exchange of the properiies would be
very much better expended on the Ob-
servatory site which, as far as appear-
ance and position are conecerned, would
be an ideal spot. T think one
important consideration in econnection
with a University should be the archi-
tectural  beauty of its  buildings.
It will last for many generations and
will be added to considerably, and for a
long time to come should be a noble pile
of buildings; but it will be thrown away
on any but a commanding site. It is not
neeessary to touch upon the question of
free education, but I would like to say
that I do not go to the extent that some
members do in regard to free education.
T think it is liable to he more a burden
to the State than an advantage. If we
over-educate the people, we make educa-
tion cheap and nasty, and there is no
value in it. However, I will not touch
on that question further, but with regard
to the question before the House I hope
I have made it clear that I personally
eannot support Crawley, and for the
reasons I have explained, I eannot sup-
port the motion,

On motieon by Hon. J. D. Connolly,
debate adjourned.

Why not resume Pat-

House adjourned at 8.16 p.m.
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The SPEAKFR tock the Chair at 4.30
p-m., and read prayers.

QUESTION—MEAT SUPPLY, STATE
RETAIL SHOP, KALGOORLIE.

Mr. MUNSIE (for Mr, Green) asked
ihe Honorary Minister (Hon, W. C,
Angwin}: 1, Ts the Minister awarve that
the sales of Government cattle in the open
market at Kalgoorlie have not reduced
the priece of meat to the public? 2,.In
view of the foregoing will the Minister
take into consideration the establishment
of a Government retail shop at Kalgoor-
lie, 50 as to have the same satisfactory
effeect as has been achieved in Perth?

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN (Honorary
Minister) replied: 1, The prices have
been reduced. 2, In view of the fore-
going it i not covsidered necessary at
present.

QUESTION — PUBLIC SERVICE

APPEAIL BOARD.

Mr. GILL asked the Premier: 1, Will
he give all officers of the clerical division
who are now on the permanent staff nnder
“The Public Service Act, 1904,” an op-
portunity of voting at the fortheoming
election, if any, of a representative and
a depufy representative of their division
on the Public Service Appeal Board? 2,
Will a list of those who have been placed
on the permanent staff since June, 1911,
be supplied to the returning officer? If
not, why not?

The PREMIER vreplied: 1, The re-
gulations provide for this being done.
2, Yes.



1548

PAPER PRESENTED.
By the Premier: Amendment of form
of application under Part IIT. of “The
Workers’ Homes Act, 1911.”

GOVERNMENT BUSINESS,
PRECEDENCE.

On motion by the PREMIER ordered:
“FThat, in addition to Tuesdays and Thurs-
days as already provided, Government
business take precedence of all other
Motions and Orders of the Day on Wed-
nesday, 11th September. and each alter-
nate Wednesday theveafter.”

BILI.S (3)—THIRD READING.

1. TUnclaimed Moneys (transmiited to
the Legslative Counneil).

2. TElection of Senators Amendment
(passed).

3. High Sechool Aet Amendment
(transmitted {o the Legislative Couneil).

BILIL—STATE HOTELS.
Second Reading.

Debate resumed from the 5th Septem-
ber.

Hon. FRANK WILSON (Sussex): I
recognise that the Bill is the outcome of
the general policy of my friends oppo-
site. The Premier has stated, with ap-
parent confidence, that he has a mandate
to some extent from the people to estab-
lish hotels; yet T am hardly in accordance
with him when he says that his mandate
extended to the establishment of State
hotels as provided in the Bill. The
Lieensing Act, passed in the early portion
of 1911, gives very full powers for the
establisment of State hotels under cer-
tain conditions. It provides that when
a State botel is established the manager
must obtain his license in the ordinary
way, as other people who are applving
for licenses do, before the licensing conrt ;
and, moreover, it does not anthorise the
Government to establish a hotel simply
because certain people in a certain dis-
trict have voted in favour of State man-
agement as aganst the private manage-
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ment of hotels. Here we have a measure,
very small in extent, with very few
clauses, but which gives a verv vital
power to the Government, even to defy
the opintous of the people of a disirict,
expressed in accordance with the pro-
visions of the Licensing Aet, whieh holds
good to-day. In the Bill it is provided
that the licenses can oply be eonferred
when the people have voted in the affirma-
tive on the question “Do you vote that
all new publicans’ general licenses in the
distriet shall Dbe held by the State?”
Notwithstanding that, we may have a
majority of people in a distriet—I do
not say within three miles radins of the
proposed botel, but still in the distriet—
who do not helieve in any licenses at all.
They ean very easily vote honestly and
with convietion in the affirmative on this
question. and also against any fresh Jicen-
ses bheing granted, The poll which was
taken, or shall I say referendum, shows
this very conclusively, as will be found
in the Governmen! Gazette, where it will
he seen that eut of 42 loeal option polls
taken in different districts only one dis-
triet declared in favour of increases in
the number of licenses. That was a preity
emphatiec and a pretty solid expression
of opinion by the people throughout
Western Australia that they did not want
any further inerease in the number of
licenses,

The Premier: And have no
heen granted since?

Hon. FRANK WILSON: Yes, 15 miles
awayv from a public house, as is provided
in our legislation.

licenses

Mr. Dwyer: But nearly all the voters
were pretty well provided with botels.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: Probably;
and they were aware of the legislation
which eonferred on the licensing court
power o graunt a license under such cir-
cumstances, so long as it is for a house
15 miles distant from the next hotel. That
is in the ease of a distriel outbaek being
newly developed. and having no sech
facilities at all. 1In such a case the eourt
can grant the license.

Mr. Dwyer: But a town conld swamp
the whole of a country distriet,
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Hon. FRANK WILSON: But the
majority must role; that is according to
the teaching of the party to which the
hon. member belongs.

Mr. Dwyer: But that is your Bill.

Hon. FRANE WILSON: Exactly; 1
am not quarrelling with it. T do not know
what the hon. member i1z aiming at; he
blames me for the Bill and he blames me
also for the statement I make.

The Premier: You would not permit
the majovity in Fngland to rule us here.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: No, I do
not suppose the Premier wishes to take
the majority in Fngland with regard to
the malter of issuing new licenses in
Western Australia.

The Premier: Tt would be just as fair.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: No. In
our own State the majorvity should de-
-cide.

Mr. B. J. Stubbs: Would you be in
favour of a majority of the people ia
the State proncuncing in vegavd to pro-
hibition 3

Hon. FRANK WILSON: Yes, in a
district. I do not think Perth should
decide in regard to Wyndham, for in-
stanee,

The Premier:
gree after all.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: Yes, there
is reason in all things, and if we leave
the Act as at present we must allow the
majority to rule in each district.

The Premier: You did not.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: I did, and
¥you eannot prove to the contrary,

The Premier: I can. You object to
the majority ruling.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: I do not.

The Premier: Read your Aet. You
do not know your own Aect.

Hon, FRANK WILSON: Yes I do.
"The next vote given is that out of 42
licensing districls seven only voted
against the State holding Licenses for the
eonducting of hotels. That again is no
doubt a large majority in favour of
State-owned houses, so that we ecannot
possibly raise any objection on that
seore nor do I wish to do so. The next
return is that out of 42 licensing dis-
tricts only ten voted against State man-

It is & matter of de-
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agement. There again there is a very
big majority in favour of the State man-
agement of hotels.

The Premier: e are respecling their
decisions,

Hon. FRANK WILSON:
saying anvihing apgainst that.

The Premier: We are not going into
any distriet where there is a majority
against us.

Hon. FRANK WILSON:
not?

The Premier:
permit us.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: 1 quite
agree with some members, and I believe
the Premier lhimself veiced the opinion
that we must look more to the facilities
we provide—seeing that people have de-
cided we ave to have State hotels in many
districts—in our State hotels by way of
accommodation than to the drinking
facilities. T hope when Lhese hotels are es-
tablished that that will be the main objeet
of the departinent created for the control
of these houses: fo see that we have
proper accommodaiion in the publie
house ereeted by the State for man and
beast, and also accommodation in the
way of proper reading rooms and sit-
ting rooms, s¢ that people may enjoy
themselves and have the comforts of the
hostel without being faced by drink and
the presence of too many bars. T am
not salisfied that that is altogether the
position at present, but I have no doubt
that that is the Premier’s aim, and if we
can do that in Western Aunstralia I am
satisfied we can largely reduce the drink
bill and that our citizens as a whole will
benefit largely in that direction. Al-
though the Premier pointed out fairly
elearly that he proposed fo practically
supervise this business himself, T want
to say at vnee that I do not think he has
bettered the legislation already in exist-
ence by inking away from the manager
of a State hotel the necessity of appear-
ing before the licensing bench and get-
ting a license granted to him in the
ordinary course. TUnder our existing
legislation it secms to me that the power
which is conferred under this small mea-
sure is something enormons, and it

I am not

Yon arve

No, the Bill will net
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places the Minister, whoever is respon-
sible for the control of this Aet, in a
position which will either make or break
him go far as administering the licensing
laws of this Stafe are concerned. Here
the Minister takes upon himself abso-
Jutely the power to establish a Siate
hotel, and to appoint a manager, and
that manager has no need to get any
license whatever under the licensing laws.
The appointment of the Minister is suffi-
cient for all purposes, and practically
that appointruent conveys to the manager
his powers under this Bill to conduet a
public house or holel just in the ordinary
way as a public house under a general
publican’s license is conducted.

The Premier: Seeing the Minister
appoinis the members of the licensing
bench, I do not see very much difference
in mot asking for a license,

Hon. FRANK WILSON: No Minis-
ter ean possibly inquire into the defails
of these appointmenis, and I have just
to remind the Premier of the appoint-
ment he made recently at Dwellingup
and he cannot tell me that that was a
proper appointment to make. When the
Deputy Publie Serviee Commissioner and
the manazer of the department were in-
structed to select from the numercous ap-
pliecants for that position 14 names and
send themn on to the Premier——

The Premier: There were (twelve
names which T had to select from.:

Hon. FRANK WILSOX: They say
14,

The Premier: Two were known to the
Minister, and they did not go into their
qualifications.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: They say
as instructed they submitted 14 names.
They say distinetly, not only Mr. Hunter
the manager, but the Deputy Public Ser-
vice Commissioner. that they have gone
through these applications and selected
them in order of merit and recommended
them to the Premier, and the Premier
goes to Neo. 11. the lowest but one with
ten men recommended before him, and
appoinis that man. That does not look
too well.

The Premier: I used a little bit of my
own knowledge and judgment.
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Hon. FRARK WILSOX: Itis nota
question ¢f knowledge and judgment.

Mr. Dwyer: The results more than
justify the selection.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: They do
not. It is well known that the man
helped the Minister for Lands during his
election.

Mr. Monger: And put the member for'
Perth in his present position.

The Premier: Oh! oh!

Mr, Dwyer: It was the incompeiency
of vomr administeation that put me here.

Mr. George: Then you ought to bhe
thankfui for it,

Hon. FRANK WILSON: This is
giving the same preference and direct
veturn for these political services ren-
dered of which we have heard so much
in connection with a Federal appoint-
ment. )

The Premier: i is street corner tittle

taitle.
Hon, FRANK WILSON: 1t is mot.
The Premier: I am absolutely correct.
Hon. FRANIKK WILSON: Then why
did the Premier select the eleventh man?®

The Premier: I instrueted them to
send the names of twelve and said T
would select one and I did it.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: Why was the
instruction sent out for twelve names to
be submitted to the Govermment? I have
a copy of the instructions and thev are
very clear.  There were 14 Dpames
submitted.  The report states: “As
instructed 1 bez to submit 14
names which have been ecarefully
selected by Mr. Hunter from the
varicus applicants and checked by my-
self.” Two responsible men were thus
instructed to select 12 names as the Pre-
mier says, or 14 as mentioned in this
statement from which I am quoting.
These names are set out in what was con-
sidered to be their relative merit. Num-
hers 13 and 14 claimed Lo be ineluded by
reasoit of “heing personally known not
only to vourself but the members of the
Government.  You will notice they en-
close no wittten references and they are
not personally known, so a definite inter-
view would be necessary to make a defi-
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nite recommendation.” T take it that is
with regard to these two?

The Premier: No, with regard fo the
lof.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: He says,
“You will noiice there are no writfen
references and they are not personally
known, so a definite interview would be
necessary to make a definite recommenda-
tion.” The appointment was made with-
ont any reason being given, “P. J. (0’Con._
nor appointed, approved, J. 3., Premier.”
That is a very bad way of doing business.
T notice that the man appointed was very
strongly rvecommended by the member for
Perth, Mr. Dwyer.

Myr. Dwyer: And deservedly so.

Hon, FRANK WILSON: And in his
application to the Minister he elaimed to
be personally known to all the members’
of the Ministry. I am only pointing out
these coincidences; the man did not think
it necessary to forward recommendations
which he said he could get “from leading
citizens as well as from the majority of
your own party.” That is the man ap-
pointed.

The Premier: What have you to say
against him?

Hon. FRANK WILSON: I have this
to say against the Premier, that he goes
against ten recommendations by the De-
puty Publie Service Commissioner and the
manager of the State Hotels Department,
applicants who were recommended ahead
of Mr. O’Connor, and appoints him with-
out ecomment and withont sfating reasons
why or wherefore.

The Premier: Who selected the man-
ager of the Caves Honse for you?

Hon, FRANE WILSON: The Caves
Board selected him. Appointments were
Toade on two or three oceasions I think.
T think we are entitled to some explana-
tion as to why ten men considered to be
better qualified for this position were
passed over and why this man was ap-
pointed.

The Premier: That is not correct.

The Attorney General: Why was he
inecluded in the twelve?

Hon. FRANK WILSON: Why did the
Premier ask for twelve names? Was it
because he thought the applicant ap-
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pointed would come within the twelve al-
thongh very low down on the list? The
Premier no doubt thought that if he
asked for twelve or fourteen names he
would surely get this man.

The Premier: Yon have been through
the mill and vou kuow the game.

Hon, FRANK WILSON: That is the
position as I have explained it with re-
gard to this appointment, and if we are
to have that rvepeated nnder this Bill and
have hotel after hotel established by a
stroke of the pen, and the Premier ap-
pointing anvone he thinks proper, and
remembering that the manager appointed
is fully licensed without going before the
bench to have the application properly
inguired into in that respeet, I think this
Bill sets a very bad precedent indeed.

The Premier: I carry the responsi-
bility.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: King O'Mal-
ley is earrying the rvesponsibility for an
appointment he made for politieal ser-
vices rendered to his party.

The Premier: Did you read the TVest
Australian this morning?

Hon, FRANK WILSON: No.

The Premier: They pointed ont that
he has saved £25,000.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: No. That
is the Minister’s defence of the ap-
pointment, when all these private com-
munications have come out which mem-
bers opposite thought would never be put
on the file. I know the Premier was cun-
ning enocugh not to put his in black and
white; he waited until he went to the
Eastern States and made his recommen-
dation there.

Mr. George: I would like to know what
his colleagues said when he came back.

The Premier: Do not ask so many
questions or yon will get your answers.

Hon. FRANEK WILSON: We have
this marvellous statement made by the
Premier when moving the second reading
of the measure that he eulogised a State
hotel manager, I suppose he included
this one, for having onr one oceasion put
a man on the probibited list at the re-
quest of bhis wife.

The Premier: T did not say that.
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Hon. FRANK WILSON: I said I
presumed it was the manager of this
hotel, for we have only three State hotels
in the State. I take exception to the
Premier’s evident delight that the man-
ager would put any citizen on the prohi-
bited list on his owm Tesponsibility.

Mr, Foley: Quite right too.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: Quite wrong.
The Premier said he would back up his
managers in this direction; he is geing
to transfer the power of the court to his
State hotel managers, also he is going to
permit them fo exzercise their discretion
whether a man is to be placed on the
prohibited list or not. It is contrary to
the Licensing Act, whiech lays down in
clear and emphatic terms that every
holder of a license mnst serve anyone
who requires refreshment at his hands
unless under certain circumstances. If a
man is in a drunken eondition any man-
ager has the right to refuse o serve that
man, but any sober man going into an
hotel can demand 1o be served with the
refreshment he desires, and the manager
of State establishments ought not to re-
fuse a eustomer nnder ordinary cireum-
stances. Of course I would be the last
to advocate that a man who shows the
slightest sign of lignor should not be
served by any keeper of an hotel or pub-
lic house, State or private.

Mr. Foley: That is your argument.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: That just
shows the bon. member’s lack of ap-
preciation and incapability of under-
standing.

Mr. Foley: Thanks.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: No manager
of an hotel has any right to pnt anyone
on the prohibited list, and I am munch
mistaken if he would not snffer under the
law if he undertakes to do so.

Mr. Thomas: Then we ought to give
them the right.

Hon, FRANK WILSON: Give the
State mhanagers the right, perhaps, to vent
personal spleen on a eitizen, or it may he
a selector in a district in which the house
is established? I never heard of such a
thing. There is all the necessary power
under existing legislation to apply to the
magistrate and bring in the evidence, and
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on the evidence the prohibition order is
obtained against the person being served.
There is great difference hetween the pro-
posals of the Premier. and the proposals
of the Attorney General in the In-
is to be taken by a judge or magistrate
before anyoue is committed to the home,
but here because someone says, “Put so-
and-so on the prohibited list,” if the man-
ager lhas some personal grudge, he ean
say “I will put him oq the prohibited list,
and he shall not get a drink here’”” That
is the way some members would like to
bave the law administered. I hope the
Premier is not going to exercise this ex-
traordinary power which he thinks .is
vested—but which he may find is not in
the Bill although it passes—in his man-
agers, to interfere with a ¢itizen when he
seeks vefreshment at State hotels.

The Premter: Not ai the express wislh
of his wife and family?

Hon. FRANK WILSON: Of course
we must look after the wives and families.

The Premier: But you are arguing
against that.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: T am argu-
ing against the Premier’s childish at-
tempts to give powers to his State hotel
managers.

The Premier: You want to compel the
wife to go out into the public against her -
husband.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: Certainly,
or she may o in cemerz to the magis-
trate, but she has no right to go to the
manager and ask for a prohibition crder.
If the Premier says the manager may
make an application it can be done that
way, and that may be the proper way to
proceed, but it is wrong that the State
manager should have the despotic power
which the Premier would desire to give
him. I have admitted at the ontset that
we shonld respect the views of the people
who decide that State management is
preferable to private management, and
I do not see any reason why people should
not likewise decide as to the hours of
elosing. I am bpot convineed of
any necessity for a change in this re-
spect as far as the State hotels are eon-
cerned, but if a fair majority of the
people wish to have the hours of closing
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made earlier, I do not see any reason why
we should not acquiesee. As far as Sun-
day trading is econcerned, this is a note
which I made when the Premier was
speaking. He advocated moderate hours
of opening on Sunday to prevent sly-grog
selling or the illicit selling of liquor on
Sundays. I am strongly concerned in
having the public houses closed down on
Sundays. I do not see why we should
stop other people doing business on Sun-
days and allow the public honses to re-
main open.

The Premier: You are a marvel. You
passed a Bill permitting Sunday trading
all day long. .

Mr. Dwyer: And compelling people to
serve on Sundays.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: You know
that remark is inacecurate. The Premier
has no sense of responsibility at all. He
knows full well the police have power to
prevent Sunday trading except to those
persons who are entitled to refreshment
under the Act.

The Premier: Your Act permitted
Sunday trading all day long.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: It did not.
I hope my temperance friends and their
Eollowers will be pleased at the intention
of the Premier as to Sunday drinking
and trading. I want to see the hotels and
public houses absolutely closed on Sun-
days rather than have them open during
any portion of the day. I would elose
them right up and not allow them to sell
at all.

Mr. Dwyer: Why did you not frame
the Act so?

Hon. FRANK WILSON: If the hon.
member will turn up Hansard he will find
it there.

Myr. Underwood: How are you on
elnbs?

Hon. FRANK WILSON: We had
another marvellons statement from the
Premier. The only way to get prohibi-
tion, I think he said, was to have State
management and State hotels. That was
the first step towards it, and ultimately
people wonld probably ecome to the view
to prohibit the sale of intoxieating liquors
altogether. I cannot follow that argu-
ment at all. I think they are more likely
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to keep away from prohibition when we
have established a certain number of
State hotels in our midst. I would like
to point out to the Premier that in the
United States of America where they
have prehibition in many States, it has
not come about through State control of
the liquor traflic. They have got prohi-
bition from educating public opinion and
eventually being able to convince the ma-
jority of the electors of the State that
they are not to sell intoxieating liquors
in the State. Nor has that been the case
in New Zealand, so I am at a loss to un-
derstand how the Premier can argne that
from State hotels we shall step, as it
were, antomatically into prohibition as
far as Western Australia is concerned.

The ‘Minister for Lands: They have no
State hotels in New Zealand.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: I say so, yet
in some places they have prohibition.

The Minister for Lands: There is no
prohibition in New Zealand. )

Hon. FRANK WILSON : In some
places they have prohibition in New Zea-
land and in the United States. The argu-
ment is that prohibition is brought about
withont State control, therefore I main-
tain that we are not going to bring about
this ideal state of affairs which the Pre-
mier is aiming at—total prohibition in
‘Western Anstralia—because we now have
State hotels,

The Premier: Not in a single province
in New Zealand is there prohibition.
There are no licenses, but that is not pro-
hibition.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: It is pro-
hibition if you eannot buy liquor. The
objeetion to this measure, bhoiled down,
comes to this: that the Minister can of
his own accord wish to get established
hotels in any distriet, notwithstanding that
the people have already therein voted
against an inerease of licenses in that dis-
trict. It absolutely disregards the exist-
ing law,

The Premier: It is so under the exisi-
ing law,

Hon. FRANK WILSON: No. “If at
any poll of the electors taken under Part
V. of this Act resolution B is carried in
any district, and on the question, “ Do
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you vote that all new publicans’ general
licenses in the district shall be held by
the State?’ a majority of the votes given
is in the affirmative, the Minister may,
with the approval of the Governor, but
subjeet to the provisions of this Act—
establish State hotels in the distriet, and
carry on,” eteetera, subject to the provi-
sions of the Act,

The Premier: Is it not a faet that
under the existing Act, notwithstanding
that the majority in a distriet votes
against it, that additional licenses may be
granted? -

Hon. FRANIK{ WILSON: Only the 15
miles distance.

The Premier: Well.

Hon, FRANK WILSON: That is ex-
empted in the Ac¢t. Notwithstanding any-
thing in the Aet the bench may grant a
license so long as the premises are more
than 15 miles away from an existing
bouse. That is put in for the special
purpose of providing for sparsely popu-
lated distriets and new settled areas in
agricnltural and mining centres. The
Premier knows that.

The Premier: I know; is that not new
licenses?

Hon. FRANK WILSON: The Premier
proposes that he shall establish hotels
wherever he wishes, provided the people
within three miles of the place do not
vote against his proposition. The Premier
says that he is going to establish an hotel,
and are the people likely, within three
miles of that site, to say, “We do not
want this house™?

The Premier: Yes, of course.
have done it scoves of times,

Hon. FRANK WILSON: The Premier
will not only have his house to establish
in that distriet, but he will have to estab-
lish others in every popnlous district also.

The Premier: We might have one in
Perth.

Hon, FRANK WILSON: I have no
doubt he will have many in Perth,
althongh Perth by an overwhelming
majority has decided against further
licenses. The votes which were given on
the question of the increase of licenses
numbered ' 325 in favour and 1,659
‘against.

They

-establishment of a new house,
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The Premier: Stale eontrol.

Hon FRANK WILSON: In favour of
the publicans’ general licenses being held
by the State the voting was 2,344 in
favour, and 1,705 against.

The Premier: That is a fair majority.

Hon. FRAXK WILSON: 1t is not a
big majority; I think it was a very poor
poll. If we could only raise the interest
of 4,000 electors in the whole of Perth,
in econnection with this important matter,
it seems to me that the great bulk of the
people do not care twopence which way
the matter goes. I doubt whether this
can be taken as a proper expression of
opinion. Fuvther, the poll in Perth with
regard to State management throughout
the district was 2,277 in favour, and 1,773
against,  That was not a very great
majority either, considering the small
nnmber that polled, and as far as I am
concerned, I am disappointed that a much
larger number of electors did not go to
the poll to express their opinion in re-
gard to this important matter. It seems
to me they have heen very apathetic.

Mr. Foley: There was something else
of mreater importance on at the time.

Mr. Dwyer: They will do better next
time.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: Yes, but
they did not take the opportunity of re-
cording their votes when they had it.
There is danger of great hardship being
done to some people under this legisla-
tion. I believe the Railway hotel in
Barrack-street changed hands the other
day al a very large ingoing.

My, Dwyer: It was bought by a brew-
ery, '

Hon. FRANK WILSON: And has it
not heen sold since to someone else?

Mr. Dwyer: Yes, but they must sell the
beer there from that particular brewery.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: There is uo
doubt, however, that the high price was
paid in the-belief that the purchasers had
something which was worth the money.
Even now it is worth remembering thai

-the law requires tenders to be called for

the ingoing in connection with & new
hotel, so that the State shall get whatever
profit there is in connection with the
But what
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I was pointing out was that we have the
position that a large sum of money is
paid for ingoing in the belief that there
is something worth it, and yet, within 2
foew weeks or within a few monihs, we
may have the Government stepping in
and erecting an hotel near an existing
house, and perhaps taking from that
hounse half its trade.

Mr. Munsie: You eould bay that one
out.

Hon. FRANK WILSON : Perhaps.
Although I have no sympathy with this
trade as a rule, I like to go into a frst-
class place and get decent liquor, and I
hope in connection with the establishment
of State hotels that the Governmeni will
take into eousideration the interests of
the places which are already established.
If the Government can buy ouf an exisi-
ing business on reasonable terms, rather
than inerease competition, especially as so
many have voted against a further in-
crease in the number of licenses, they
should endeavour to secure proper-
ties alveady in existence, if they are
snitable. This of course is another
siep in the direction of State own-
ership of many avenues of enter-
prise, and it has far more to com-
mend itself to me than the snggestion of
the establishment of State sawmills and
brickyards, and even butchers’ shops.

The Premier: Whal abont the steamers?

Hon. FRANK WILSON: Or steamers
either. At the same time [ recognise the
power of the majority on the other side
of this Chamber; but notwithstanding
that, I am satisfied that the Premier and
his colleagues will shortly be floundering
in a morass of financial diffienlfy, more
especially in conneetion with these enter-
prises, for they koow nof what they are
venturing upon. I know they are bound
o some extent to give these enterprises a
trial, but I hope that they will not go
any further, and that, after having estab-
lished their State hotels, they will not
seek to establish State breweries, State
aerated water manufactories——

The Premier: They are within the realm
of possibilities.

Hon, FRANK WILSON: That is why
I am mentioning them, and alse becoming
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themselves wine and spirit merehanis.
Possibly, also, we will find a distillery
established by this wonderful Labour
Goverument in the interests of the people
of Western Australia, Then by that time
we shall have no guarantee of good liquor
to drink, and I think it will bave the
effect of making me a teetotaller, because
I am sure that, with a State brewery, a
State wine and spirit department, and a
State distillery, we are bound tc bave
liguor whieh will hardly be fit for con-
sumption. The belief which was ex-
pressed by the Premier right throughout
the introduction of this measnre that
State servants are infailible, and are to
be trusted wherever placed, will be bound
to be dispelled. It i3 as necessary to
wateh the manager of a State hotel as it
iz to wateh the manager of a privale in-
stitution. As sure as we lapse from what
is a proper safeguard and proper business
rules and regulations, so soon will we
have improper inroads made on Lthe public
purse. It is not suflicient to say theve
will be no adulteration. There will alwavs
be trouble and difficulty as with privately
owned hotels. We know what difficulties
owners of private establishments have {o
eneounter in conneetion with this ques-
tion of adulteraiion, and we know what
some of the employees de¢ in order te
make a profit.

The Premier: Poor old employees!

Hon. FRANK WILSON: The hon.
member knows it. It is the most diffienlt
thing in the world to check and to waich,
and because you happen to put an in-
dividnal in charge of a State establish-
ment yon have no gunrantee that there
will be no adulteration, and that you will
have the best liquor, the best management,
and the best administration. I hope the
Premier will not relax inspection of State-
owned premises. I think that the powers
provided in this Bill are excessive, and T
think we should keep the responsibility
of approving licenses with the Licensing
Bench, notwithstanding that State hotels
are to be established. 1 shall be glad to
see some amendment in Committee in
order that the managers of these hotels
may come under the full operation of the

license laws of the land. s
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The MINISTER FOR LANDS (Hon.
T. H. Bath): 1T do not wish the leader of
the Opposition to conlinue under the
delusion that the manager of the State
botel at Dwellingu) played any part what-
ever in my election. I deny emphatically
that he played any part in that election,
and I do not think that he has ever been
in the elecforate.

Hon. J. Mitchell:
there for days.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: He
was never in the district during the elee-
tion, and I certainly think the leader of
the Opposition should make more in-
quiries before he indulges in reekless
statements of this kind in order to manu-
facture charges against the Government.
It is absolutely discreditable on the part
of that hon. gentleman to make such
charges.

Hon. Frank Wilson: Will you explain
why he was appointed?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I want
te point out that it is absolutely diseredil-
able on the part of the leader of the
Opposition to make a statement of that
kind without a tittle of evidence to sup-
port it. 1t eertainly furnishes some suap-
port for the reply which the Premier gave
to the question asked by the member
for Forrest.

Hon. Frank Wilson: What was that?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: That
the statement was made at the Liberal
Clab.

Hon. Frank Wilson: It was a poor
reply.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: It fur-
nishes some justification for an inspection
of the brands of liquors which are dis-
pensed at that eclub.

Hon. Frank Wilson:
tea at the Liberal Club.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: T re-
peat that the hon. member had not the
slightest evidence on which to base the
statement he made.

Mr. SPEAKER: T was not aware that
the Minister for Lands was speaking on
a matter of personal explanation, other-
wise I would have prevented him from
continning. 1t is not proper for an hon.
member o rise without first stating that

They say he was

They only sell
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it is on a matter of personal explanation
that he wishes fo speak.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: It was
uot a personal explanalion, because there
was nothing to explain. The leader of
the Opposition was permifted to make a
statement without addressing himself on
this Bill, which I took the earliest oppor-
funity of denying,

Mr. SPEAKER: The Minister for
Lands knows perfectly well that a refer-
ence such as he has made has lhittle
in common with the Bill. It is not a dis-
cussion on the merits of the Bill. I
allowed the leader of the Opposition to
refer to the manager of the State hotel
becanse in referring to the manager of
the State hotel ut Dwellingup he was
veferring  generally to the question of
agents, which are provided for in the
Bill. Whilst his remarks may have been
to some extent out of ovder, I think the
method of appointing managers has a
distinet reference to the Bill.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I sob-
mii absolutely deferentially that it would
be a serious thing if one hon. member
was lo be perfectly in order in making a
wrongfnl charge against another hon.
member in this House, a statement that
was absolutely ineorrect, and the hon.
member against whom the charge was
directed had no opportunity of replying
to it.

Mr. SPEAKER: I do not think that
I need say anything further. The Mini-
ster knows just as well as I do the rules
of debate, and he can always rise on a
muestion of privilege or 1o make a per-
sonal explanation to refute anything that
is said injurious to his honour or char-
acter. But I do not think it wonld be
right on my part to allow the hon. member
to make a reference such as he has made
Just now merely in order to reply to a
staternent made by another hon. member
in the course of a speech,

Mr FOLEY (Leonora): In rising to
support the Bill, I am rising to support
& policy laid down by easch member
on this side of the House, not only at
election time, but for several years
past. I am pleased to belong to a
State which was the first to introduce
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the State hotel system. The critics
of the Bill have endesvoured to show
that State management is not as good
as management by private enterprise
where hotels are concerned; but as
one who has haed opportunities which
enable me to speak with some degree
of knowledge as to the uses to which
a State hotel is put, I assure hon. members
that the State hotel first started in
Western Australia is not only a credit
to the State, but is also & credit to the
town in which it is situated.

Mr. Harper: It is & huge monopoly.

Mr. FOLEY: I admit that, and I
assure the hon, member that the fact
of the State hotel being & huge
monopoly has hurt many people who
wanted to enter into competition with
it. Before the advent of the State
hotel, Gwalia was one of the wildest
places in this State. There were fights
wherever one went,
practically a state of outlawry existing
there in & small degree, but after & fow
years of experience of the State hotel,
Gwalia is to-day one of the quietest
places in Western Australia, and from
one year's end to the other one will
scarcely see & fight take place. That
is but one illustration of the way in which
the State control of the liquor traffic is
going to do good. As a supporter of
the Bill, I believe that the establishment
of State hotels will ultimately lead the
Government to still further nationalise
the liguor traffie, and go to the wvery
fountain head of the business, and
menufacture the liguor for sale. We
as & party consider that if we are going
to have State hotels, the very best of
liquor should be sold in those estab-
lishments. A remark was interjected
by the member for York that much
of the steff sold at State hotels is not
fit for humsn consumption, Now, 1
have here a list of liquors being sold
at the Gwalia State hotel at the present
time, and after looking over the list I
find that one liquor is declared to be
the ** best made,” another is a ** splendid
make,” and each one of the others is a
‘“ first-class ' article.

Hon. W. C. Angwin (Honorary Min-
ister) : I think they are all bad.

and there was
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Mr. FOLEY: That iz a matter of
opinion. Personally I am not an suthor-
ity on liguor matters at all. but if we
are total abstainers we should not look
at this question from the total abstainer’s
point of view. The Bill is providing
for those people who are not teetotallers,
and in that connection I think State
management is going to do better than
managemsent by private enterprise. The
leader of the Opposition in the course
of his remarks asked who gave the
manager of a State hotel the right
to refuse to serve & man with liquor
and eject him from the premises. If
the hon. member will look at Bection
134 of the Licensing Act he will find
that the licensee is there given power
to put out anybody who goes to the
hotel with the intention of being quarrel-
some, or who, whilst being there, becomes
quarrelsome, violent, drunk, or dis-
orderly. The leader of the Opposition
said that at the instance of a man's
wife the manager ‘of a State hotel had
placed that man on the prohibited list.
I think that is a good thing. If
a men had not had & drink for & whole
fortnight and on pay night took more
than was good for him, there could
be nothing wrong in his wife asking that
he should be no longer served, because
his wife is really his partner in every-
thing. She has to provide the focd and
meet the bills, and see that the money
which the husband earns is put to the
hest use ; and if the State can stepr in
and asssist that women to make a good
citizen of her husband the State is
doing something which the ordinary
publican in nine cases out of ten will
not do. I am not going to say for a
minute that there are not respectable
people keeping hotels. There are some
of the best men we can find keeping
hotels in this State, but we find that the
power given by Section 134 to all licensees
had never been drawn attention to
until is was exercised by the manager
of & State hotel. The staterment of the
leader of the Opposition that & man
is altogether placed on the prohibited
list is somewhat wide of the mark,
because once a man who has been placed

on that list at the instance of his wife
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returns to the hotel in a sober state,
the manager will no longer refuse to
serve him. One of the clauses in this
Bill says that the manager of a State
"hotel shall not be called upon to go
before the licensing court in the same
way as an ordinary publican, and I
would like to ask the critics of that
provision—Who are the best judges
of & man’s character and qualifications
for hotel keeping; the Government
of the State, or the ordinary magistrate
who sits on & licensing bench? My
own opinion is that the least said about
the licensing benches the soonest mended.
I assure hon. members that there were
many gentlemen on the licensing bench
previous to the present Licensing Act
coming into force who had the interests
of the Btate much more at heart then
& number of those who are on the bench
to-day, and it is to the credit of the present
Government that they are placing them-
selves as judges superior to the megis-
trates. )

Mr. George: How do they do that ?

Mr. FOLEY : Because a manager of
a State hotel has not to come before a
licensing court the same as an ordinary
publican.

Mr. George:
& better man ?

Mr. FOLEY : No, but he can be equally
a3 good. The whole speech of the leader
of the Opposition led me to believe
that he was attacking the Government
for the appointment of Mr. O‘Connor
to the management of the State hotel
at Dwellingup. At every opportunity
the hon. gentleman has hit at the Govern-
ment over thet appointment. I do not
know Mr. O’Connor personally, but I
took sufficient interest in this question
to ask before coming t6 the House how
things were going at Dwellingup, and I
ascertained that up to the present time
the gentleman who occupies the position
of manager there is doing well in every
particular, and the sobriety of Dwellingup
is equal now to what it has ever been.
Indeed there are rnany men in Dwellingup
at the present time who have cause
to bless the State hotel, and incidentally
to think well oi the present manager of
that establishment

Does that make him
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Mr. George: It was a nttle hell with
sly grog before the State hotel was put
there.

Mr FOLEY: Yes, and once this
State hotel was placed there the sly
groggeries were stopped. In passing 1
would like to say a word or two about
sly grog selling. A while ago when
raids were being made on the sly grogger-
ies, every paper in the State said that
the only places where the sly groggeries
were touched were those where State
hotels were situated. That was an en-
tirely wrong statement to make. In
many places where State hotels were
not in existence, but would have been
but for the leader of the Opposition,
the sly groggeries were raided equally
with those at Gwalia, and it was only
because more groggeries existed at Gwalia
that more people were caught. Now I
hope that if this Bill becomes law not
only will the State hotels be protected
against the sly grog seller, but the pub-
licans who pay large fees for their
licenses will also be protected. There
is next the question as to who should

‘say whether there should be a State

hotel established. It is needless to go
all over the argument used as to what
a referendum might do on the question,
but I think the provision in the Bill
is a good one, because it takes into con-
sideration the people who are going to
use the State hotel or who wish to use
it, or even those who do not wish to
use it. If it is proposed to put a State
hotel in a certain centre, the people
most interested are those who live
within the three miles radius, and if they
do not want the hotel, then the question
will be considered as to whether a State
hotel should be put there or not. There
ig, however, this to be said, that the
Bill practically only provides for new
places springing up. If this measure
works well, and if State hotels are put
up and do well, I trust they will also be
extended to the towns of Western Aus-
tralia. There wes one question raised
as to whether it would not be better to
buy out existing licenses rather than
put up new hotels, but the Dwellingup
State hotel should be an object lesson to
the Government or to future Govern-
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ments, if there are going to be anv.
The price that was asked for the Dwelling-
up State hotel was encrmous ; the price
obtained for the hotel by the gentleman
who put it up was a fifth of the price he
asked.

Mr. George: What did he get ?

Mr. FOLEY : I think the hon. member
will find that in the reports.

Mr George: But he only got com-
pensation for his building and his land,
and he was entitled to that.

Mr. FOLEY : 1 was just coming to
that phase of the question. He put
up the hotel, and he got compensation
for putting it up, but he wished to obtain
compensation for what would have ac-
crued to him had & license bheen
granted to him ; the license, however,
was not granted, and the Government,
in their wisdom, with all the faults
hon. members opposite will place upon
them, had quite enough business acumen
to get that hotel for a fifth of the price
the gentleman asked for it in the first

place.

Mr. George: Suarely he never asked
for £17,000 ¢

Mr. FOLEY: He asked ifor a good
bit. It is peculiar that the next Bill

to the State Hotels Bill is a Bill for
the treatment of inebriates. I think
after the State hotels have been working
for some time there will be less necessity
for the Inebriates Bill then there is now
under private enterprise. The ordinary
publican, in every town in the State,
has to keep up a big staff of servants,
and to pay a big license fee, and he has
other calls upon him that compel him
not to serve a man with only what is
good for him but to serve him with
liquor to the extent of the cash he has,
That is one thing that should not be in a
State hotel ; I believe it will not be.
There is another phase of the guestion—
the Government should see at least
that they have better accornmodation
for the travelling public than they have
at the hotels already in existence. I
believe the Government, even the past
Government, are to be commended for
their idea of placing a library, or promis-
ing it (the present Gowvernment did it),
at the present Gwalia State hotel;
[56]
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that library will be right away from the
hotel altogether. Wherever a State
hotel is needed it is needed to give the
people in the district a place to which
they can go and .where they can improve
their minds. I trust that the accom-
modation for travellers will be better.
The Gwalia State hotel is the best hotel
to stay at in Western Australia; at
any rate it is as good as anything in
‘Western Australia, but there are not
enough rooms ; if there were a hundred
more rooms at that hotel they would be
fully occupied and occupied by men who
now live in houses that are not alto.
gether desirable.

Mr. Monger: What about reducing
the number of bars ?

Mr, FOLEY : It would be impossible
to reduce the number of bars in the
Gwalia State hotel without doing away
with the hotel altogether, because there
is only one bar in it. I trust the Govern-
ment will lock at this aspect of the ques-
tion, that is in regard to the aecom-
modation of travellers, and also I trust
they will look into the matter of libraries,
and other little means of amusement
and recreation that the people where
State hotels are built will be sure to
need. I suppose when the Bill gets
into Committee there will be many
emendments proposed to it, but I trust
that whatever amendments are passed
will have the effect of lessening the
drink evil in this State. It is the
worker’s greatest enemy, and the greatest
enemy of any man when drink is taken
to excess ; but I believe that people
who desire to have a drink and have
it in a respectable, decent manner,
should be legislated for, and T trust that
spirit will guide everyone when voting
on this guestion.

Mr. NANSON ({Greenough): The
speech of the hon. member who has
just sat down is admirably calculated
to take one's thoughts away from the
Bill, because, amlthough he covered a
very wide range of subjects, the Bill
itself is the one subject with which
he did not deal. T have not sufficiently
robust faith in the ability of govern-
ments or parliaments to suppose for
one moment that a perfectly admirable
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Licensing Bill will ever be drafted by
any Government or be passed by any
Legislature ; and although I played
some little part in the drafting of the
last Licensing Bill, the present Act,
1 should be the last to contend that from
time to time, in the light afforded by
experience, it may not be advisable to
introduce amendments to that measure.
If the present Bill only went so far

as to repair defects in the existing Licen-’

sing Act, I for one, instead of taking
exception to the Bill. would be prepared
to give it a very cordial welcome. It
will be within the recollection of hon.
members who took part in the debates
on the present Licensing Act, that in
that measure provision was made for the
establishment of State hotels. Though
it may be argued that that provision
does not go quite as far as is necessary,
Section 45 of ‘the Licensing Act provides
that, notwithstanding & resolution has
been carried providing that the number
of licenses in a district shall continue,
and be not increased, the licensing
bench of the disteict may sanction the
granting of a license provided there is
no licensed house within Gfteen . miles
of the locality where the license is applied
for. That is a very necessary and bene-
ficent provision in a scattered comrmunity
such as we have in Western Australia ;
but I regret that when we were passing
the Licensing Bill we did not make
provision that in an application for
a license under these circumstances it
should be possible for the State, through
its agent, to apply for a license where,
notwithstanding & resolution against
an increase of licenses, there is no licensed
house within fifteen miles. Had this
Bill only gone as far as that, had it
beepn intended to enable the Government
to step in when an application is
made in these exceptional circumstances
and ask the bench to give a license to
the State rather than to a private
individual, 1 venture to say there would
not be a single member of either side
of the House who would take exception
to a measure of that kind ; but this Bill
goes very much further than a simple
amendment of that description; it
provides that, even supposing a re.

[ASSEMBLY.]

solution be carried in the licensing dis-
triet, not only forbidding an increase
in licenses but also {orbidding the
renewal of licenses, the (iovernment may

put that resolution entirely on one
side and may, if they think there is a
good stand in a particular locality, or
an opportunity of making money, fly
in the face of that resolution and establish
a public house. It is true that there
is provision inserted in the Bill under
which persons in the immediate locality
where it is proposed to establish a State
house may petition against the hotel;
but the locality is so immediate, personsg
must be within three miles of the place
where it is proposed to establish the
State hotel, that it is obvious, con-
sidering the size of our licensing and
local option districts, it will be quite
possible for a local option district to
be enormously opposed to the granting
of the State license or any sort of license
in the locality ; yet the people in the
locality where the license is supposed
to go may be unanimously in favour
of it. I doubt if in any part of Western
Australia we will find 2 single locality
where, if the Government were to pro-
pose the establishment of a State public
house, the idea would not be weleomed,
and even by some staunch teetotallers,
because it is astonishing, in any part of
the State where there is a proposal to
spend public money, how seldom we
find persons living in that place who
are opposed to the expenditure of that
money, even though in their heart of
hearts they may have some doubts
as to the necessity for that expenditure.
I remember that during the short time
I was Minister for Education—on more
than one oceasion we had most urgent
and eloguent pleas for the building of
schools in localities already provided
with large schools, and a plea, not without
force, was frequentiy brought forward
that the existing school was on an
unhealthy site. Of course if that could
be thoroughly established it would be a
very good plea, but I fanecy that in
some cases at the back of the minds of
& good many of the petitioners was the
hope, a very laudable and naturai
hope, that the locality would ge
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thoroughly up-to.date school, and that
in the district would be spent a con-
siderable sum of public money.

‘Hon. W. C. Angwin (Honorary Min-
ister}: That is your supposition.

Mr. NANSON: TUndoubtedly while
human nature remains what it is, while
it might not be thc determining factor.
at least it would have some influence,
and the hon. member knows it. He
knows that constituents are desicous of
influencing the cxpenditure of public
money in their districts.

Hon. W. C. Angwin (Honorary Min-

ister}: XNot where it is not required.
Mr. NANSON: Well, then, East

Fremantle must be a constituency of
peculiar and shining virtus, and is,
I trust, adimirably represented by the
hon. member. In my opposition to
the Bill, I certainly do not opposec it
on the ground that it provides for the
establishment of State hotels. During the
many years in which I have given some
atiention to the very complex problem
of the liquor traffic I have never been
able to wunderstand why the State,
having created a virtual monopoly with
one hand, should immediately proceed
to give that monopoly away to private
individuals. Personally I shall welcome
the day when the liguor traffic is brought
very wuch more under State control,
and when it is to a very much larger
extent than at present the subject
of a State monopoly. But I should
hope that if we are to have State hotels
throughout the length and breadth of
Western Australia, we should at least
ensure that it would be impossible
to start such an hotel if the people in any
local option district were wholly and
entirely opposed to the sale of alcoholic
drink in any form. It is singular that
2 Government which have been regarded,
and perhaps still are regarded. as cham-
pions of the extreme prohibitionist party,
should introduce a Bill which. so far
as State control is concerned, enables
any Government that might be in power
to fly absolutely in the face of the wishes
of the community. It may be said that
the present Government have no in-
tention of the kind. Possibly not ; but
other Governments may come into office,
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or the personnel of the present Govern-
ment may change. Caucus may decide
that some of the members of the Govern-
ment should be sent about their business
—the power that puts those members in
office no doubt is perfectly capable
of putting them out—and so we may
liave a Ministry chosen trom that side
of the House which wonld bhe deter-
mined. ne matter what the opinions of
the people of the loeality, to force the
experiment of State owneiship of hotels
upon a loeal option district quite op-
posed to it. \When this Bill was deafted
why was pot provision made that, in the
evenl of resolutions being earried against
the increase of licenses. or in favour of
non-renewal of lieenses, the Government
should have no more right than any-
body else 1o establish a publie house?
Why was that safeguard abolished under
whirh a {tovernment, like any private
individual, are requived to go before the
licensing court and apply for a license?
That is a very necessary provision. We
have heard some strong eriticism in-
dnlged in this afterncon by the leader
of the Opposition in regard to the ap-
puintment of the gentleman who is
manager of the State hotel at Dwel-
lingnp. 1 am not conversant with the
faets of that appointment beyond what
1 have happened to hear in this Cham-
ber, but L e¢an quite understand it is
possible that an appointment might be
wmade by any Government whieh wonld
mive vise to a considerable amount of
publie eriticism. Only the other night,
when 1 obtained from the Attorney Gen-
eral an exposition of the Government's
views as to the basis upon which political
patronage should be bestowed, as to the
hasis npon which publie appointments
suould be filled, the hon. member, with
the utmost candour, did not hesitate to
state that he should follow what has been
very Jargely the practice in fhe old
wountry, and, given that he thonehit the
person was suitable for the position, he
sitould oot hesitate to rveward party ser-
vices by seeuring ftor the person who
had rendered those services a public ap-
poiniment. I am perfectly ready to
admit that in other countries, and even
in the old country to a very considerable
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extent, unfortunately, there are even to
this day a large number of appointments
made of persons, possibly suitable to the
appointments, but who wonld not have
been appointed but for their connection
with the political party which bhappened
to be in power. But I think that in
Australia public opinion is setting
strongly against the making of appoint-
ments on that score; and if there is ove
eause which more than another is likely
to do damage to the Federal Laboor
party at the next elections, it will be
the suspicion that that party is inclined
to favour, or at least does not lovk upon
it as a very heinous thing, the rewarding
of politieal services by publie office. In
regard to the question of State hotels,
it is possible that a very large amount
of political patronage may be placed in
the hands of a Government if any con-
siderable nnmber of these hotels should
be established, and surely it is well that
we shounld have some tribunal sitting in
publie, liable to publie eritieism, by its
oath and office compelled to aect impar-
tially, which counld review those appoint-
ments, If the procedure provided by the
Licensing Act had been followed the
Government would have been ecompelled
to send their agent before the licensing
conrt. And in ease any Government,
either in igmorance or wilfully, were to
make an unswitable appointment—an
appointment that might seem perfectly
suitable in Perth, where all the facts
might not be known, and yet not be so
considered in the locality itself where
much more might be known ahout the
appointee—it is certainly a desirable pro-
vision that the appointee shonld have
to go before the licensing court and sat-
isfy the court that he is a suitable person
to hold a license. But the Bill takes
away that power, so far as Staie hotels
are concerned; the Government take
away that power from the licensing
court and, in consequence, the Govern-
ment become the sole arbiters as to the
snitability of the appointee. In moving
the second reading the Premier did not
attempt to show that there was any rea-
son to suppose that the licensing courts
were not capable of exercising that
power properly. We know that within
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a very shori time, even within a very
few days, probably, the Attorney General
will be introdueing a Bill to amend the
existing Licensing Aet. It is very prob-
able that in that Bill there will be pro-
vision for making the licensing courts
elecled instead of nominated. The
provision for the nominative courts was
only carried by a narrow majority, and
indeed was at first defeated in this
House, and one may assume that one
of the proposed amendments in the licens-
ing law will be the appointment of elee-
ted ecourts instead of vpominated. Do
the Government propose to show that
courts of that deserviption are not better
tribunals to decide—sitting loeally and
knowing the local vequirements, in a way
which the central Government eannot be
expected to know them—that they ave
not better tribunals to decide whether
the Government appointee to the State
hotel is a sunitable and proper person
to run an hotel?

The Premier: Would you allow any
other hedy to vete your appointments?

Mr. NANSON: Undoubtedly. I pro-

vided in the Licensing Act that where a
State hotel was proposed to be estab-
lished, the agent of the Government had
to go before the licensing court just the
same as anybody else, and obtain his
license. One ground om which the conrt
might refuse the license was that the
person appointed was not suitable. A
Government might in all innocence
appoint someone unsuitable, and the fact
might come out, whereupon the econrt
might say “In view of the evidence pre-
sented to ns we do not consider this
person sunitable; therefore we refuse the
application, and advise the Government
to put forward another nominee.”
_ The Premier: How frequently would
it occur that a license would be refused
on the sole ground that the court was not
sure the applicant was perfectly suit-
able?

Mr, NANSON: I should say very
rarely indeed. A licensing court would
not be justified in refusing the applica-
tion on those grounds. It should be
shown in evidence that the person was
unsnitable to hold a license. Tt would
be wrong to refuse the application
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merely from prejudice. If the police
or a private individual were te think
the license should be refused becaunse the
applicant was an improper person, then
those persons holding that belief must
be prepared to go into the witness box
and state the facts on which their belief
was based. No court of law is justified
in acting on prejudice; it must act on
evidence. A great deal has heen said,
not altogether germane to the disenssion
of the Bill, as to the question of serving
prohibited persons. I do not think really
there is much need to debate the ques-
tion, becanse it is provided in the Act
that once a State hotel has been started
and the manager appointed, he is suh-
ject to the provisions of the Licensing
Aect which deal with the duties and liabil-
ities of licensees. If, without reasonable
cause, a State hotel manager were rash
enough to refuse to supply s person
with drink, undoubtedly he would lay
himself open to a penalty.

The Premier : Would you call it a
reasonable eause if the cuslomer were en-
gaged in spending the whole of his money
in the hotel?

Mr. NANSON : Undoubtedly. Tn re-
fusing to supply such a person the man-
ager wounld simply be doing his duty. But
if merely out of prejudice the manager
were to refuse to supply a person with
drink, then if that person liked to take
action against him il would be ineumbent
upon the manager to show that he had
reasonable cause. I suppose none of us
will quarrel with a provision of that sort.
Probably it is a hope with ne poessibility
of fulfilment that the Government will see
their way to redraft the Bill so as to
put it more in accordance with the loeal
option provisions of the Licensing Act.
Therefore, in eonclusion. I will merely
state the opinion that the Bill goes very
much farther than is necessary in order
to provide for licenses being granted
to State hotels in districts where there
is no public house within a distance of 15
miles. If the Bill went as far as that,
and no further, it would be a perfectly
satisfactory measure. In my mind the
objection lies in the fact that it extends
a prineiple hostile to local option very
much further than the sitnation calls for.
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Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

My, THOMAS (Buaubury) : 1 desive
to take advantage of the opportunity to
make a few remarks on this question,
For a long time past I have held very
strong convietions on the question of
State control of the liquor traffie, and I
am pleased to see that at the preseut
early stage steps are being taken fo-
wards giving effect to this desire. There
has been some criticism of the measure
introduced by the Premier, but up to the
present the tendeney seems to be to sup-
port the principle generally, although
there may be some faults to find with the
details of the measure. Of course that
is a position to which 1o one can take
exception. If the prineiple is good, no
doubt any slight defects in the measure
can be easily rectified when it reaches
ancther stage in this House. Some argn-
ments have been used by the leader of
the Qpposition in regard to the measure,
and questions have been asked as to what
benefits would be brought about by State
control of the liquor traffie that would
not be derived under private management.
I think there is one point in eonmmection
with the whole matter whick cannot be
stressed too much and which makes the
whole difference hetween State control
and privale enterprise. Whatever argu-
ments it may be possible to use against
State enterprise in other direetions,
the same arguments cannot be pursued
with regard to the State management and
control of hotels. We must remember
that in all stages of wrong we always
find that before we get a c¢riminal there
was an ineentive to his evime, that is un-
less he is & mad man. In private enter-
prise there is always this fact that there
is keen ecompetition, and it is essential
if an individual in his hotel desires to
make a living and to pay wages, etcetera,
to foree his trade to the greatest possible
advantage to himself. It becomes ab-
solntely compulsory to use every induee-
ment within his power fo bring trade to
his hotel, to indoee people, not only to
have the liquor they require while there,
but to take as much more as he ean sell
them and more than is good for them.
Under State control that does not exist,
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for my coneeption of it is it should not
be run for the purpose of the profit to be
made from it. I have personally very
strong opinions on the question of how
the profits of State hotels should be used.
I veally think the whole of the revenue
shoeuld be ear-marked for special pur-
poses, so that the day might never come
when even a needy ‘lreasurer will have
the power to use the income from State
hotels to awsist a declining revenue. T do
not care whether it is a State Treasurer,
or a private individual, once there is an
incentive to use the funds from State
hotels there would always be the possi-
bility ot the grand prineiple we are aim-
ine at being lost sight of, and there would
be a desire to secure greater revenue for
temporary purposes. I trust that so far
as the State lotels are concerned, that
will never come into operation. Some
people will say it would be to the interest
of Lhe manager or any employee in a
State hotel to sell as much liquor as pos-
sible, as it might improve his standing
with his zuperior officer. We might just
as well use the argument that in our
post offices a man selling stamps behind
the eounter would have an incentive to
try to sell move to the purchaser than he
required because he wanted to improve
his standing with his superior officers.
Mr, Underwood: You are away out.
Mr., THOMAS: If T am. T should
only he in keeping with the hon. mem-
ber on the majority of oceasions when he
interjecis. I elaim that under State con-
trol it would be no more to the interest
of a man to sell more liquor than to the
man in the post oifice whether he sells a
penny stamp or a pound’s worth of
stamps. In faet, T am of opinion he
would rather sell a penny stamp. because
it is much easier. Henee if that is the
case we arve vemoving from behind the
bar of the State hotel lhe incentive which
exists behind the bar of the privately
managed hotel to push the trade for all
it is worth and secure as much money as
possible, A gpreat deal has been said
firstly on the appointnent of State hotel
managers. Even supposing some of the
wrongs alleged have erept in in eonnec-
tion with State managers, if the faunlts

[ASSEMBLY.]

of these State managers hbecome sulffi-
ciently obvicus to the public the remedy
is in their hands immediately. The State
manager not fullilling his vightful posi-
tion and not carrying out his duty can
he immediately removed, but what is the
case with o private owner, So long as he
keeps within the four corners of the
Licensing et he may push his nefarious
trade right ap to the hilt, and all the
public opinion, and all the teetotallers
and tolal abslainers and liquor reformers
are powerless to interfere with him in
any way whatever. Under State control
that man is continually watched hy the
public; he is tlie servant of the whole of
the public. 1f he ceases to carry out his
duties properly pressure can be brought
upon the Ministry, no matter what party
is in power, and that man can be re-
moved. Ile becomes immediately amen-
able to public eonfrol. A great deal has
been said with regard to the method of
appointing the manager of a State hotel,
The leader of the Opposition commented
on the fact that the Ministry ealled for
twelve names to be submitted to them
from whiech they conid make a clioige as
to the man most snitable to A1l the posi-
tion at Dwellingup, and the leader of the
Opposition said becanse the applieant
appointed was tenth on the list it was a
personal preference on the part of the
Ministry. Aecording to that argument,
the individual that shounld bave been ap-
pointed was numher one on the list. 1f
the Ministry were to he guided entively
by the first name upon the list, why
should they ecall for twelve names from
which to seleet one? It would not be
a question of obtaining a suggestion from
the Public Service Commissioner or the
General Manager of the State Hotels De-
partment: it wonld be a question of a
divection on their part. and they would
say that the names were put in the order
of approval, consequently number one
shonld he appointed, If the Ministry
were justified in asking for twelve names
to be laid before them to decide on which
one should be selected, they were justi-
fied in seclecting the one of the twelve
who appeared to be most entitled to the
position. Tt appears to me from the



[10 SepremBER, 1912.]

ceneral trend of the debate—although I
am rather loth to say it—that theve is
some effort on the part of the leader of
the Opposition to disparage the indi-
vidual who has been appointed to that
position. 1 do not know the man, and
I have never met him in my life, and I
Inow nothing of him, but it seems to me
regreltable that the individual appointed
to fill this public position should be
singled out and that oppertunity should
be taken by the privileges given in Par-
liament to tind fault with that individual
without bringing one fraction of proof
forward to support the statements.

Mr. George: Is it a fault of the indi-
vidual or of the selection? I think it is
the selection,

Mr. THOMAS: I have heard a good
deal of comment upon the selection, but
have not heard any reason why this man
should not have been appointed.

The Minister for Mines: The jndg-
ment of the person who appointed him
is as good as that of the Commissioner,

Mr., THOMAS: Twelve names were
asked for, aud the Government selected
one of them. There has been no special
charge brought against this individual.
There has heen no effort to prove his in-
competeney, but the obly statement made
has been that he was appointed because
he was known {o the Ministers of the
Crown. [t seems to me that the Minis-
ters of the Crown must be becoming very
disreputable individuals if, when immedi-
ately aun individual becomes personally
known to any of them, he is not fit to
occupy a public position. I cannot see
any other direetion in which to apply the
argument, and it seems to me that poli-
ticians must have reached a very low
level indeed. Tt is regrettable, no matter
ot which «ide of the House we sit, to
level such paltry accusations at those
occupying the Treasury benches to-day.
They are possibly no better and no
worse than other Ministries. I noticed in
one of the Perth papers some time ago
a statement that the public generally had
very little respect for politicians, because
they seemed to have no respect for one
another. It may be permissible for
younger members of the House to stray
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a little in their Hrst toddling efforts when
they get on the floor of ihe House to
make a speech. Tt may be excusable if
we sometimes drift from the path and
indulge in a few personalities, which we
should not do, bat it seems to me pro-
foundly regretlable that the members
who should lead the House, including
the leader of the Opposition, and who
should endeavour to raise the tone of
debate and place it at all times on a
higlher level, are the first to get it down
in the polilical gutter. Parliament will
never win the respect of the people and
neither will the leader of the Opposition
win the respeet of the House so long as
he bases his arguments on that class of
abuse towards his opponents. We have
an exaet proof in the reply made by the
Minister for Lands {o the accusation of
having appointed a man who had helped
him at his election. We have direct proof
in an ahsolute denial that the man was
never inside the electorate during the
election. I would aceept the word of the
Minister for Lands against thal of any
man in this Parliament or in Western
Australia, That is the amount of respeet
I have for the honourable member. What-
ever his polities may be, ihere is no man
in this Parlinment, or in the couniry who
will deny that hon. gentleman’s honesty
and integrity. [ am pleased and proud
to be able to say that on the floor of the
House, and I would ask the leader of the
Opposition if he is prepared to deny it.
T think I may pass on from that phase
of the question. The member for Green-
ough has taken exeeption to the appoint-
ments of managers of these hotels being
made by the CGovernment and he sug-
mested that it would be wise to appoint a
board for the purpose of making these
selectinns, or failing that, that the matter
should be left to the magistrate of the
district. It seems to me a very curious
course of veasoning that the hon. mem-
ber should claim that a Ministry eleeted
by the majority of lhe people should be
incapable of selecting a man to manage
a State hotel, whereas a magisirate or
an appointed board would be capable of
making a more perfect selection. I do
not ¢laim for peliticians that they are
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completely free fromn bias; I do not be-
lieve that the individual exists in this
world who is free from bias of one des-
cription or another; if may be upeonsei-
ous bias, but there is bias existing, and a
police magistrate in any partieular loca-
lity is just as likely, in fact infinitely
more likely to have personal frieuds
whom le would desire to promote to such
a position than any Minister of the
Crown. The hon. member said that a
police magistrate or a board would be
amenable to publie opinion, Are not
Ministers  of the Crown anenable 1o
pubtic opinion? If they are net, what
hody who have heen elected by the people
are?

Mr. Underweod : The Opposition.

My, THOMAS: Yes, they did not carry
out the dictates of the people and they are
now in their unfortunate position. There
is another advantage, so far as State con-
trol is concerned, particularly to the peo-
ple who are in favour of partial prohibi-
tion gr total prohibition. So far as I am
personally concerned I am upot a total
prohibitionist. I de¢ not know that T
should be entirely happy in a State in
which a man could not get a drink. It
is not the use of alcoholie drinks where
the danger lies, it is in the abuse.

Mr. B. J. Stubbs: Abuse grows from
the use.

Mr. THOMAS: But 1 think if you
were to annihilate any vse which might
ultimately lead to abuse, we would have
suelt straight-laced people that we would
be deprived of everything that tends to
make life brighter and betier, I claim
that in establishing State hotels we are
in one respect striking at the question
of vested interests, but shounld it become
the desire of the country to reduce the
number of hotels in the future, when the
population has grown more than it is
to-day. and those hotels happen fo be
State hotels, then there will be no ques-
tion of compensation lo econsider. It is
purely a matter of the people having to
pay the piper. These hotels belong to
them, they are under their eontrot and if
they wish to abolish them they have the
power to do so without the question of
restraint cropping in as to what is right
being done to the private individual
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Mr. Harper: You would favour that
being embodied in the Bill?

Mr. THOMAS: It already exists. We
give local optien, we give power to say
that the hotels shall be reduced, and these
provisions remove the necessity for con-
sidering the question of compensation. 1
am entirely in accord wilh the Premier in
bis remarks with regard to the question
of the manager rvefusing to supply drink
to an iodividual who has been taking a
great deal more than is good for Lim,
That is one of the things I have looked
forward to in connection with State man-
agement. 1t is degrading for a woman
to bave to take her husband to a police
court and expose him to publie ridienle
in order to get an ovder against him to
prevent him from making a beast of him-
self at every public house he goes to.

My, Dwyer: Those ovders are mostly
inoperative.

Mr. THOMAS: For the simple reason
that the question of profit comes in, and
if an hotelkeeper can turn an honest or
dishonest copper by selling a man drink
ou the sly. as is frequently done, he will
undoubtedly do so, and it is a faect that
we often see these men staggering along
the sireet on any day of the week.

Mr. George: What are the police doing?

Mr. THOMAS: If we were to station
a policeman inside each hotel, I am rather
inelined to think that the policeman him-
selt’ would beeome a dipsemaniae before
long, because the publican would fill him
up with lquor to such an extent that
the policeman would not be able to deter-
mine whether a man was a prohibited
individnal or not.

My, B. J. Stubbs: That is rough on the
police.

My, THOMAS: I am not making any
disparaging remarks against the police
or the hotellkeepers, As a class the hotel-
lkeeper is as honourable as any other man,
hut even if we put a minister of religion
in the place of a hotelkeeper to-morrow,
and he became amenable to the same eir-
cumstanees to which the publiean is sub-
jeeted, the consfant drvipping of waler
would wear away the stone.

Mr. George: You are severe on the
parsons.
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Mr, THOMAS: I selected ministers of
religion because I look upon them as the
highest class in the community by virtue
of their calling, but even they, near as
they are to perfection, would, I repeat.
it placed in similar civenmstances to the
publican, become amenable to the sur-
roundings. It is not in human nature to
resist.

Alr. Underwood: You are talking abso-
Inte rubbish.

Mr, THOMAS: The hon, member says
1 am talking absolute rubbish. If, in his
opinion, that is the case, I ean only re-
gret it. The hon. member when he gets
on the floor himself is given to saying
sueh profoundly wise and well thought
out things that of eourse there may be
possibly some excuse for him to reflect
on others. I am entfirely in aceord with
the proposal to give the manager of a
State hotel diseretionary power—becanse
I regard drunkenness as a disease and I
do not hold any feelings of hatred or any-
thing else towards the unfortunate drunk-
ard; I extend to him my profound pity
—to refuse drink to such an individnal,
and I think we are placing in his hands
a power which will be used for the good
of the community, When a man is in-
capable of taking care of himself. it is
time that the State stepped in and took
care of him, and if the provision does not
already exist, if the manager of the State
hotel is breaking the law by doing =0, the
first opportunity should be taken to give
him power to aet.

My, Dwyer: He is not given the power.

Mr, THOMAS: T do not know of any
individual who would be likely to inter-
fere with the manager in the exercise of
that power. T know of cases snch as
those referred to by the Premier, where
men have been placed, vulgarly sreaking,
“under the dog act,” as they eall it, and
for weeks at a time have been compelled
to keep perfectly sober. The result is that
wives and families have bhenefited to a
considerable extent. T trust that the eri-
ticisms indulged in in eonneetion with this
Bill will prove rather of a canstruetive
than of a destruetive nature. FEven if
members of the Opposition do nel ap-
prove of this form of seeialism, if they
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approve of socialism at all, under ordinary
cireumstances 1 think at least they might
give a litlle consideration to this parti-
cular measure. [ do not eclaim that the
measure is perfeet. 1 am inelined to-
think that slight alterations might be
made to improve the measure. | trust.
however, in eonnection with it that party
spirit will be entirely forgotten., both in
this House and in another plave. because
I believe this measure when passed will
do inecalealable good to the country. I
believe we can eliminate the question of
profil, and we can eliminate many of the
things that at the present time tend to-
wards the worst conditions of the drink
trade, I believe as time goes on by re-
straining und vestricting the use of
aleohol that the coming generations will
be more sober generalions than those of
to-day. I am not a believer in drastie
legislative reformers dealing with this
guestion, and I believe that intemperate
reformers can do as much harm as in-
temperate supporters of hetels, and the
objeet of this House should be to do what
is just to the community irrespective of
what those in their extreme desire to do
good may aim at. I trust that the Bill
will receive very careful consideration at
the hands of the Opposition as well as of
Government members, and I trust it will
be sent out of this House in as perfect a
condition as possible to receive approval
elsewhere, and 1 also trust that in the
near future Western Australia will be
receiving the benefit of its enactment.

Mr. TNDERWOQOD (Pilbara): I de-
sire to say a few words on this Bill, par-
ticularly in regard to the eriticisms of
the leader of the Opposition as to the ap-
prointment of the manager of the Dwellin-
gup hotel. T also want to reply to the
member for Bunbury, and to others who
think it is wood form to use cheap. al-
though untrue eriticism of puablicans, and
who sav that every man who is a publiean
is a rogue and a vagabond.

Mr. Thomas: I never made use of that
expression, and T take exeeption to i, T
said they were decent men.

My, TNDERWOOD: The hon. member
deelares they are decent men. but he =aid
even if we put a minister of religion in
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a publican’s place the constant dripping
of water—but it was alcohol that he
meant—would wear away the stone—of
virtue, I presume he meant. I want to
veseni that. I want to say as one who
has bheen through a considerable portion
of this world, having travelled among
many people. { have found among publi-
cans men as good as any engaged in other
walks of life, and T will always resent
these cheap platitudes and cheap at-
tempts at virtue by bhelittling those
who get their living hy being pub-
licans. 1 do not ecare whether it
hurts  the member for Bunbury or
the member for Subiaeco or any-
body clse. For my own part, I have re-
ceived many kindpnesses and much assist-
ance from publicans and 1 have never yet
come arross n pnblican who tried to take
me down or sell me more than I wanted.

Mr. Thomas: You are tiving to make
cheap ecapital out of misrepresenting
others.

My, CNDERWOQOOD: The hon. member
madz clhean eapital out of belittling the
publican. To my mind the publican is as
wood 2 man as a minister of religion, or
a man ol any other oceupalion. and that
is rroved, so fav as T am eoncerned, by
a long experience of publicans and a very
short experience of ministers of religion.
Tu rezard to the charge of ihe leader of
the Opposition respeeting the appoint-
ment of the manager of the Dwellingup
hetel, the honourable gentleman said that
iwelve names were senf in, and from
those twelve names the Premier selected
one who had assisted a Minister to be
returned to Parliament. Now as a matter
of absolute positive faet, the man ap-
pointed to this hotel was uot in the clee-
torate of any Minister during the last
election, either as a voter or in any eapa-
cily as assisting to get a Minister re-
turned. The truth of it is the leader of
the Opposition has raised another mare’s
nest, as he so often does. Another man
by the same name np at Conderdin was a
strong supporier of the present Minister
for Lands. The leader of the Opposition
hears that a man named O’Connor sup-
ported the Minister for Lands, and then
he hears that a Mr, O’Connor has been
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appoinled manager of a State hotel, and
be immediately exclaims, “Ah, here it is;
spoils to the victors again. O’Connor
assisted Bath to get elected, and O’Con-
nor has been appointed manager of
a State hotel”” [ have not the slight-
est doubt that each one of those twelve
or fourteen genilemen whose names were
sent along assisted somebody to get re-
turned, and are only those debarred whe
assisted a Minister to get elected? Is it
laid down that if a man wants to get into
the public serviee he must not assist any-
body, or is it laid down that he must only
assist Liberals? The leader of the Op-
position should give us some idea of what
he means, or what his complaints are.

AMr. George: 1 though he had done that.

My, TNDERWOOD: The honourable
zenfleman told us that this man was
gutlly of (he heinous erime of assisting
in the election of a member of Parlia-
ment. Now, in my opinion, any citizen
is enfitled to vote for whom he likes in
rolities, and to work for whom he likes,
and if he is eomj.elent to fill a Govern-
ment position he should be appointed to
that j:osition. To regard to the statement
that Mr. (FConner was one of twelve
names sent along, the faet is that there
were rougzhlv iwelve dozen ecandidates.
The Premier said in effect, “Now, there
are twelve dozen names; give me a dozen
of them and I will pick ove from the
dozen.” The individual whe made the
selection was not asked, and it would be
absurd to ask him, to put the dozen in
order of preference, because if that were
done, the Premier wonld immediately say,
that he would take the first one on the
list.

Mr. George: But why should the Pre-
mier interfere when vou have a Public
Service Commissioner?

Mr, UNDERWOOD: Hon, members
may attack the Premier on that point if
they like and then they will be logical,
but let them not think for one instant
that the Premier would be so absurd as
to say, “Give me a dozen and put them in
order of merit.” If he had said that he
might as well have said, “Appoint the
man vourself.” The leader of the Op-
position took me rather severely to task
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and spoke of my rudeness, and uncouth-
ness and vulgarity, and a lot of oiher
thinzs, because 1 made a simple sngges-
fion that he had appointed one or two
s(nibs to the public service.

Mr. George: What are “squibs”?

My, UNDERWOOD : “Squibs” are men
who eannot do their work,

Mr. George: “Rotters.”

Mr. TNDERWOOD: The hon. mem-
ber can use his own term, but I hope his
langurage will not be written up to me.
Becanse T made that remark, the leader
of the Opposition eame forward to-night
accusing the Premier of appointing some-
body unfit for the position, and taking
the word, T presume, of a dirty, flthy
paper like the Sunday Times, Writers
in the Sunday Times ave beneath the
contempt of men, and these are the men
that the leader of the Opposition has
faken the word of. Because two or three
of these mongrels who write for the
Sunday Times have decided to write
Peler O’Connor down, the leader of the
Opposition comes along and lends an air
of respectability to those men who, after
all, are not it to be ealled men. One
eannot help feeling somewhat degraded,
even in his position in Parliament, when
the leader of the Opposition will follow
the lead of the dirty, miserable objects
who write for the Sunday Times.

Mr. GEORGE (Murray-Wellington) :
One needs great caution in these times
in rising fo speak after the speeches
of the hon. member who has just sat down
and the hon. member who preceded him.
T am sorry that the leader of the Oppaosi-
tion is not present.

Mr. Underwood : So am L

Mr. GEORGE : 1 believe the hon. mem-
ber is, becanse 1 helieve he would sooner
face an opponent than sec his hack, but
T am sorty the leader of the Op-
position was not present to hear the mem-
ber for Punbury and the somewhat
strong langrage which was nsed hy the
last speaker. So far as I ean judee, the
vravamen of {he charae made by the
leader of the Opposition was more in the
faet that the Premier took up a position
in econnection with deeiding this matter
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which should ecertainly not appertain to
the oflice of Premier.

Mr.'B. J. Stubbs : That is not the
charge you have made fo-night.

Mr. GEORGE: T have not made any-
charges. The Premier, oceupying as he
does the position of first cifizen of the
State and leader of the party governing
the State, should find more important
duties to oecupy his time than the ap-
pointing of managers of State pubs.

Hon. W. (. Angwin (Honerary Min-
ister) : But he administers that depart-
ment.

Mr. GEORGE : That may be so; then
1 vegret that the Premier has such trivial
matters forced on his time and abten-
tion, when the affairs of the State need
all the time and experience whieh the
honourable gentleman possesses, to see
that the ship is steered properly and well
for the prosperity of the State. Person-
ally, I have no knowledge as to whether
the statement made regarding Mr. O’Con-
nor is correet or not. The Minister forr
Taands has given ns his word that this
partientar My, (’Connor did not assist
in his eleection eontest. and from what
T know of that honourable gentle-
man 1 would accept his word without
any question. The hon. member for Bun-
bury, with a sort of almost moek modesty
which did not impose upon anybody, toolk
the older members of the House to
task for not laying down a higher fone
in dehate. Why, if the honourable
gentlemman could only see himself and
hear himself as others do, he wounld know
that the exaggerations he attempts
to put in Lis apparently polished periods
are hardly suiiable fo this place and do
not lend argument to the Bill. As to the
BRill itself, I should like to see that new
hotels, wherever they are established, are
State hotels, and T desire to see them es-
tablished for (he reason that I believe
that in the conduct of these hotels, where
the personal element of gain is eliminated
¢o far as the manager is eoncerncd. his
salary satisfying him, the publie are more
likelv to receive from that hotel the treat-
ment which hotels should alwavs earry
with them. They should be able tn ob-
tain deeent lodrring, decent food, and de-
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cent drink if necessary, without having
to go fo excess, and without having any
allurements to lead them to excess.

Mr. Harper : Why not substitute re-
staurants for hotels?

Mr. GEORGE : That is a point I shall
come lo shortly. 1 am merely stating
my opinion, and I think it is the opinion
of a number of people in this State. We
are not making complaints against hotels
that ave properly conducted. There are
hotels in this State that are condueted
splendidly, and so far as they are con-
eerned, 1 do not think it is intended in
any shape or form to make any attack
upon them, but we do know +that there
are pubs—Ilet hon. nembers eall them
hotels if they like—where that care is
not taken, and where the first eonsidera-
tion i not so much the respecfability ot
the house, hut rather whether these who
frequent if will land money in the poec-
kets of the proprietor. Those are the
places where inferior liquors are sold,
Hemors whieh take away the little sense
whielh a mae has left and make him a
danenr not only to himself but to every-

hody else he comes in confact with.
The fauli, T find, in this Bill, is
that T would prefer that instead of

the Government having absolute power

it should be laid down that the
Government should have the assist-
ance and  eounsel, of the licensing

board in the distriet. The members of a
licensing board in any distriet muost be
better acquainted with the cirenmstances
of the different portions of that district
than ean a Government sitting as an ad-
ministrative executive in Perth. Of
cowrse it will be said that the Govern-
ment have the best of information 'at
their command at any time, and are there-
fore in a position to judge, but T take it
that heveond the decision on the part of
the Covernment that a hotel shall be
established if all things are suitable, the
Government should not go further.

Hon. W. C. Angwin (Honorary Min-
ister): That is what the Bill provides
for.

Mr. GEORGE: Hardly as far as T
think if should do. I notice also a point
whieh was rpised by the leader of the
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Opposition, when he pointed out that
the Bill provided that a majority of
adult persons residing within a radius
of three miles of the proposed site of a
State hotel might send in a petition
against an hotel being established, and
if that petition is presented to the Min-
ister, as it would be, then the hotel should
not be established. Of course it is pretty
obvious that if the majority of people in
the distriet signed apgainst having an
hotel, even if an hotel were established,
the prospects of business would not be
particularly bright. But 1 consider that
the licensing beuches are badies which
should be consalted, and I see no reason
why it should not be imperative on the
promoters ol the Siate hotel to apply for
a license under exactly the same condi-
lions as any private person, because if
they apply and the bench does not con-
sider it necessary that the license should
be granted. ihe very faet of the Siate
having been refused a license for a State
botel will absolutely block further appli-
cations for licenses from outsiders, That
is a point whieh T think should be con-
sidered. The member for Leonora has
referred to the eonduet of the Stale hotel
at Gwalia, and T am pleased to hear it.
I have not seen the hotel, but I have
heard a ereat deal about it from the
time of its inception, and" I am pleased
at any rate it is one State venture that
has been decently conducted and has
done a considerable amount of good. The
hon. member let fall the information, or
at least 1 understood him to do so, that
it would be within the provinece of the
Government to aequire licensed houses
if’ the owners are prepared to sell them.
T hope that will not be accepted by the
House or considered by the Government.
T know no reason why the Government
should attempt to buy any of these li-
censed honses, and I hope that the prin-
ciple, even if it be put forth in a semi-
jesting way., willi not be considered, or
accepted. e are all desirous that tem-
perance prineiples should be carried ont.
A previous speaker has pointed out that
infemperance is not solely the possession
of those who take too much alcohol, but
is sometimes the attitude of those who
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take too much water and cold tea. From
my experience the world is getting more
temperate and more sober year by year,
Whereas at one time it was considered
fair for a man to say he was going to
get “jolly tight,” the number of those
who go in for that sort of thing to-day

is nothing in pereentage to what it was.

thirty, forty or even longer years ago than
that. The spread of education, and not
altogether the efforts of the temperance
party, although they have done their
part, education, wider travel, and more
conveniences, and a better style of living
have in a measure done away with the
great drinking of forty years ago.
Whether we take the big eities in the new
world, or the big ecities in the old world,
we will see nolhing like the proportion
of drunkenness there was thirty or forty
years ago. If in regard {o State hotels
the Government could see their way to
providing that the power of the licensing
benches applied equally to State hotels
as {o private hotels I think the Bill would
be another step in the progress of tem-
perance in this State, and T wonld feel 1
was doing my duty in helping it for-
ward.

Me. B. J. STUBBS {Subiaco): It is
with very mixed feelings indeed that T
rise fo support this Bill because, while
recognising the evils even of the most
moderate use of alcoholic beverages, I
am convineed tibat, while the people
through their lack of knowledge demand
to be supplied with these beverages,
State contro! is in the best interests of all
concerned. There are one or two argu-
ments used by temperance reformers
whieh I should like briefly to reply ta.
Oune of the principal objections they have
to Siate control is that they are made
shareholders in a traffic which they ab-
solutely ablor, but they seem to forget,
when urging that contention, that through
the very faet of the State -colleciing
licence fees, though the traffie is in the
hands of prvate individuals, they are
made equally as mueh shareholders as
though the industry was controlled by the
State. So 1 contend that that argument
loses its foree. Another objection and
a more valid one. is the objection that
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with the extension of State control
the revenne collected will be a consider-
able item, and that the Government of
the day may be influenced to throw their
weilght into the scale when the time comes
that the people may make a demand for
the prohibition of the liguor traflie; and
for that reason | eontend, the same as
the member for Bunbury contended here
to-night, that all the revenue derived
from the drink traific should be ear-
marked for a specific purpose. I eon-
tend that the whole of the revenune de-
rived by the State from the liquor traffie
should be used in the direction of com-
batting that traffic and eduecating the
people and placing before them the latest
scientific expositions of the evils of al-
coholism, and in the direction of estab-
lishing libraries and gymnasinms and
such like institutions whieh would have
the effect of drawinz our rising youth
away from the puoblie houses and giving
them more congenial amusement. With
regard to the eriticisms used by members
opposite, if they ean be called criticisms,
because I contend that thevy have not
criticised the systerr of State control
versus private control, to my mind they
have no arguments against the State con-
trol of the liquor traffic.

Mr, George: Give us an argument for
it.

Mr. B. J. STUBBS: 1 have already
given the argument. Everything is in
favour of the State eontrolling the liquar
traffic while the people, through their
lack of knowledge, demand that they -
should be supplied. The people through
State eontrol will be supplied with a far
purer and better elass of drink than is
possible through private enterprise. The
member for Bunbury dealt very fully
with that phase of the question. He
pointed out the keen competition there is
between those engaged in the traffie to
make a profit, and the incentive there
always is to adulterate liquors and to use
all kinds of devious means by which to
enhance profits; but under State control
all that is eliminated: there is no incen-
tive to adulterate liquors or. on the part
of the manager of an hotel, to try to
induce people to drink more than is good
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for them, On the other hand it should
be, especially with a Government whose
objeet is to diminish the use of alcohol,
someihing in the manager’s favour if he
indneed people to drink less rather than
drink more. The prineipal objection
urged by hon. members opposite is that
the Bill gives the Government powers
which shonld be enjoved only by the li-
censing bench, and that it gives the Gov-
erniment power to establish a Siate hotel
wherever they think fit without consult-
ing a licensing bench: but members seem
to forget. if they have read the Bill, that
the Government are appealing to a
higher iribunal than even a licensing
bench. The sovereign people through a
twice expressed vote have the right to
say whether a State hotel should be es-
tablished in their midst. Frst of all,
under the present Licensing Aect, which
gives the people the power to say whetlher
they -shall have State control in their
midst, they have to earry a vote in favour
of State control: then when the Govern-
ment notify their intention to establish
a State hotel in accordance with the ex-
pressed wish of these people, the people
within a three-mile radins of the Siate
hotel have the right to object to the hotel
heing put there,

Mr. Male: Then if they do that it
cannot be iheir expressed wish to have it.

Mr. B. J. STUBBS: T say they first
have the right to vole whether they ave
in favour of State contrel in their dis-
trict and then when the State notifies its
intention to place a hotel in the district
the people within a three-mile radius
have the right to object to a hotel going
there: I gives the people the right to
change their minds frowm the preyions
vote; and I contend that when we are
mving that right to the people who are
concerned there can he no necessity to
apply to a licensing bench. But then we
have the objeciion that the manager the
Government may appoint may nof he a
suitable man. who perhaps might nor be
granied a licence if he applied to a l-
eensing hench; but I contend that that
arzument  cannot  possibly have any
weight, beeause no Geovernment would
dare to appoint a person as manager of

-helong right throughont Australia.
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a State hote]l unless he possessed the
neeessary qualificalions and was a man
who wonld undoubtedly receive a license
for a privaie hotel. The ecriticisms that
have been levelled against the Bill seem
to be of the same natuve as those ad-
vanced by the parly to which my friends
They
seem to be suffering from some fiement of
the brain that no Labhour Government will
appoint anyone Lo a posilion except in
return for political services, It is a most
unfounded and cowardiy charge. [ chal-
lenge my friends to prove that they ever
appointed & Labour supporter or svm-
pathiser fo any position when they were
in power,

AMr. Munsie: Never one.

Mr. B. J. STUBBS: Never one
throughou!t Australia. In every instance
the faet that a man has been a Labour
supporter was an effective bar against
him getting an appointment from the
Liberal Giovernment. On the other hand,
there are numberless instances where well
known Liberal supporters have been ap-
pointed to high positions by Labour Gov-
ernments, and simply hecause one or two
known Uabour men who have possessed
the necessary qualifications. and there has
never been an attempt made fo prove
that the qualifieation was not there. Be-
canse they have been appointed to posi-
tions, we have the cowardly charge made
that it was beeanse of their political opir
ions that they have been so appointed.
1 think if hon. memhers had z2ny shame
in them they would blush for the absurd
statements thev are making. The mem-
her for Murray-Wellington tried to ex-
cuse hiz leader when he said that it was
not the dppointment that that meraber
cavilled at so mneh as the wav in which
the Premier did it. In the Liberal Club
the leader of the Opposition said it was
a distinetly politieal appointment and
something that the people shonld not allow
lo o on. The people are the bhetter
judges. ihe people know that no Lahour
Government has appeinted any supporter
unless that suppovter was fit for the posi-
tion. T helieve that by the extension of
the Siate control of the liquor trafiie all
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the worst evils of that traffie will be elimi-
nated.
Mr, Thomas: Hear, hear.

My. B, J. STUBBS: I am glad to hear
the hon. member for Bunbury say “hear,
hear,” because of some of the statements
he made fo-night which T eannot endorse.
He admitted in one part of his speech
that the drink habit is a disease. As one
who possesses some medieal knowledge I
should imagine that when the hon. mem-
ber recognised the existence of a disease
he would be willing to go to its source
in the hope of exterminating it. When
a disease exists, if it be an epidemic of
fever or any other disease, we should
always trace it to its source and proceed
to eradicate it. I believe, with my friend
and anyone else who has studied the latest
seientifie teaching on the subject that the
drink habit is a disease, that all aleohol
is poison, as the Attorney General pointed
ont in his eloguent speech the other night,
and when we recognise this we should go
to the very fountain head and endeavour
o stamp it out altogether. T helieve, as I
said in my opening remarks. that the
people are not educated to that standard,
and all the revenue derived from the
State conirol of the liquor traffic should
be ulilised towards edueating the people
to the evils of indulging in aleoholic bev-
erages——

Mzr, George: Is there no good in the iu-
dulgence?

Mr. B. J. STUBBS: The latest medical
seience teaches that the supposed benefits
derived are purely an illusion.

Mr, Thomas: But there are contrary
opinions?

Mr. B. J. STUBBS: Another matter
upon which I am thoroughly satisfied is
that when the time comes that the people
are edneated to the necessity for prohi-
biting the drink traffie. if it is in the eon-
trol of the State, we shali not have indi-
viduals spending large sums of money to
try and pretent a free expression of the
will of the people, and that is undoubtedly
what we have at the present timne, when-
ever a local option poll 1s being taken.
We have those who are deriving large
sums of money from the sale of aleoholic
beverages spending that money fowards
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preventing a free expression of the will
of the people. When the people are
asked to pass a vote with regard to the
abolition of some portion at least of the
ligwor trade, I am eonvineed that with the
trade in the hands of the Government,
such a state of things will not exist, and
whilst T say T am one of those who be-
lieve that nothing but evil comes from
the use of alcohol, I have very much
pleasure in giving my support to this
measure becaunse I realise that the people
demand that they shall be supplied, and
whilst they make that demand I would
rather see the traffic in the hands of the
Government than in the hands of private
individuals,

Hon. J. MITCHELL (Northam): The
hon. member who has just sat down will
find it a little difficult to reconcile his
views with the opinious he has just given
utterance to. His last statement is that,
whilst he disagreed entirely in the use
of aleohal, the Government should have
power to regulate it.

Mr. B. J. Stubbs: I explained why.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: It was a very
feeble explanation.

Mr. B. J. Stubbs: I said because the
people demanded it.

Hon, J. MITCHELL: The Premier
was on safer ground, but whilst he is
asking for power to open State hotels,
we have before us another Bill whieh pro-
vides that the Government may econtrol
and cure these whe are suffering from
the effects of the excessive use of aleohol.
The Attorney General is endeavouring to
provide a home for these people.  The
Attorney General will agree with me that
it is strange just now when the finances
are so strained, that he should ask the
State to undertake so mueh expenditure.

The Attorney General: We make pro-
fits out of the State hotels in order to
cure the drunkards.

Hon, J. MITCHEIL: There is some
comfort in that.

Mr. Carpenter: Do you take comfort
from it?

Hon. J. MITCHELL: The comfort
will be for hon. members opposite. We
have no quarrel with Siate ownership of
hotels. T believe thovonghly in the system
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which says that the State should own all
hotel licenses. Tf hon, members will
cast back their minds a vyear or two
they will remember that I provided that
in all new townships liquor should not be
sold on land other than that which was
owned by the State. At Bullfinch we sold
two hotel sites for a counsiderable sum of
money, and it was provided that these
should revert to the State in ten years.

Mr. Turvey: And so did a number of
the blocks you soid.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: T have no doubt
about that, but the Stale derived a con-
siderable revenue from those who pur-
chased these blocks and they had a fair
run for their money. That, at any rate,
shows that our management of Siate
affairs was satisfactory. ‘

Hon. W. C. Angwin (Honorary Mini-
ster): DBut it was not satisfactory tfo
those persons who bought the blocks.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: The hotels built
on Crown lands will revert to the State in
ten years time without any charge. Al
though T do not approve of the State
ronning hotels, I think it would be mueh
better if hotels were leased under satis-
factory conditions by which the Stale
would derive a sufficient revenue and hy
which the hotels would be under canlrel.
1 have also advoeated that the leases
should be from day to day in order that
transgressors might be dealt with «when-
ever the oceasion warranted. Under the
system now proposed some hotels will ke
State owned and others will be heid hy
private people. The Government have
taken upon themselves, even where the
loeal option poll was against them. to
establish a hotel. They are taking the
power to ignore the votes given at loeal
option polls.

Mr. Dwyer: Where was that done?

Hon. J. MITCHELL: Tt was done at
Dwellingup where a majority of the peo-
ple voted against increased licenses.

The Attornev General: The majority of
the people there signed a petition asking
the State to establish a hotel.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: What has a
petition to do with the lecal option vote?
I repeat, the majority of t{he people at
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the loeal option poll voted against in-
creased licenses,

Mr. B. J. Stubbs: They voted against
a license being granted to a private in-
dividual,

Hon. J. MITCHELL: That was not
so, berause that was not the guestion he-
fore the poll, and what the Government
did there they will do azuin. The Gov-
ernment opened an hotel there against the
wish expressed at the poll by a majority
of the people. The people have been told
that the late Goverument promised that
a hotel license should be granted at
Dwellingup; but the late Government had
nothing to do with the granting of a
license there, e believed then, as we
believe mnow, that the licensing bench
should be the body that should have the
power to grant hotel licenses. We have
no responsibility for any promise made
by the beneh, if such promise were made.
Had we had the opportunity we would
have prevented the license being issued by
the bench at Pinjarra.

Hon. W. C. Angwin (Honorary Min-
ister) : You eould not have prevented it.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: We would have
done so. The Bill which established a
State hotel at Dwellingup was proof that
as Ministers had time to introduce such
a Bill they wonld have had time to amend
the Licensing Aet to prevent the license
being issued for that locality.

The Attorney General: The majority
voted for the State hotel in that very
district at the local option poll.

Hon, J. MITCHELL: It is perfectly
true. and I would vote to-morrow for the
State ownership of all hotels. But ihe
vote on that question had nothing to do
with the question of increase of licenses
at all.  The Government here seek to
cover up their imquitous behaviour by
saying that they will not establish a hotel
nnless the majority vote in the affirmative
on the question “Do you vote that any
new publican’s general licenses in the dis-
triet shall he held by the State?’ Prob-
ably every man would vote “Yes” on that
question: I would myself vote “Yes” on
that question, but I would vote “No™ on
the question of inereased licenses. This
nuestion has nothing to deo with the issue
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of licenses at all, yet the Government
make it an excuse for the bringing down
of a measure for the establishment of
State hotels. People voted for the
State ownership, but did not express any
desire whatever that the Government
should take power to open hotels in
wholesale fashion. If the measure pass
it will be possible for the Minister to
oyen holels wherever he pleases, even
where they are not regumired at all. The
Premier says an hotel is required at
Kununo:pin, and another at Wongan
Hills. Both are centres in new agrieul-
tural distriets where a great deal of work
is going on, and 2 large amount of wages
being paid, and I think it would be just
as well if we allowed the men earning
those wages to have the use of them, in-
slead of providing Government hotels in
their midst in order that the Government
mizht shave in the distribution of those
wages. [ believe that if State hotels are
{o be established in these agricultural
centtres the Government will find it neces-
sary to exercise the greatest possible eare
in the appointment of managers. In my
experience hofels in agricultural districts
have done a great deal of harm, and
even under the Government system unless
ereat carve is exercised in the choice of
manager this harm will be perpetuated.
We have had experience of State hotels
at Gwalia and at the Cave House, and
now at Dwellingup. T know the two
first named fairly well. Bolh are well
run; indeed it is a pleasure to visit them,
I know nothing of the hofel at Dwelling-
up, but if all one hears about it is true
it is not a very ereditable establishment.
I believe its early history would shock
even the member for Collie.

Mr. A. A. Wilson: It is not fair o
make charges against 1{he manager under
privilege of the House.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: T am not talking
ahout the present manager at all; T say
that in the early stages of its existence
the hotel was disgracefully run, and was
indeed a discredit to the State.

Mr. Lander: Go down and have a look
at it yourself.

Heon. J, MITCHELL: T think the hon.
member would be much happier down
ilere than would 1.

Mvr. Londer: You have no right to try
to injure the present manager.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: Nothing of the
gort; I was speaking of the early history
of the place.

Mr, Lander: You are trying to injure
the manager. Give us something about
your brother having been appointed agri-
coltural inspector; that is more in your
line; that and the Narra Tarra estate.

Hon. J, MITCHELL: [ have heard
sonething of my brother having heen ap-
pointed to the Agricultural Bank, but it
has nothing to do with the question,
However, if the lunatic who vepresemis
Bast Perth will keep quiet

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member
must withdraw and apologise.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: I withdraw and
apologise. I bad nothing to do with the
appointment of my brother to the Agri-
enltural Bank; the position oceupied by
him is one under the managing trustee.
When introdueing the Bill, the Minister
said little of the result of the operations
of the hotels we have already established.
Surely it would have becn fit and proper
for him to tell us exactly how these ven-
tures stand. If we have made money out
of the business we are entitled to have

“ from the Government some statement in

regard to each of these hotels. Something
has been said, too, of the appointment of
manager of the State hotel at Dwellingup.
I was told that Mr. O'Connor, the man-
ager, was in the electorate of the Minister
for Lands, and had worked for the Min-
ister for Lands.

The Attorney General:
denied; yor know that.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: No, I believed
it Lo be absolutely true.

The Attorney General: But you have
since been told that it is not.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: If the Attorney
General will keep quiet, I will endeavonr
to explain. T have sinee been told hy
members opposite that Mr. O’Connor, who
worked for the Minister for Lands, is not
the Mr. O’Connor, manager of the State
hotel. T want to say that the leader of the
Opposition heard from me that the two
My, 0’Connors were identical; and I had
zood authority for the informaiion I
gave to the leader of the Opposition. My

It has been
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informant told me that the same M.
’Connor had worked for my friend the
member for Perth.

Mr. A. A. Wilson: Do you object
to his working for the member for Perth?

Hou. J. MITCHELL : Not at all; but
I wish to make the matter clear. The
leader of the Opposition dealt with this
questton on the sirength of the informa-
tion [ bad given him.

The Attorney General : And you arve
now sorry for what you did.

Hon. J. MITCHELL : No, I am not

sorry, T think the appoiniment was a
Jolly had one. Probably it the Ministry
were  frank they would fell us why

they asked that the applieants for the po-
sition should be reduced to twelve. Was
it in" order that Mr. O’Connor’s name
might be ineluded. even though he were
only eleventh on the list? Did one ever
before hear of a Minister asking the Pub-
lic Service Commissioner to reduce the
applicants for a position to twelve for a
final choice? Why were they not cut
down to three, or two, or beiter still, to
one? The name of the appointee was
the eleventh on the list. Tt is strange, to
say the least of it, that this method of
selection was adopted. The member for
Suhiace declared that no Labour sup-
povter had ever been appointed to any
posttion by ihe late Governmeni. He
knows that to be wrong. Hundreds of
unionists were sent out to work by the
late Government.

Mr. Dwyer: At pick and shovel; those
are the only jobs you ever gave them.

Hon. J. MITCHELL : Hundreds of
men out of work to-day beecause we are
not in power were found work by us,
and hon, members opposite know it quite
well. Then there were other appoint-
menis. too, which were made; it did not
enncern me whether a man were Labour
or Liberal, so lonz as he was a good
worker.  Your own Premier will tell you
that. Another obhjectionable feature in
this measure is that whilst the Premier
proposes to disregard entirely the local
opiion poll it is provided that there may
be prepared and presented petitions
against the granting of all licenses,
signed by persons residing within three

. itself,
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miles of the site of the proposed hotel
It seems to me it is an objectionable prac-
tice to receive petilions in regard to pro-
posed licenses, The loeal option poll
would be preferable to that. But T sug-
gest to the Attorney General that he
allow a ¢lause to be inserted providing
that a seeret ballot be taken of the resi-
dents before it is decided to establish
a hotel. The Premier should respect the
Licensing Act. 1 think that so drastic an
alteration as is vepresenied in the Bill
shonld have been made in the Tiecensing
Act. The Premier says that prohibition
is impracticable just now, but that it will
not he so when people have had ex-
perience of State hotels. He must en-
tertain a very bad opinion of the effect
his hotels will have. 1 understood it was
proposed to improve the brand of liquor.

The Attorney (eneral : Are you un-
eonseious thal vou ave misvepresenting
the Premier?

Hon, f. MITCHELL ; 1 am conscions
that T am reperesenting him corvectly.
The Attorney General : No.

Hon, J. MITCHELL : Yes; I have
read his actual words from Hansard
I hope tisat the Bill wiil not be-
come law, and I am very surprised in-
deed, that it has heen hrought down.
From tinte to time we have heen told
that the Minisiry are in favour of redue-
ing  the opportunity for purchasing
fiquor. We are told that they favour
local option in the fullest possible meas-
nre; there is to be no half-heartedness
about it. The majority are to have the
righl to say whether liguor shail he sold
or nat; but if this Bill is earvied, it will
not matter very much what the people
sav. F will matter not at all if the peo-
ple voie as one man against the issue of
licenses; so long as thev vole that if
hotels are to be established the Govern-
ment are to establisk them, the Govern-
ment can establish them wherever thev
wish. Tt seems to me that the Government
are asking for a power that is altogether
teo great, and they are asking Parliament
to pass a Bill that will work great harm.
I hope, however, there will be found suf-
ficient members in the House who believe
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that the liguor traffic should be controlled
by the people, and who, even if they
favour State ownership of hotels as I do,
will yet vote against a measure which will
place in the hands of one man the sole
power to say when, where, and how hotels
are to be established.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN (Monorary
Minister) : T have been very much sur-
prised to hear the remarks of the lon.
member for Northam. He admitied that
he was rvesponsible for an unwarranted
attack on the Government throngh an
error, aud vet he did not have the manli-

ness to apologise for bis mistake. I must’

gay that if anyone had told me that the
member for Northam, when he found
that he had made a mistake, would not
have taken the first opportunity of apolo-
gising to the Minister for Lands for
allowing a false statement of corrupt
lraclices to go through the eountry, I
woutld have said that person was mistaken.

Hon. J. Mitehell: Wait till T get it
confirmed.

Hon. W, C. ANGWIN (Honorary
Minister): The interjection of the hon.
member serves to eonfirm my statement
that he did not take the first opportunity
of vectifying the error when he found
that he was in the wrong. The hon. mem-
ber has stated that the Bill empowers the
Government to open as mabny hotels in
any district as they desire, whether those
holels ave wanted or not, and he said that
in all rrobability the Government would
open hkotels, even if they were not re-
quired. I would like to draw atteniion
to the faet that continually this evening
the hon. memher has interjected that it
will not be long before the Government
are sitting on the Opposition side again.

Hon. J. Mitchell: Quite trme foo, if
vou go on like this.

Hon. W. ¢, ANGWIX (Honorary Min-
ister}: If the hon. member helieves that,
T want to say that the Government to-day
helieve that any body of men who held
the Treasury benches will not force a
hotel on any distriet econtrary to the
wishes of the people in that district.

Hon. J. Mitehell: That is not provided
in the Bill
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Hon. W, C. ANGWIN (Honorary Min-
ister): No, because we believe in the
lionour of the men whe liold the Treasury
benches for the time being, and we believe
that they would not dare to go against
the wishes of the people in any district.
In regard to Dwellingu:, the hon. mem-
ber said that the Ministry had foreed a
hotel on the distriet contrary to the

.wishes of the people, but why does the

hon. member not hanestly admit that in
the Ticensing Act the Government of
which he was a member introduced a sec-
tion which nullified the local option in that
district and any other so situated. The laie
Government inserted a clause in the Bili
that the magistrate should have power
to override the desire of the people in any
distriet if an application applied to a
hotel outside a radius of 15 miles of any
other hotel. Section 45 includes the fol-
lowing provision:—

Except when Resolution D has been
carried and is in foree in the distriet,
the Licensing Court may in its disere-
tion grant a license for premises in any
loecality in which no licensed premises
are sitnated within a radius of fifteen
miles from the premises to which the
applieation relates.

That shows that the hon. member's own
Acet nullified the loeal option volte so far
as Dhwellingup is eoncerned, and the same
scetion has been exercised in other dis-
triets as well as Dwellingup. I want to
draw the attention of the House to the
vote in the Forrest licensing division. At
the time when the local option vote was
taken there were 177 votes in favour of
increasing the lieenses in that district,
and there were 327 arainst an inerease.
Those 327 voters were against granting
a fresh license to a private individual in
that distriet. because when we go farther
on we find that there were 728 voters in
favour of granting a license to a State
hatel.

Mr. Harper: That was a requisition.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIX (Honorary Min-'
ister): No, that is the result of the ref-
erendum as published in the Government
Gazette aver the name of XMr, E. G. Sten-
herg, the Chief Electoral Officer.
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Mr. George: Because sly grog was
rampant.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN (Honorary Min-
ister) : That might be so, but that was
vot the argument which the hon. member
for Northam put up. The vote in that
district was conclusively in favour of the
erection of a State hotel. The member
for Mnrray-Wellington argned that the
State should go before the licensing board
in the same manner as a private indi-
vidual, and he contended that if the State
wns blocked from getting a license, it
would be useless for any private person
to apply. Tf that is so, how has it acted
in the past? 1 have known of individuals
in a distriet beinz refused a license, and
of the licensing district, when the power
was in the hands of the magistrate, being
made to suit other individuals who were
applying for licenses. 1 had that experi-
ence in a case in which I was opposing
an application.

Mr. George: Do you not admit that if
the State was refused a lcense, the licen-
sing board would never dare to grant a
license to a private individeal?

Hon. W, . ANGWIN (Honorary Min-
ister): No, because, as the member for
Bunbury pointed out, the members of
hicensing courts are human, aod if they
acted fairly and squarely as their posi-
tion requires they shonid, why should
they refuse a license to one individual and
make it available for another applicant?

Mr. George: Have not the Government
power to deal with the licensing board in
such cases? )

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN (Honorary Min-
ister} : None whatever. They ecan re-
move the members of the licensing board
later on, but by that time the injury has
been done. The same thing conld happen
in this district. Suppose the State were
applying for a hotel license, and some
private individual was wanting a license
in the same distriet, there wounld be a pos-
sibility of the individual being favoured,
especially if those who sat on the hench
were not in favour of State hotels. T am
in favour of State hotels, because T be-
lieve this to be the first step towards pro-
hibition. T believe that if we ean get
State hatels established private interests
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will be gradually eliminated, and those
who wish to rid the State of what is an
evil will be able lo do so without the op-
position of private interesis. But we
must not forget that money rules to a
great extent, and if there is a loeal option
poll taken, especially where it is likely
to affect private individuals whose inter-
esis are at stake, it is only to be expected
that those who are opposed to the drink
traffic will have to figzht strongly against
those whose interests are at stake. Pri-
vate interests would put up a big battle,
but if we have State hotels and there are
no individual interesis, that opposition is
removed, and there is a greater possi-
bility of redueing the number of hotels, if
not wiping them out altogether, than ex-
ists to-day. A good deal has been said
about the hotel ar Dwellingup. 1 have
not had the opportunity of visiting that
hotel, but if it or any other hotel did not
get more enstom from others than it gets
from me, very few of them would be in
existence. T have, however, had the op-
portunity of visiting the State hotels at
Gwalia and Yallingup. and so far as the
former is concerned. no ane who went
there with the idea of forming a fair
opinion could come away without being
atrongly in Tavour of State hatels. While
I was at Gwalia, I never saw one man
standing at any time in the har of the
State hotel, but, in the neighbouring town
of Leonora, one could see men standing
there hour after hour, and no deubt in
many instances continning the drinking
which was doing them an injury. At the
Gwalia State hotel, immediately a man
took his drink, he left the bar, because
it was recognised by the people of the
distriet that the State hotel was not a
drinking shop, but an accommodation
house; and the same thing will apply no
doubt to the State hotels wherever they
are established in any part of the State.
T have seen petitions lodged for the erec-
tion of State hotels in one or two agricul-
taral districts, and T was rather surprised
by a number of the names and oecupa-
tions of the gentlemen who signed those
petitions. The reasons given were that
they realised that within a verv short
reriod. the time wonld come when pri-
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vate individuals would apply for a license
in that distriet, and under the clanse T
have read relating to the 15-mile radius,
that license would be granted. In the
interests of the district, and the safety
of the people of the district in trying to
keep down the consumption of intoxicat-
_ing liguors, they prefer to have a State
haotel to a drinking shop in their midst.

Mr. Monger: What is the difference
between a drinking shop and a State
hotel 3 ’

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN (Honorary Min-
‘ister) : The hon. member ought to know;
he has had more experience than I have.

Mr. Monger: I donbt if.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN (Honorary Min-
ister) : The State hotel is erected for the
express purpose of aceonnpodating the
people who travel and reside in that dis-
triet, while a drinking shop is erected
for the express purpose—well, it brings
to my mind a remark T heard in a train
while coming from the goldfields not long
ago. A farmer stated that the hotels
were the best friend the farmers had.
He was asked why sueh was the case, and
he replied that if the hotel had not been
there, there would be no farm labourers
because they would all be owning farms
of their own. That, no doubt, is a. fact.
The farmers’ cheques are dropped into
the drinking shop, and that accounts for
the cheap labour on the farms.

Mr. Monger: Where are the drinking
dens?

Hon. W. . ANGWIN (Honorary
Minister) : I did not use flie words dens.
In regard to the Bill now before the
House, I feel satisfied that the interests
of the people in any distriet are amply
protected. Before an hotel can be erected
a petition may be lodged against it hy
people living within a radius of threc
miles of where the hotel is to be erected.
At present there is no necessity for that
petition if the hotel is outside of the 15
_ miles radins. The magistrate has full
discretion, and seeing that is so, I do not
think (hat any Ministry, no matter what
party it might come from, wonld foree
an hotel in defiance of the wishes of the
people of any district. The provision of
this radius of three miles, giving residents

1574

an opportunity to oppose the erection of
an hotel, I think fully safeguards their
inferests.

Mr. MULLANY (BMenzies) : While
rising to support this measure, I do so
in the hope that it will pass this Chamber
as well as the Legisiative Coueil in its
present form, and I trust that it will lead
to a considerable extension of the State
control of the liquor traffie, and that in
the near future there will be considerable
addilions to the number of State-owneil
hotels in Western Ausiralin. A good deal
has been said in the course of the debale
regarding the eharacter of the bulk of the
men who are earning their living as pub-
licans tu this State. Like the member for
Pitbara, I think I ean claim to have had
a fair experience of publicans, and -f
other business men, and I feel juslified in
elaiming that the business morality of
liotelkeepers is quite as good as that of
other classes of business men in this
State. Whether that is the case or nof,
we cannot do any injury to the bulk of
the people by a considerable extension of
the system of the State control of the
liguor traffie. The first object which
should be sought in the State control of
the liquor trafiie is the elimination of the
element of profit to any one individual
eoncerned in the traftie, and by having
State hotels we will make one large and
definite step in tlns direction. Neither the
State manager, nor any employee in an
hotel, would have any more interest in
forecing up his sales, or inducing people
Lo drink, than the officer in charge of any
other Government department would have
in trying to foree the business of his de-
partment,

Mr. Monger: Why do not you keep the
highest class of spirit then?

Mr. MULLANY : T think T will be able
to show that State hotels do keep the best
class of spirits procurable, but I think
we can go further, and I trust the State
will go further and distribute its own
spirit with a guavantee of its purity. I
was struek by a remark made by the
leader of the Opposition to the effeet that
the hotel business is one of the hardest
upon whieh to keep a check. That state-
ment is open to great criticism. I was
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inelined to think directly the opposite {o
that, because it is well known to people
who have had any experience of the trade
that when a guantity of liquor is sent into
a house to be sold, they know exaetly what
percentage of profit should be returned
from it. If this department is ran on
business lines, and there is a striet waleh
kept on the hotels, and the returns are
properly kept, I fail to see where the
leader of the Opposition can find grounds
for the statement that the liquor traffic is
one of the hardest to control in a business-
like manner. That gentleman went further
and said that some employees might be
tempted. for their own profit, to adulier-
ate liquor, or sell liquor which they should
not  We have in Western Australia a
system of Siate batteries. This is a
sysfem npon which I think it is very much
harder to keep a check, as regards the
manager or employees, than Siate hotels
would possibly be. Yet we do not hear
that it is impossible to get an honest
manager, or honest employees for a State
batlery, men who if they wish to be dis-
honest, have greater opporvtunities than
the manager of a State hotel would have.
The Government have been able to get
honest men for the Staie batleries, and
why should they not get honest men as
managers for the State hotels as well?
To a certain extent I agree with the
leader of the Opposition in the statement
that Siate hotels should be open to inspec-
tion by an inspeetor of liquor. 1 do not
know that there is any provision in this
measure lo that effect.

The Attorney Generval: It is provided
that they shall be.

Mr. MULLANY: With this provision
I do not see why the leader of the Oppo-
sition should be so fearful that bad liquor
will be sold in State hotels. Mr. Monger
asked why they do not sell good liquor.
1t is news to me to hear that bad liquor
is ever sold. I have a list of the liquors
sold at the Gwalia State hotel; T do not
know whether the brands are good or not,
but I might mention that in the list are
Hennessey’s Three Star, Martell’s, Black
Horse, and others. I will pass the list to
the member for York and he will be able
to say whether they are good or not.
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Mr. Harper: They arve shilling drinks,
are they not?

Mr, MULLANY: Yes, all goldfields’
drinks are,

Mr. George: Why?

Mr, MULLANY: I suppose they are
very rich in those parts. The leader of
the Opposition seemed to be very solicit-
ous, as he usually is, for the property
owners; he said he hoped that the Bill
would not Jead to the State buying hotels,
or entering into the hotel business, in
cittes or towns where there is alveady
ample hotel accommodation. He instanced
the Railway Hotel in Perth, the unexpired
poriton of the lease of which has recently
been sold. I believe the Swan Brewevry
has control of this hotel. I am not very
solicitons about the interests of suech as
the Swan or any other brewery which
seeks to monopolise the drink trade. Un-
doubtedly, while ihese large corporations
or eompanies are able to buy up and gain
control of a large perceniage of the hotels
in any town, bad results must follow, and
we cannot do better than ereate a greater
monopoly, a monopoly by the State,
althongh those words are a contradiction
becaunse there cannot be such a thing as
a State monopoly. It is obvious that
there can be no State monopoly, because
it would break down of its own weight
from the fact of every eitizen being a
shareholder in it, This system of com-
panies, large or small, getting control of
a number of licensed liouses, 1 contend,
is a bad one, and if I am ever given an
opportunity, and 1 trust we will gef{ an
opporiunity, te bring legislation forward
to deal with the tied house system, T
would be pleased to do all I could to-
wards wiping out this system. 1 have
seenn beer which has heen refused by a
free house on aceount of its quality, sent
back to the brewery, and when the carter
reported that the load had been returned
il was, without being taken off the trolley,
sent to a tied house which eould not re-
fuse to aceept it. This, I believe, is done
repeatedly, and it is necessary (o combat
this evil of the tied honse system in this
State, a system which I believe prevails
in the other States also. I do not intend
to say anvthing regarding the method of
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appointing State hotel managers. 1 care
not whether a Liberal or Labour Govern-
ment is in power, but when we put gentle-
men in charge of the Treasury benches we
should accept the appointments they make
and give them eredit for making appoint-
ments which are in the best interests of
the State.

Mr. Georpe:
Tiable to ere.

Me. MULLAXNY:  Mr. George infers
that he has not such faith in their ap-
pointrnents as other members have; that
is probably due te his long experience in
political life, 1 have faith that the gen-
tlemnen on the Treasury benches can ad-
minister the affairs of the State. I was
surprised io hear the member for Nor-
tham slate that there were rmnours that
the conducl of the State lhotel at Dwel-
lingup was a2 disgrace to the State. I
am surprised indeed to Lear a man such
as the member for Northam, one who has
filled {he rezponsible position of Minister
of the Crown, state in this Chamber on
such a flimsy ground as rumour, thar the
conduct of the hotel was anything but
creditable. Surely the hon. member
should have someihing with whiech to
substantiate that statement. In the next
breath the hon. member admits he has
never been at the hotel at Dwellingup. He
knows nothing from his own knowledge,
and he gave us no information as to
the souree from which he got his infor-
mation. If I moy be permitted to use the
expression, it is eowardly for him to
come lere and attack the reputation of
the manager of the State hotel at Dwel-
lingup on what he says is mere rumonr,
The hon, member knows that his words
will be published in the newspapers
through the State, and that they eannot
be construed into anything else but a
dircet attack on the competeney and
character of the man in charge of the
hotel at Dwellingup. It is a cowardly
thing on the part of the hen. member to
make such a charge against a man with-
out having anything to back it up. I
am sorry the hon, member is not now in
the Chamber. but he will have the same
opporiunity of reading what T say as the
publie will have of reading his attack.

They are human and
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I have a little more knowledge of the
State hotel at Dwellingup than the mem-
ber for Northam. I have stayed there for
several days, and [ have visited the State
hotel at Gwalia and stayed at many
nrivate hotels in different paris of the
State; and T ean say from my own oh-
servation that, while T was at the State
hotel at Dwellingup, it was as well con-
dneted as any hotel, State or private, in
Western Australia. 1 have no direct
knowledge of the present manager except
for having met him while T was a guest
at the hotel; but if the hotel is conducted
on the same lines as when I was there,
the State need nol be afraid of ils con-
duct under the present management.
My, George: 'There has been no at-
tack en the conduct of the present man-

ager.
Mr. MULILANY: The mewmber for
Norlham said that it was runoured

throughout the State that the conduct of
the Siate hotel at Dwellingup was any-
thing but a credit to the State.

A7r. George: That was in the early
davs,
Mr. MULLANY: Last Christmas?

What do you mean by early days? At
any rate I am pleased T am stinging
someone.

Mr. George:
make & mistake.

Mr. MULLANY: When members
make charges they should have better
information to zo on. T trust that the
carrving of this measure will lead not
only to an increase in a number of
State hotels in the State, but ultimately
to the Siate going in for the manufae-
ture, distribution. and sale of alcoholic
liquors of all sorts which people like or
find necessary to use. Alecholic lingor
of goud quality, used as it was intended
to be us~d, is nseful and necessary, If
we go back thiough history T think it is
impossible to go far enough to find any
time when alevhol in some shape or form
was never used, If we ave to try to stop
the nse of aleohol in a legitimate manner
we will find people. perhaps, taking
things more harmful to them than is the
use of alecholie liquor in 2 moderate
shape. While human nature is as it is

I did oot wish you to
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I believe there will always be aleohol
used, and T think we are on right lines
to try to get the State to control the
sale now, while at some future time I
trust the State will control the manu-
factare, distvibution, and sale of aleoholie
liguor of all sorts.

Mr. ALLEN (West Perth): It was
not my in{ention to speak on the sub-
ject, hut there seems to be a great deal
of heat introduced into the matter of the
appointment of hotel managers. I am
totally opposed to the establishment of
State hotels. I think it is simply an-
other eneroachment on private enter-
prisee The Government have enough to
find money for without entering into
private enterprises of this description.
There has been a great deal of heat in-
troduced into the debate to-night on aec-
count of the appointment of managers of
State hotels. I have heard the denial by
the Minister for Lands that the gentle-
man appointed manager of the Diwel-
lingup State hotel was not the same in-
dividual who assisted him or the member
for Perth in the recent elections. The
controversy to-night, however, has shown
that it wounld be much better for the selee-
tion of the managers of State hotels to
be made by the Public Service Commis-
sioner and confirmed by the licensing
benches. There would then be no oppor-
tunity for suggesting that either party
in power had an ulterior motive in ap-
pointing a manager of an hotel. It is
regrettable so much personality and heat
has been introduced into the debate on
a Bill of four eclanses.

Mr. MeDowall: Who introduced it?
Mr., ALLEN: Both sides.

Mr. MeDowall: It was a misstate-
ment from your side.

Mr. ALLEN: The statement was
made. and if was common talk about the
town, though T am glad to hear it denied
as being untrue, that for supporting a
certain candidate this manager received
his appointment. I am glad to hear the
Minister’s denial, but the rumour was
afloat.

The Attorney General: And yonr side
set it afloat. -
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Mr. ALLEN: The member for Men-
zies made a loud-voiced attack on the
member for Northam because he con-
demned the mismanagement of the hotel
at Dwellingup in its early days, but cer-
tainly it was in its early days.

dir. George: In the frst week.

Mr, ALLEN: 1In vegard to taking a
referendum  within a rvadius of three
miles, il is quite possible for a distriet
to have the bulk of the population within
three miles, and the population within
that radius may be strong enough to ouat-
vote the proposition altogether. Some
amendment should be earried in Commit-
tee to this. Another elause provides for
notice to be published in the Government
Gazette and in a newspaper for a ceriain
period. T think there might be an jm-
provement in that regard by giving fur-
ther time for circulating the notice. A
great deal of time has been taken over
this Bill of four clauses, and we have
been debating it from all standpoints
outside the Bill itself. It is to be re-
gretted a great deal of time has been
taken up by outside matters, and that a
great deal of heat has been introdnced
that might have been omitted.

Mr. SPEAKER: May I respeetfully
submit before this debate continues that
the discussion on the appointment of the
manager of the Dwellingup State hotel
is outside the provisions of the Bill, I
allowed it to be infroduced because it had
some relevancy to the appointment of
agents. and I conld see no reason why the
method of appointing agents should not
be discussed. but, as has already heen
pointed out, a great deal of the (ime of
the Honse has heen taken up in discussing
that one matter and it has led to the in-
troduetion of other watters whieh have
got further beyond the provisions of the
Bill. As sueh proeeedings may o on ad
infinitum T think it is Dbetter to get back
to the provisions of the Bill, because I
think enough bas been said on both sides
in regard to a matter that does not come
within the provisions of the Bill.

Mr. A. N. PIESSE (Toodvay): 1
favour the principle of State hntels, be-
cause I helieve it is only by such means

_that we can hope for any appreciable
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restriclion of the sale of liquor. From
my knowledge of the conduet of pri-
vately-run institutions the prineipal ob-
jeetion to them is the wholesale supply
of liquor to the publie in general. The
sale of liquor is encouraged beyond a safe
degree. In my district we have voted
quite recently for the establishmment of
State hotels where necessary, because we
felt that by having a State hotel we would
have something of a model institution;
but it we are to be guided by reports in
cireulation with reference to the Dwel-
lingup State Hotel, I fear our dreams in
that vespect have been somewhat upset;
beeause it is common talk that that hotel
makes aboul £100 a month profit from
the sale of liquor, which I maintain is
somewhat defeating the object of those
who installed the hotel tliere. The turn
of the debate to-night has been princi-
pally upon the supply of liquor. Members
seem to hold the view that liquor supply
is one of the first objects. I maintain the
first and principal object of a State
hotel is to provide accommodation. That
15 all we desire in the country distriets.
First the accommodation, and then, of
course, a little drop of that necessary
Tiquid which so many think is so desirable
to depressed spirits.

Mr, Harper : Why not have a restaur-
ant and coffee palace?

Mr. A, N. PIESSE : . That question
has been often asked. T fear it is a rea-
sonable eonclusion that these institutions
will not pay unless they have the liquor
sales ecombined with them. Tf the Bill
heeomes law it erecates an anomaly as
compared with the Licensing Act which
lays it down that there shall not be an-
other hotel within 15 miles of one already
existing. If it is wood for the State that
there shall not be a privately condueted
hotel within that distance, T am at a loss
to see why it is mood for the State that a
State hoiel should be run unless it is of
a partienlarly model eharacter. I would
like fo see an amendment giving the
licensing bench some conirol over these
hotels hefore their erection. In the Licens-
ing Aet we have it laid down that the
licensing beneh shall approve of plans
before a building is erected. That is very
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neeessary. 1 know where applications
for provisional eertificates have been
lodged and in many cases they are for
wooden buildings. Wooden buildings from
my experience when travelling about
the counlry, are a decided menace to the
cutnfory of the people, aud it is abso-
lutely impossible to rest in those build-
ings it there are uoisy individuals on the
promises at the time. We would be told,
n¢ doubt, that such would not be the
case in the Stlate holels, us the Publie
Works authurities would plan for proper
stone or brick buildings in preference to
struetures of wood, but [ might say there
is greal templation to reduce the cost
aud hastening the eonstruehion of these
buildings, and T fear that if the licensing
court docs not exercise some supervision
in that dirvection we shall have blunders.
I alzo think it is neecessary as regards
the agent that the licensing court shounld
have the power to recommend that that
azent be removed or that his license be
suspeuded in the event of a misdemean-
our being committed. At the present
lime tihe licensing court has only power
to move when a breach of the Aet is com-
mitted, and I maintain that dees not
affect the agent to the degree thaf we
would like. We are decidedly in need of
State hotels, but I do not think that it
is altogether necessary that more control
should be given to the licensing court
than is proposed in the measure. When
the Bill is in Committee T will take the
opportunity of moving an amendment in
the directton of increasing the powers
of the court over these hotels,

Mr. GREEN (Kalgoorlie) : T am very
pleased that the Government have
brought forward this Bill, and at the out-
set T might saxy that I agree with the
member for Murray-Wellington that it
is fortunate for the people of Australia
that drunkenness has been on the de-
erease for many years past. I remember
within my own time, when I was a lad,
the number of cases of drunkenness in
the couniry towns were very great in-
deed, but T am pleased to say to-day that
statistics prove that the Anstralians are
becoming moderate drinkers. That has
been brought about principally becanse
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the conditions in Australia are improv-
ing, and also because we recognise as a
business community that it is peeessary
for us, if we wish to beecome an effective
nation, to become at the same time a tem-
perate nation. It was said of the Ameri-
cans when the American fleet were at
Albany that the men of that fleet were
almost all teetotallers, and I take some
pride of grace from the faet that the
party to whieh T belong are largely a
temperanee party. In the Federal Ain-
istry nearly all the members are temper-
ance men, while the majority of the mem-
bers of the present Government—if I am
not ‘eonsidered personal in referring to
them—are also temperanee men. The
Labour party in the old eountry—under
the leadership of Mr. Keir Hardie, one
of the finest men in the old country—

Mr. Monger: I}o not call him that.
Mr. GREEN: I know that the course

of life pursued by Mr. Keir Hardie wonld
not be on all fours with that of the mem-

ber for York, so that he eannot possibly-

liope to have an admirer in that hon.
member. What T was going te vemark
was that I am plensed the Labour party
in the old eouniry are a temperance
party. We recognise if we wish to get
the working people to think, and it is
only neeessary For them to think to know
that what we go after we get, because we
are in the majority, it they are temper-
anee people we have a greater chance of
lifting them and fighting for the objects
for whieh we are striving.  The drink
question is a burning question as hetween
the temperance party and the rest of the
eommunity, and the temperance party
sometimes blame the Labouwr party for
the praposal to introduce State hotels. I
want to say that we are essentially a
demoeratie party and we take this posi-
tion that it should be left with the people
themselves in any particular coromunity
to say whether or not they should have
hotels. We contend that is a demoeratic
standpoint and we do not intend to trim
our sails to catch any particolar party,
either the publicans or the temperance
party, but what we intend to do is to
place the matter in the bhands of the

people. This Bill provides for that very

[ASSEMBLY.]

question and it is entirely safeguarded.
We believe in Slate ownership from
higher meotives than those which appear
to actuate the member for Northamn, who
believes that the Government should rake
in some of the profits that arve heing made
from hotels. [ believe with the Minister
who has jusl recently spoken that this is
largely a temperance question and that
there is no more rapid way of hringing
about temperance reform than to make

this traffic clean. 'The member for
Northam eonsiders that the licensing
bench should be given more power.
Unfortunately under the adminisira-
tion of the Government to which
the hon. member helonged, the ex-
perience of [licensing benches was

not too satisfactory so far as the State
was coneerned. . He will perhaps remem-
ber, if he will allow me to recall the
matter to hig mind. that 3Mr. Kirwan, one
of the representatives of the South Pro-
vinee in the Upper House, was a member
of a licensing bench and because of his
particular cast of political thought the
Government of which the member for
Northam was a member, had that gentle-
man’s name removed from the bench.

Mr. George: Why was Mr. Kirwan re-
moved?

AMr. GREEXN: He was not reappointed
by the late (tovernment.

Me. George: That is a different thing.

Mr. GREEN: The member for Nor-
tham knows full well that these reap-
pointments are continually made on the
expiration of a term of ollice unless there
are serious objections against the reap-
paintment. The presentation of the
papers to the House was sufficient to
show that the failure fo reappoint Mr.
Kirwan was becanse of the political
opinions that gentleman held at that par-
ticular time.

Mr. George:
opinions.

Mr. GREEN: We might very well add
that to the taunt of the hon. member.
The member for Northam, too, is beauti-
fully ineonsistent in his arguments. I
know of no other member who trims to
suif the partienlar interesis that serve his
purpose.

He has no politieal
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Hon. J. Mitehell: Is the bon. member
in order in wsing the expression that T
trim to suit my purpose? I have never
trimmed so far as I know, at any rate on
this particular question.

Mr. SPEAKER: The member for Nor-
tham takes excepiion to the remark. Any
remark whieh is personally offensive is
out of order.

My. GREEN: If the hon. member
deems the remark personally offensive, T
withdraw it. What I was going to say
was that the hou. member trimmed on
this particular occasion, and if he will
allow me to complete my sentence he will
understand what I mean. It was stabed
in the newspaper to-day that tbe hon.
member said he was against certain
broad prineiples, but so long as the work-
shops for agrienltural machinery went to
Northam, he would be prepared fo see
that they went through. That simply
goes to prove the enntention 1 gave ex-
pression to, and whieh, according to the
usages of the House I had to withdraw.
Returning lo the subject matter of the
debate. T desire to mention that T had the
unforfunafte experience to-day of learn-
ing what private ownership of hotels
means. While T am proud to think that
in Australia generally drunkenness is
eradually deecreasing, it is at the same
time a regettable feature that in some of
our country distriets it is still something
appalling. This morning T left the town
of Quairading where there is a small hotel
owned by private enterprise, and T am
bold enough to say that never in the
whole of my experience have T seen any
hotel conducted as that particular place
is being conducted at the present time.
Night and day there are drunken men
hanging around that hotel in a most de-
plovable condition, getiing poisonons
liquor even when they are in a state of
intoxication, and the eonsequence is that
drunken brawls are continually ocenr-
ring. Last night through a drunken
brawl a man was killed at that partienlar
hotel and the man who was unfortunate
enough to take a part in that affray is
now fodged in the York gaol.  Under
State eontral the manager of that hotel
would have been dizmissed immediately
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he began to supply liguor to drunken
men, and then such a ifragedy as that
which I have related would never have
oceurred. Such a thing should be suffi-
cient to justify members in this House,
irrespective of their particular trend of
politics, to unanimously declare for Staie
hotels,  1n my electorate of Ialgoorlie
and the adjoining electorate of Boulder
there are no fewer than 96 hotels, and I
think I am safe in saying that if past
Governments had been wise enough to
bring in a measure to see that these
hotels, at any rate, had been State hotels,
licenses would not have been granted so
freely. 1 have mueh pleasure in giving
my support to the second reading of the
Bill

Mr. MONGER (York): After the re-
marks of the member for Kalgoorlie, it
is necessary that I should have something
to say, even if I had not otherwise in-
tended 1o speak on the gnestion. During
the Premier’s speech I referred to the
quality of the liquor supplied by the
Btate hotels. It is regrettable to learn
from the member for Kalgoorlie of the
ineident he referred to as having iaken
place in a portion of my electorate. I
attribute this, and many other incidents
which have been referred to in the debate,
to the quality of liquor supplied, not only
by those in the backbloeks, bui those in
the fowns, and more particalarly the gold-
fields towns, where so many licenses are
held. But I am told that the quality of
the liquor supplied by the State hotels
is above veproach. One of my friends
on the opy:osite side has been good enough
to hand me a list of these liguors, and
of tha various brands which, I understand,
are sapplied at the State hotel at the
ordinary price when ecalled for. T do not
know which Minister has charge of these
State hotels, but T would suggest to him
that he cut ont five-sixths, or I might
almost zay seven-eighths, of the brands on
this list, and supply only the vemainder.
That would mean that only the very best
of liquors available in Western Anstralia
wonld be supplied to customers at the
State hotels. I think I will be supported
by members on both sides of the Honse
when T say that if the liquor is of the
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highest possible quality very little harm
will be done, even if a man or a woman
should occasionally take a little in excess
of the quantity which he or she is entitled
to. But in regard fo some of the brands
on this list, I would snggest to the mein-
ber for Leonora that he have another lock
at the report prepared by Mr, Inspector
Mann a couple of years ago. All these
liquors, I am told, are sold at the one
price. Much as I like Australian brands
of brandy, if it is intended to compare
“Boomerang” with “Martel’s Three Star,”
and charge the same price for each, it is
intended to do something a little bit above
what 1 was expecting. From my experi-
ence, and from what I have heard of these
State hotels, whilst not attempling for
one moment to cast the slightest reflection
npon the management, past or present, ]
wonld ask the Minister in charge to delets
from this list the greater proportion of
the brands shown thereon.

Mr., Foley: What is wrong with some
of them, according to Mr. Mann’s report?

Mr, MONGER : T might hit yon hardest
if I strnck the most familiar one of the
erowd. Take “Walker's Speeial Black
Label,” and here, immediately underneath,
“Bruee Scott”—there is no comparison
hetween the two. The first named is in-
voiced from the old country at 13s. a
vallon, and the last at about 5s. They
pay the same duty, so how can the two be
compared? And why should the same
price be charged in the hotel for hoth?
My prineipal objection to the State hotels
is that hitherto their policy has been to
make money. They have done this even
at the cost of the comfort of those resid-
ing in their immediate vicinity. Their one
attempt has been to make money by seil-
ing to the mining population and the
timber population, the class of liguor re-
ferred to by the member for Kalgoorlie
as having, perhaps, caused that incident
related by him this evening. In my
sojourns through this State, and more
particularly through the agrieuliural dis-
tricts, I have seen labelled up more brands
of inferior mixtures than I had previously
thought te be in existence.

Mr. Lander: Where are your blind in-
spectors? , P T
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Mr. MONGER: I am giad of the inter-
jeetion, because I myself want to know
where our inspectors are that they are
not gt these places. How is it that when
an inspector goes up inte an agrieultural
area, or inte a mining district, someliow
or other the dogs get fo know, and instead
of selling illicit liguor, perhaps liquor
manufactured on the premises, they have
time to stow it away to be produced at
some subsequent opportunity?

Mr. Foley: Thal is not the ease with
the State hotel.

Mr. MONGER: I know the State hotels
can de no harm. If the Bill be passed,
and power given to ihe managers of the
State hotels as proposed in the measure,
perhaps the time may come, Sir, wien
you and I may be refused a little refresh-
ment at the hands of the manager of a
State hotel. I desire to commend, fivst
to the Minister in charge of the Bill, and
secondly to the Chief Accountant of the
Mines Department

Mr. Foley: He has nothing to do with
it

Mr. Wisdom: He controls explosives.

Mr. MONGER: 1 desire to eommend {o
those gentlemen this list of liquors sup-
plied by the various Stale hotels at the
one price, as I am assured by the member
for Leonora; and I will content myself
with the one snggestion that they oblit-
erate from their list all these faulty and
mixed blends, as referred to in a harsh
and severe style in Mr, Inspector Mann’s
report furnished to Parliament a couple
of sessions back. If they will confine
themselves to keeping only those pure and
high-class liguors, and if the Government,
in their desire to assist the comfort and
well-being of the people, will give greater
faeilities to those who oecasionally come
along in search of pure liquor, they will
be doing more in this regard than has
hitherto been attempted. In conclusion,
T submit that the poliey of the Govern-
ment, if it be in the direction of State
hotels, should be good liquor, good acecom-
modation, and comfort for those whe
patronise these establishments.

Mr. WISDOM (Claremont) : As 1
understand there is likely to be a division

" ‘on the second reading I do not desire to
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give a silent vote. So far as the estab-
lishment of State hotels is eoncerned, 1
personally have no objection. As a matter
of fact, I favour State ownership of
hotels, and I think it has been shown
tairly conclusively that the people gener-
ally realise that in the retailing of liquor
it is better that the State should eonirel
that trafic. In listening to the debate
this evening, I was interested to note that
on few occasions did the members speak-
ing stick to the meaning or intentions of
the Bill. We bave heard a great deal
about the appointment of managers, of
the quality of the liquors, the question of
tied houses, breweries, and many other
sitbjects connected with the liquor traffic.
But it seems to me that this Bill has
nothing to do with those questions. My
coneeption of the Rill is that the Govern-
ment, in wishing o establish State hoiels,
are endeavouring to evade certain pro-
visions of the Licensing Aect, 1911. We
have had the principle laid down’ from
the Government side of the House that
wherever the Government entered into
eompetition with privale enterprise, they
wonld do so on the same lines and under
the same eonditions as private enterprise,
but here we find that the Government pro-
pose, in establishing State hotels, to get
out of several of the responsibilities that
private enterprise has to undertake in that
trade. In the fivst place the Bili seeks 1o
enable the Government to aveid approacl-
ing the licensing bench in conneection with
the establishment of a new hotel. That
means that they will not be bound to sub-
mit plans of the proposed building, or
to consider local requirements in any way
whatever. I know that licensing boards
have been hitherto most exacting im re-
gard to the elass of buildings and the
accommodalion to be supplied, and in
many eases of my own knowledge they
have forced the applicants to construct
buildings much in excess of the require-
ments of the district. The Government
propose to get ont of that responsibility
altogether, and I do not think that can be
said to be competing fairly with private
enterprise. Another thing I object to is
that in ignoring the licensing board, they
are ignoring the body which is best con-
stituted to judge of the requirements of
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its particular distriet with regard to
licenses. It is absurd to expeet that any
Government department can jodge the
reguirements of a licensing district as well
as the board which has been constituled
o carry out that duty,

Mr, B. J, Stubbs: This Bill is placing
it in the bands of the people.

Mr. WISDOM: The Bill takes a portion
of the power out of the hands of the
people, beeause it enables the Government
to ignore two provisions in the local
option clanses of the 1911 Licensing Aet,
and to only observe one,

The Minister for Mines: The nnmber
of hotels already in existenece does not
speak well for licensing boards in the
past.

Mr. WISDOM: In those eircumsiances
it wonld be simpler and fairer to the
Government and to private enterprise to
amend the Licensing Act. There is no
guestion as to the desirability or other-
wise of State hotels. The Government
already have every power to erect State
hotels if they wish to do so, but they have
to apply in the ordinary way and ecomply
with all the conditions that private ap-
plicants have to observe. That, I think,
is fair., 1f the Government wish to ereect
State hotels, and that I favour, let them
come under the same conditions as apply
to private enterprise, and those condi-
tions are set forth in existing legisla-
tion, Therefore, if the Government are
honest in their professed desire to com-
pete fairly with private enterprise, there
is no neecessity whatever for this Bill,
becanse they have all the power neces-
sary in the existing legislation.

Mr., HARPER (Pingelly): Whilst I
am not opposed to the ownership of
hotels by the State, I eertainly am op-
posed to granting licenses until ancther
referendum is taken. The last vote taken
on this question showed a small majority
of people to be in favour of an increase
of licenses.

Mr. Taylor: It was a very small poll,

Mr, HARPER: A very small number
of votes was reeorded in favour of licen-
ses being increased, althomgh there was
a much larger number in favoor of State-
owned hotels. There are some provisions
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in this Bill in regard to State hotels that
I objecl to; one is thal a majority of
peaple in a district have to vote against
ithe liceuse being granied. I say that that
provision should he reversed, and dis-
tricts that vequire a license should vote
in favour of having a license granled;
thus the responsibility would be placed
on the people. We all know thal the
Ppeople are inclined to be a little neglect-
ful in vecording their votes, but it a dis-
trict or town required a lieense I think
the people would take sullicient interest
to vote to that effeet, 10 which case they
could make applieation to the Government
to have a Stale hotel established. In
regard to the Dwellingnp Hotel, T am of
opinion that that hotel was forced on
the people of the district.

Mr. Taylor: They have taken to it very
kindly.

Mr. HARPER: Yes, but I remember
that some of the hon. members who ad-
vocated the establishment of that hotel
said that the men in the district were of

fine physique and earned good wages,’

and rherefore a hotel was very desirable.
Evervthing points to that hotel being
only a drinking shop, a tap room; that
should not be the aim or object of a Gov-
ernment in connection with State hotels.

The Minister for Mines: We do not
mind buying out hotels suchk as the Es-
planade.

Myr. BARPER: The (overnment ecan
buy ounl the Esplanade Hotel at any time,
because all the drink trade it does is harm-
less. It has been said that the Gwalia
State Hotel is a great success, but that
is heeanse it is a drinking establishment.
It is in a place where there are a large
number of men enrning good wages,
where there is no oppeosition to if, and
where there have always heen a number
of slv groggeries. It seems to that the
Government are anxious to erect hotels
wherever there is a good drinking trade
to be done. That should not be the ob-
jeet of the Government; they should have
in view the ereetion of hotels at seaside
resorts, and other places where it is
pleasant to live, instead of placing them
where they are specially required for
drinking: - purposes. - «~ - The - Dwellingnp
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State Hotel is essentially a drinking es-
tablishment, hecause 1 am prelty certain
that no hon. member ¢an prove that many
people reside on the premises.

Mr. Lander: I have resided there.

Mr. HARPER: People only reside
there for a brief time. There are not a
large number of travellers in the dis-
tiet, and the hotel «innot have been placed
there for 1heir convenience., A grent deal
has been said ahont the manarewent, and
my opinion is that State hotels onght to
be under the same conditions in every
respect as  those louses working under
the Licensing Aet. The police onght to
have the same supervision——

The Attorney General: So they have.

Mr. HARPER : T am glad to hear that.
And the execise officer ought to have the
same privilege of testing the liguor at
any time as in any other hotel.

Mr. Dwyer: In a Siate hotel there is
no incentive to adulterate liquor.

Mr. HARPER: To err is human, and
a State hotelkeeper is just as likely to err
as anyhody else. Liquor eould be easily
adulterated and larger profits made, whieh
perhaps might not go in the right dirvec-
tion. There exists, to my mind, abso-
Jute necvessity for striet supervision. The
rreatest care should be observed in the
selection of a manager of a State lotel,
beecause in all hotels a great deal de-
pends upon the management, which is a
very responsible and arduous duty.

The Minister for Mines: Do you think
we ought to have barmaids in the State
hotels?

Mr. HARPER: No, I would not ap-
prove of barmaids in State hotels. T am
not altogether coneerned on that matter,
because it is one that ean be lefi 1o the
licensing bench, and that beneh should
have the right to grant a license to a
State hotel as well as to any other hotel.
As regards the matter of accommodation,
if the State has the right to put ap a
small place with inadequate accommoda-
tion it would he very unfair to the resi-
dents and travellers in the distriet con-
cerned. I hope many amendments will be
made in Committee. I do not see the
necessity for passing the Bill at pre-
sentseeing that a large number of voters
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at the last referendum opposed any fur-
ther licenses.

Mr. Foley: You should see how they
voted where they have a State hotel,

My, HARPER : I think drink has done
a great deal of harm in the agrieultural
distriets.

Mr. Foley: It has done a great deal
of good in the mining distriets,

Mr. HARPER: I do unet think drink
has done good in any district. I wonld
be belter pleased if aleohol of every des-
eription was abolished. T think people
could live much hetter without it than
with it.

The Minister for Lands: Why do you
aid its distribution by owning an hotel?

Mr. HARPER: I think that hotel is a
credit lo Western Australia, and I do
not care personally if every license in
the State is abolished. T think any ecoun-
try would be better if there was no drink
in it whatever. I do met think it is a
neeessity, and for that reason I am not
in favour of it. I have been a good deal
in New Zealand and Ameriea, and have
visited prohibited districts, and people
get on very well withont beer, whisky, or
wine. It is all right for those who ean
use it with diseretion, but a large number
of working people drink to excess.

Mr. Lander: And so do some of the
big ones.

Mr. HARPER : Yes, but if is far more
objectionable to see a man who ecannot
afford it drinking to excess than one who
ean afford it. Many young fellows when
they earn their wages go and spend them
in drink.

Mr. Lander: Caused bv the boodlers’
sweaters; they eanse the poor men to
drink.

Mr. Taylor: That is not a bad ex-
cuse.

Mr. HARPER: 1 have given my opin-
ion of the drink question, and I hope
the Government will do their best to mini-
mise the traffie.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL (Hon.
T. Walker) : 1 think the House is pretty
well ready for a vote, and 1 should net
delay the debate any longer if it were not
that I feel one error in assnmption has
been made that cught to be corrected.
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The whole of the Opposition, strangely
enough, appear te be in favour of State
hotels. They are all religiously pinning
their faitl to {hat gospel, and some of
them, while in favour of State hotels and
of (he State running hotels, are in favour
of the nbolition of the drink traffie. Yet,
strangely enough, when the Government
eome down with a Bill to get absolnte
control of the drink traffic with the sole
view of regulating it, and ultimately ex-
linguishing it, they rise up en masse to
oppose it and keep us debating all
night.

Mr. A, E. Piesse: Why not eonfine
this Bill to hotel licenses and not to pub-
lieans’ general licenses?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Be-
cfause we wanb to enier the trade and
control it in every aspect, and not to go
into one seelion only and not teuch an-
other.

Mr. George:
prohibition.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Yes;
if the whole of the liquor trafie ulti-
mately comes under the control of the
State, the Staie can turn off the tap at
any moment.

Mr. Tayler: A lot of us would be
very thirsty then.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
hon. memwber would be grateful if the
evil of drink were saved to his fellow men
who are going aboul now with aches and
pains traceable to even the slightest in-
dulzenee in the past, and we would be
grateful if the next generation eseapes
these evils. T am anxious now only to
correct one wrong assumption made in
this debale, and that is that we are going
against the T.icensing Aef, or evading it.

Mr. A, E. Piesse: And against the
prineiples of local option.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: That
is not the worst asswnption against this
Bill, but that we are going against the
provisions of the Licensing Act by not
appealing or applying to the licensing
bench in the first instanee. I am a little
astonished at the general expression of
opinion in that regard which has come
from the Opposition. T venture to think
that anyone of them who has used that

This is one step towards



1350

argoment has either done it thoughtlessiy
or else has done it for the purpose merely
of throwing dust in the eyes of the gen-
eral pablic, hecause it must sirike even
the dullest intelleet (hat there must be a
difference between the Crown and the
ordinary cilizen, between the State und
the ordinary speculator.
licensing bench but the instrunment by
means of which the Siate grants a
license. Il is undoubtedly a ereation of
the State, a servant of the State, and
created solely for the purpose of the
State granting licenses.

Mr. George: With special loeal know-

ledge,
The ATTORNEY GENERAL: It

does not matter what the local knowledge
may be. Who grants the license? The
State which uses the licensing bench.

Mr. George: They use their discre-
tion.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
licensing bench is there as the instru-
ment of the State.

Mr. A. F. Piesse: They approve of
plans and specifications.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Ex-
actly. This is a Crown court. A pri-

vate individnal applies fo the Crown to
get a license. Now the Crown applying
to {he Crown to get a license would he
an absolute absurdity.

Alr. Allen: T do not think se.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
Crown applying to itself in its own and
inferior creation, to ils own creature, to
be permitted to hold a license is the very
height of absurdity.

Mr. George: It is not logie

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: I do
not appeal to my friend as to what is
logie or what is practical.

AMr. George: All the same you have
to listen to my opinions.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: I ad-
mit it, it is one of the tortures of my ex-
perience, one of the penalties of occupy-
ing my position, and T do it as cheerfully
as I can. The whole assumption is that
we are doing some great wrong. I sub-
mit that the very fact of the State under-
taking a work of this kind is the best

guarantee the public ean have that it will _
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not be done without inquiry, that it will
nol be done for niere speculative pur-
poses, that it will not be done as an in-
fliction to a districl, and that it will not
he done 1o feist public huuses on the com-
munity, | do not enre what Government
are in power. [f we loft the-e benches
to-morrow and the opjosite side eaine in.
with all their loudly ejaculated convie-
tions &2 to (he wisdom of State holels,
hefore they would build a State hotel
they would inquire into the needs of the
distriet and the opinions of the dislrict.
and into the vote expressed at the last
local option poll in the distriet, and Lhey
would send up their special agents to
inquire, they would inquire from those
best able to give an opinion in the dis-
trict and they would weigh every point,
and after deciding on the weight of evi-
dence that an hotel was necessary and
that if it were not a State hotel it would
he a private hotel, as the people would
bave an hotel of some kind, and after
resolving that in place of a private hotel
a Staie hotel must be erected, they would
go to their architects and give instrue-
tions for an up-to-date building and they
would inspect as to its character, and the
ofticers and all the machinery of the
State would be set to work to correct
ervors and to get the best place suitable,
of cowrse, to the requirements of the dis-
trict, they could get. That is what the
Government would do if that side were
in power to-day; that is what we shall do.
No Government dare go in the face of
the general expressed will of the people
to foist hofels upon them, more pariieu-
larly when the purpose of the present
Government is to lessen the drink evil and
ultimately destroy it. In these circum-
stances the public have every safeguard
in giving this power into the hands of
the Government. In the very ease that
has been so often mentioned to-night—
that of Dwellingup—what were the
facts? Tn the first place the people voted
for State hotels, and praclically unani-
mously. In the next place it was well
known, and known to the Government,
that if the Government did not step in
a private licensee would open out his
shutters and start business in his own
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place. 1t was a declaration of the li-
censing bench that that course would be
done. A private individual had built the
very building we purchased.

Mr. Allen: Could not the Crown step
mt

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Under
the Licensing Act in foree we conld not
prevent it; we could not-stop the erec-
tion of an holel outside the 15 miles if
the bench favoured it.

Hon. J. Mitchell: You could alter the
Aet.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: We
could, and we are altering the Act in the
rizcht direction, in the direction of State
hotels.

Mr. Allen: Yon are not amending it
Jrroperly. .

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
hon. member is the only consistent one;
I give him credit for it; he is opposed to
State hotels; but when a member is in
favour of State hofels, when we alter the
Aet in favour of State hotels as against
private hotels, it is wrong to complain
about altering the Aect,

Tton. J. Miichell: But you have not
taken away the power of the licensing
magistrates to grant an hotel ontside 15
miles,

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: No,
but wherever heyond that 15 miles we
find that private enterprise is seeking to
establish an hotel, we want to be allowed
to step in and say that if the people
want an hotel and if that hotel is neces-
sary we can come in and give the people
the hotel. That is the objeet of the Bill.
‘Whatever defects there may be in the
Ticensing Act are under the considera-
tion of the Government now, and in due
eourse we shall come down with our
Licensing Bill, when that provision to
which the hon. member refers may or
may not be dealt with.

Mr. MeDowall: This Bill does not
affect a district like Perth,

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: It will
only affeet districts under the present
Aet wherever the State finds that an
hotel is needed by the people. 1 do not
think an hofel is ever needed; but when
an hotel is requested, then the State will
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do it. T think I have explained these
points sufficiently, No doubt they will
axain be diseussed in Committee, and it
will only be labouring the subject to go
further, bul T did wish to make that one
point elear, that the reason why we do
not appeal to a licensing bench is be-
eause if the Crown is applying it has the
obligation foreed on it in all instances
to do the right thing and to make full
and sufficient inquiries before taking the
first step.

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

Ayes .. .. .20
Naes | .. - .. 8
Majority for .. ..o 12
AYES.
Mr. Apgwin Mr. McDowall
Mr. Carpenter Mr. Mullany
Mr Collier Mr. Munsie
Mr. Dooley Mr. B. J. Stubbs
Mr. Dwyer Mr. Swan
Mr. Foley Mr. Taylor
Mr. George Mr. Thomas
Mr. Green Mr, Turvey
Mr. Lander Mr. Walker
Mr, Lewis ‘ Mr. Uanderwood
{Teller).
Noks.
Mr. Allen Mr. A. E. Plesss
Mr. Harper Mr. A. N. Plesse
Mr. Mitchell Mr. Wisdom
Mr. Monger Mr. Male
- {Teller).

Question thus passed.
Bill read a second time.

Message.
Message from the Governor received
and read recommending the Bill

BiLL—GAME.
Received from the Legislative Council
and read a first time.

BILL.—PREVENTION OF CRUELTY
TO ANIMALS.

Roturned from the Legislative Couneil
with amendments.

House adjourned at 10.55 p.m.



